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Jiesohed,  That  this  House  will, .  upon  Monday  next,  resolve  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  for  raising  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to 
Her  Majesty. 

[12.50.] 

Oleomargarine  (Fraudulent -Sale)  BUl^Ordered  (5<v  RUkard  Pajeu  <^'«  Sciatet" 

Booth,  Mr,  Elton,  Mi\  Mark  Stacart)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  lime  [Bill  17^]  t  #      182 
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The  Magistracy  (Ibeland)— Sib  Tuomas  O.  Esmonde,  M.P.,  Hiou  SuBiiiFr 
OF  THE  County  of  Waterfobd  —  Postponement  of  Question,  Lord 
Braboume      ••  «,  ,.  ••  •«     132 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  7)— 
Mored^  ^'Tbat  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee  on  the 

said  Bill,"— (2%^  Zor^^  C^<i«<vroO  ..  ..  ,.132 

Amendment  moved, 

**  lliat  tbe  niimberiDg*of  the  clauses  throughout  iho  Bill  be  amended,  so  that  every 
clause  (whether  now  numbered  as  a  section  of  a  sub-section)  be  numbered  us 
fucoeniTe  sections  of '  substantive  enactments  *  (except  those  now  indicated  by  letters 
prefixed,  and  which  are  parts  of  ono  sentence),  and  that  all  references  in  the  Bill  bo 
altered  accordingly,"— ( TA^f  Lord  Onmthorpe,) 

Affar  short  debate,  Amendment  negatived : — House  in  Committee  aooord- 

ingly. 
Amendments  made ;  House  reeumed,  and  to  he  again  in  Committee  on 

Monday  next.  ^r\n]r> 
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Gr$ai  Eatteri^  Railway  Bill  {hy  Order) — 
Moved,  *<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— ( Colenel  Ifakine)    . .     142 
After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  ^o;— Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed. 
AmUeeide  Railway  BiU — 

Moved^  ^'That  it  be  an  Instroction  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ambleside  Railway  Bill, 
to  inquire  and  report  whether  the  proposed  Kailwaj  will  interfere  with  the  enjoy- 
ment of  the  puhbc,  who  annually  visit  the  Lake  District,  by  injuriously  affecting  the 
scenery  in  the  neighbourhood,  or  otherwise ;  and  that  they  hare  power  to  receive 
Evidence  upon  the  subject,"— (JIfr.  j5;y^)  ••  «•  •«     145 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  whether  '*  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  insert 
the  words  **  the  scenery  in  the  neighbourhood  will  be  injiiriously  affected  or  other- 
wise, and  that  tho  Committee  have  power  to  receive  local  Evidence  upon  the  subject," 
— (ifr.  Lahowk9re,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the /words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question  :  " — ^After  short  debate,  Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned," — {Mr.  W.  JET.  Jamee:) — After  further  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion put,  and  agreed  toy — ^Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday. 

QUESTIONS. 


Law  and  Police  (iBEUon))— Dukrus  Petty  Sessions Hegarty^ 

Question,  Mr.  Gilhooly ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Kichael  Hicks-Beaeh)  •  •  •  •  • .     153 

Asylums  (Ireland)  —  Monaghaut  Asylum — Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)         154 
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Questions,  Mr.  Cox ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
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Army — Examinations  for  Commissions— The  English  Language— Ques« 
tion,  Mr.  Johnston ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)       . .  . .  . .  . .  . ,    156 

Parliamentary  Begistration  Act,  1878  —  Case  of  Henry  Holder, 
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Michael  Hicks-Beach)         •  •  » •  • .  • »     158 

Police  (Metropolis)  —  Wandsworth  Police  Coxtrt  —  Question,  Mr. 
Ootavius  Morgan;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
D^artment  (Mr.  Matthews)  .  •  •  •  •  •     159 

Tbs  Maqistraot    (Ireland V—Dule^  Petty  Sessions — Question,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks*  . 
Beach)  ..  .^  ♦.  ..  *.    159 
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bring  to  a  decision  any  Question  already  proposed  from  the  Chair ;  and  also  if  a 
Clause  be  then  under  consideration,  a  Motion  may  be  made  (with  the  consent  of  the 
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(ITMWn, 

Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  . .     209 
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Commission,  under  *  The  Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1882/  ** — (Mt\  A. 

L.Brown)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..      271 

After  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  77,  Nous 
135 ;  Majority  58.— (Div.  List,  No.  18.)  [1.30.] 
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Business  of  the  House  (Bulks  of  Frooedure) — 'Saji^   1    (Closure  of 

Debate) — ^Ebsolution — ^Adjourned  Debate  JSbcond  Niout] — 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [21st  February:] 

Question  again  proposed  : — Debate  resumed  . .  . .     306 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — [Mr. 

Fljfnn:) — After  farther  short  debate, Motion  agreed  to :— Debate  further 

adjourned  ixXL  To-morrow, 

MOTIONS. 


Post  Office  Mail  Contract  (Higuland  Fisheries  Company,  Limited)  — 
Besolution — 
Ordered,  That  the  Contract  with  iho  Highland  Fisheries  Company,  Limited,  for  the 
oonveyance  of  Mails  between  Oban,  Coll,  Tyree,  Barra,  and  lioch  Boisdalo,  be 
approved,— (ifr.  Jackson,) 

Conn'^  OomrtS  (EzpenSM)  Bill— ^^'''^''^^'^  (^''«  JaokMon,  Mr.   Attorney   Oetifral,  Sir 

Htrhert  Maxwell) ;  preunted,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  177]  ••  ..       388 

Sanitary  Bogistration  of  BoildingS  BUi^Ordered  (Mr.  Laeaita,  Dr,  Farquharsen, 
Sir  Ouyer  Bunter,  Dr,  Cameron,  Sir  Henry  JRoseoe) ;  presetUed,  and  read  the  first 
time  [Bill  178]  ..  ..  .•  ••  ..388 

MerdumdiM  (FrandnlMit  Marks)  Bill-  O'-^^^^'  {Mr.  Mundeiu,  Mr.  AeUnd,  Sir 

Ckarki  RuneU,  Mr,  Bernard  CoUridge,  Sir  Frederkk  Mappin,  Mr,  Henry  H,  Fowfier, 
Mr,  Henry  JFiU&n) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  170]       ; .  . «      388 
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After  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  clock,  the 
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Justices'  Jurisdiction  Bill  (No.  24)— 
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[5.15.] 
COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  FEBRUAEY  24. 

PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 
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[21st  February:]— Question  again  proposed,  **That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " — Debate  resumed   . .     440 

Alter  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided ;  Ayes  225,  Noes  118  ; 
Majority  107.— (Div.  List.  No.  20.) 

Main  Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  231,  Noes  133;  Majority 
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In  line  1,  after  the  word  "  That,"  to  insert  the  words  **  when  Mr.  Spker  the 

ChtaTy'^^ColOHil  Noltm)  ••  ..  ..  .,     493 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  :  " — After  short 

debate.  Question  put : — The  House  divided ;  Ayes   82,   Noes  204  ; 

Majority  122.— (Div.  List,  No.  22.) 
Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''  at  anytime,' — 

{Mir.  Famelf)  . .  ..  ..  ..  c .     603 

Question  proposed,  <'  That  the  words  ^<  at  any  time  "  stand  part  of  the 

Question  :  ''—After  short  debate.  Question  put^  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  after  the  word  **  QueBtion,"  to  insert  the  words  ^<  other  than  a  Question 
arising  in  any  Bill  for  increasing  the  stringency  of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland,*' — 
{Mr,  PameU)  •  •  •  •  , ,  , ,  ,  ^ 

Question  proposed,    ''That  those  words    be  there  inserted  :  "-^ After 

short  debate,   Amendment   proposed  to  the  proposed    Amendment, 

after  the  words  "Law  in,"  to  insert  the  words  "  Great  Britain  and," 

—{Mr,  J.  K  Mis)  ..  ..  ..  ..518 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  inserted  in  the  proposed 

Amendment :  " — ^Afier  further  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Question  put, 
'*  That*  the  words  *  other  than  a    Question  arising  in  any  Bill  for  increasing  the 

stringency  of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Qreat  Britain  and  Ireland  *  be  there  inserted.'* 
The  TlcfUBB  dipided;  Ayes  155,  Noes  264;  Majority  109.— (Div.  List, 

No.  23.) 
Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  after  the  word  ^'  Question,"  to  insert  the 

words  "  other  than  a  Vote  in  Committee  of  Supply,"— (JTr.  PameU) . .     54 1 
Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  mserted  :  "—After  short 

deba;te,    Moped,   **  That  the    Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (4/r.    </. 

Rowlands :) — After  further  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  ;— Debate 

adjourned  till  To-tnorrow, 

Fosrnes  Harbour  (Transfer)  Bill  [Bill  159]— 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and"  committed  to  a  Select  Committee  . ,     55 1 

Movedf  "That  the  Committee  do  consist  of  Five  Members," — {Mr. 
Penrose  Fitzgerald.) 

After  short  debate.  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  *'Five," 
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Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. 

Colonial  Service  (Pensions)  Bill  [Bfll  168]— 
Moved,   "That  the  Bfll  be  noW  read  a  second  time,"— (iStr  Eeriert 

Maxwell)        ..  ..  ..  ,.  . .     ^2 

Mooed,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Br.  Tanner :)— After 

abort  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  toithdraum. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  .-—Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com' 

miiUd  £or  Tkursaay  10th  March. 
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SUPPLY  —  coniidsr0d  in  Committee  —  Civil   Services  (Supplementary 
Estimates,  1886-7) — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  I. — Public  Works  and  Buildinos. 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  Sopplementary  sum,  not 
exceeding  £825,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  whidi  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  March  1887,  for 
the  Maintenance  and  Repair  of  Marlborough  House "  . .  . .       725 

After  short  debate,  Question  put:— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes' 209,  Noes  99; 
Majority  110.— (Div.  list,  No.  28.) 

(a.)  £8,200,  Supplementary,  Houses  of ^  Parliament. —After  short    debate,    Vote 
agreed  to  ..  ••  ..  ..  ..       726 

)  £9,275,  Supplementary,  Public  Buildings,  Great  Britain.^After  short  debate, 

oie  agreed  to  ..  .,  ..  .•  ..       730 

(4.)  £800,  New  Admiralty  and  War  Office.— After  debate,  Vote  offreed  to  . .      738 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £15,900,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  ^ear  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1887,  for 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  including  Rents  and  Furniture,  and  for  the 
Mamtenance  of  certain  Cemeteries  Abroad  "        .  •  . .  .  •       752 

Moved,  "That a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,500,  be  granted,  &c.,"— (ifr. 
Labouehire  .*)— After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived^ 
Original  Question  again  proposed   .  •  . .  . .  . .      755 

Moved,  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding  £15,400,  be  granted  Arc.,*'— 
(^Mr,  Labouehere :) — After  short  debate.  Question  put:— The  Committee  divided; 
A}res  123,  Noes  153 ;  Majority  30.— (Div.  List,  No.  29.) 
Original  Question  again  proposed    ..  ..  ..  ••767 

Question  put :— The  Committee  (^tVt(/^if;  Ayes  151,  Noes  111 ;  Majority  40.— (Diy. 
list.  No.  30.)  — u      .r  s 

Class  II. — Salaries  and  Expenses  op  Civil  Departments. 

(6.)  £658,  Supplementary,  Foreign  Office.— After  short  debate.  Vote  aareed  to        . .       707 

(7.)  £10,  Supplementary,  Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade.— After 
short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  , .  , .  , ,  . .       768 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £4,696,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1887,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission  " 

Moved,  «*That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,996,  be  granted,  &c.,"— (Jirr. 
Arthur  0' Connor :)— After  del)ate,  Motion,  by  leave,  tvithdraum. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(^.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £1,800,  be  granted  to  Her  Alajesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  Mardi  1887,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  uie  Local  Government  Board,  including  various  Gnmts  in 
Aid  of  Local  Taxation  **  • .  , ,  . ,  , .       804 

After  short  debate,  Moved^  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding  £800,  bo 
granted,  &c.,"— (Jfr.  JJony ;)— After  further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Original  Question  affain  proposed  ..  ..  ,,  ..      819 

After  short  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
(10.)  £107,  Supplementary,  Secretary  for  Scotland's  Office. 
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OLiss  m.— Law  and  Justice. 

(i  I.)  Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £287,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  oome  in 
ooorse  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  dav  of  March  1887,  for  the 
Salaries  and  the  incidental  Expenses  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland  "     .  •       823 

After  short  debate, 'ifor#<f,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to 
sit  again," — (Cohnel  yoUm  :}^AheT  further  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  a^eed  to, 

Besolations  to  ^e  reported. 

Class  IV. — Education,  Soibncb,  and  Aet. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £10,560,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  enduiff  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1887,  for  tho 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Science  and  Art  Department,  and  of  the  Establish- 
ments connected  therewith  "  •  •  ..  ••  ••       834 

Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— (JVr. 
PameJl ;)— After  short  debate,  Question  put :— The  Committee  dividwi  ;  Ayes  93, 
Koes  212  ;  Majority  119.— (Div.  List,  No.  31.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed    ..  ••  ..  ••      841 

Mo9€d,  *<  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"— (Ifr.  DiUwyn  ;)— After  short 
debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdraxon, 

Besolations  to  be  reported  To-morrow ;  Oommittee  also  report  Progress ; 
to  sit  again  upon  Wednesday. 

Hyde  Park  Comer  (New  Streets)  Bill  [Bill  135]— 
Moved,   "  That   the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,'' — ( Jfr.  David 

Fluntef)         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..842 

Qnestion  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  seoond  time. 

3foved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select  Oommittee  of  Five 

Members,  Two  to  be  nominated  by  the  House,  and  Three  bj  the 

Oommittee  of  Selection,'* — {Mr.  Dcmd  Plunket :) — Question  put,  and 

agreed  to. 

Criminal  Law  (Scotland)  Procedure  Bill  [Bill  131]— 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read  ••  ••  .•     844 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Monday  14th  March. 

County  Courts  (Expenses)  Bill  [BiU  177]— 
Movedf  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (-Wr.  Jaclton)        . .     846 
Motion  agreed  ^:^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Monday  14  th 
March. 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  1]— 
Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

(5tiBh,'^~-{8%r  Michael Bich'Beaeh)  ..  .,  ..845 

Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (Jfr.  T.  M.  Healy  :)— 

Ai%&t  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till 

To-morrow, 

MOTIONS. 


Edvoatioital   Endowhsrts   (Sootlakd)   Commission  —  Motion    fob    an 
Addbess — 
if«v«^,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  pcayinff  Her  Majeety 
to  withhold  Her  consent  to  the  scheme  for  the  management  of  the  Mieu^kintosh  f*arr 
Fnnd,"— (Jfr.  lVa«#r-ira«^'»/(xA)    ..  ••  ••  ••     852 

Motion  postponed. 

Owners  of  Dogs'  Idability  BUl—Or^red  (Mr.    Addieon,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Cwmor)  ; 

prMhtid,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  181]  •  •  •  •  . .      853 
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Business  of  the  ISouse  (Bules  of  Procedure)  —  Bule  1  (Closure  of 
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Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Main  Question 
[21st  February],  as  amended: — Main  Question,  as  amended,  again 
proposed: — "DeheXQ  remmed  ..  ..  ..916 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  1,  by  inserting,  after  the  word  '*  proposed,''  the  words  <*  arising  oat  of  the  first 
or  second  Order  of  the  Day,  or  a  Motion  standing  first  or  second  (m  Uie  Notice  Paper 
of  the  House," — {Mr,  Sexton)  ..  ••  ••  ••     919 

Qaestion  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After  short 
debate.  Question  put: — The  "Qjoxxaq  divided :  Ayes  83,  Noes  209;  Ma- 
jority 126.— (Div.  List,  No.  32.) 

After  debate.  Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  by  inserting,  after  the 
word  ''proposed,"  the  words,  "  and  opportunity  afforded  for  Debate 
thereon,*'— (i^.  Molloy)       . .  . .  . .  . .     929 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,"— After  debate, 
Question  put: — The  House  divided:  Ayes  186,  Noes  241 ;  Majority  55. 
—(Div.  List,  No.  33.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  by  inserting,  after  the  word  '^  proposed," 
the  words  "if  no  Amendment  has  been  moved  thereto," — {Mr,  Parnell)    960 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  bo  there  inserted,"  — After  short 
debate,  Question  put:— The  House  divided;  Ayes  116,  Noes  302;  Ma- 
jority 186.— (Div.  List,  No.  34.) 
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In  lino  1,  by  leaving  out  from  the  woi'd  ''  proposed,"  to  the  end  of  line  4,  and  inserting 
the  words— '*  A  Member  rising  in  his  place  may  claim  to  move,  '  That  the  Question 
bo  now  pat,'  and,  unless  it  shall  appear  to  the  Chair  that  such  Motion  is  an  abuse  of 


the  Rules  of  the  House,  or  an  infringement  of  the  rights  of  the  minority,  the  Ques- 
tion, *  That  the  Question  be  now  put,'  shall  be  put  forthwith,  and'  decided,  without 
Amendment  or  Debate."— (ifr.  William  Henry  Smith)  . .  ..     968 


Uon,  'That  thejQuestion  benowput,'  shall  be  ^ut  forthwith,  and'  decided,  without 
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Wtpnouth  and  Jfeleombe  Regit  Corporation  Bill — 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Dillwyn)       . .     &80 
After  short  debate,  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  To-morrow. 

ORDERS    OF    THE   DA7. 
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Business  of  thb  House  (Eules  op  Pkocbdure) — ^Rule   1   (Closure  of 
DE3ATB)—EEsoLxrnoN— Adjourned  Debate  [Seventh  Night]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  to  Main 
Question,  as  amended : — Question  again  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
'a  Motion  may  be  made'  stand  part  oi  the  Question :  "—Debate 
reium^d     •      . .  • .  . .  . .  . .     980 

After  debate,  Question  put :— The  House  divided;  Ayes  85,  Noes  190  ; 
Majority  105.— (Div.  List,  No.  37.) 

Question  proposed, 

"That  tho  words  'A  Member  risinpf  in  his  place  may  ckim  to  move,  *That  the 
Question  be  now  pat/  and,  nnless  it  shall  appear  to  the  Chair  that  such  Motion  is  an 
abnso  of  the  Rules  of  the  House,  or  an  infringement  of  the  rights  of  the  minority, 
the  Qaestion,  *  That  the  Question  be  now  put,"  shall  be  put  forthwith,  and  decided 
without  Amendment  or  Debate '  be  there  inserted,'* — [Mr.  JFiliiam  Henry  Smith)     ••      993 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment, 
After  tho  word  "  Member,"  to  insert  the  words  **  of  the  Government,  or  the  Mover  or 
Seconder  of  the  Motion  then  in  Debate,  or  the  Mover  or  Seconder  of  an  Ajnendment 
thereto,"— (Jfr.  X^fl**)  ..  ..  ..  ..997 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  inserted  in  the  proposed 
Amendment :  " — After  debate,   Question  put : — The  House  divided  : 

Ayes  IIP,  Noes  291 ;  Majority  172.— (Div.  List,  No.  38.) 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
words  *'  unless  it  shall  appear  to  the  Chair  " — {Mr.  Whithread)  , .  1020 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  proposed  Amendment :  " — jfoved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjoumed,"--(irr.  William  Henry  Smith ;)— Motion  agreed  to : — ^Debate 
a^mmed  till  I^riday. 
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LORDS,  THURSDAY,  MARCH  3. 
PwvATB  Bills— 
Ordered,  That  no  Private  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a 
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Ths  Maoistbact  (Ibelaio)) — Appointment  of  Sib  Thomas  Q.  Esmonds, 
H.P.,  HiQH  Shebiff  of  Co.  Watebfobd— Question,  The  Marquess  of 
Ormonde ;  Reply,  Lord  Braboume  .  •  . ,  . .  1023 
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Magazine  " — Question,  Mr.  P.  M*Donald  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)    . .  . .  . .   1087 

Lunacy  Laws  Consolidation  Bill— Incorporation  of  "The  Idiots'  Act, 
1886  "—Question,  Mr.  Salt;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  ..  ..  ..  ..1087 

Lichfield  Charities — Lowe's  Charity — Question,  Sir  John  Swinburne; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . ,  1088 

Greenwich  Hospital  Funds — Investment — Question,  Sir  Samuel  Wilson ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett  (A  Lord  of  the  Admiralty)  . .  1088 

London  Corporation  (Charges  of  Malversation)  —  Questions,  Mr. 
Howell,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1089 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 
— # — 
SUPPLY  —  fonsidered   in  Oommittee^CiviL   Services  (Supplementary 
Estimates,  1886-7) — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  m. — Law  and  Justicb. 

(I.)  Motion  inad«,  and  Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £S0,960,  be  granted  to  Her  Majeety,  to  defray  the  ChargQ  which  will  come  in 
course  ot  payment  during  the  year  encuiig  on  the  Slat  day  of  March  1887,  for  the 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland'*       ..  ..  ..  ..     1090 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  **That  the  reduced  sum,  not  exceeding  £29,960,  be 
granted,  &c.,"— (ifr.  John  O'Connoi',  Tipperary  :)—MUit  further  short  debate, 
Mo9td,  ''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — 
(Mr.  JUtnffworih  :) — After  further  snort  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Qnestion  again  proposed,  "  That  the  reduced  sum,  not  exceeding  £29,960,  be 
granted,  &c.,** — {Mr,  John  0*  Connor,  Tipperary  ;)— After  debate,  Question  put,  and 
myatived. 

Ori^nal  Question  put,  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding  £30,960,  be 
granted,  &c. :"— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  246,  Noes  121 :  Majority  125.* 
(Div.  List,  No.  39.) 

Class  IV. — Education,  Scienob,  and  Art. 

Motioii  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£10,560,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
oourse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1887,  for 
the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Science  and  Art  Department,  and  of  ihe 
Establishments  connected  therewith "  ••  ..  ••     1219 

Moffod,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,**-^lfr. 

LaUuehere  .*)— After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  ayreed  to* 

Besolntions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Oommittee  also  report  Progress ; 
to  sit  again  To-ntorrow. 

MOTIONS. 


LoXDOV  OoSPO&AnOK  (QsABaBS  07  HALYBBdATIOK)— MOTXOK  VOB  A  SXLEOT 

OoiocinxB-* 

Mo9ed,  ^  That  a  Seleet  Committee  be  appointed  to  Inquire  into  and  report  upon  oertatn 
dMmt»  brou^  under  the  notice  of  this  House  by  Mr.  Howell,  Member  for  the 
Kom  East  lATiaion  of    Bethnal  Green,  and   Mr.    Bradlaugh,  Member  for  the 

VOL,  OCXnn.    [thibd  sbeibs.]        [   /    1  n  J 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

\_March  3.]  Poffe 

LoNDOH  Corporation  (Gharobs  of  MALTBRSATiOM)~Select  Oommittoe— Mn/tiiiiMf. 

Borough  of  Northampton,  aUeging  improper  use  and  malyersation  of  publio  funds  of 
the  Corporation  of  London,  by  or  with  the  consent  of  members  and  officials  of  such 
Corporation/'— (ifr.  fibtrW/)  ..  ..  ••  ••    1224 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  a^resd  to, 

Order$d,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  that  they  do  take  eyidenoe  on 

oath. 
Ordei-edy  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records,— 

{Mr.  HoweU.) 

Intestates  Estates  Bill— Ord^^  {Hr,  Ambrou,  Mr.  NmlU^  Mr.  Joseph  Howard^  Mr, 

Addison,  Mr.  T,  P.  O'Connor) ;  prisenUd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  187J  •  •   1 226 

[2.45.] 

LORDS,  FRIDAY,  MARCH  4. 

Ohuroh  Patbonaqe  Bill— Personal  Explanation,  The  Paymaster  Qeneral 

(Earl  Beauohamp)  . .  . .  . .  • .   1227 

Malta — ^Address  fob  Papebs — 
Address  for  Papers  on  the  Affairs  of  Malta,  especially  those  relating  to 
the  Government  of  Malta,"— (2%^  Harl  L$  La  Wart)   . .  . .  1227 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn, 

Ireland— Thb  Jubt  Laws  ^Question,  Observations,  Lord  ;Fitzgerald : — 

Short  debate  thereon  ..  ..  ..  ..    1234 

Egypt — The  Native  Egyptlaw  Army — ^Motion  pob  a  Papeb— 

Moved  for — 

<' Despatch  addressed  to  Sir  H.  Dmmmond  Wolff  hy  Lieutenant-Oolonel  Parr  from 
the  headquarters  of  the  Egyptian  Army  at  Cairo,  dated  17th  January,  1886,  in 
reference  to  the  efficiency  and  gallantry  of  the  native  Egyptian  troops,  and  the 
friendly  relations  now  existing  between  the  English  officers  serving  in  the  army  of 
the  ESiedivo  and  the  native  officers  and  men," — ( The  Earl  of  Matrowby)  •  •    1 253 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn, 

Wales  (Chuboh  of  England) — Eevenue  eeom  Ecclesiastical  Pbopebtt — 
Motion  fob  a  Rbtubn— 

Moved  for — 

«  Return  showing  the  net  annual  income  derived  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
from  property  in  Wales,  and  the  annual  payments  made  by  them  to  the  bishops, 
ohaptm,  archdeacons,  &c.,  in  Wales,  and  the  annual  value  of  the  grants  made  by  the 
Gommissioners  in  augmentation  of  benefices  in  Wales,* *^{The  Earl  of  Powis)  ,,    1 25 3 

Motion  agreed  to : — Betum  ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  House. 
Law  of  Evidence  Amendment  Bill  (No.  23)— 
Movedj  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3","— f  7%^  Lord  BramweU) 
Amendment  moved^  to  leave  out  f'^now'')  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 

Motion  (**  this  day  six  months,")— (7%^  Lord  Denman) 
On  Question,  That  ('*  now  ")  stand  part  of  the  Motion?  Reeohed  in  the 

Affirmative : — Bill  read  3"^  accordingly  ;  and  paised,  and  sent  to  the 

Commons. 
Protest,  Lord  Denman  . .  . ,  , .  . ,   1255 

[7.15.] 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  MAECH  4. 

QUESTIONS. 
— ..« 

Land  Law  (Ibblakd)  Act,  1881 — ^Agbioultubal  Statistios,'  1881-1886— 
Question,  Mr.  Hobhouse ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Dnohy  of 
Lancaster  (Lord  John  Manners)  ..  ..  ,.  1256 

Abmy  (Auxiliary  Foboks)  —  Medals  fob  Volunteer  Non-Oommissionsd 
Ofmchers — Question,  Baron  Dimsdale ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Btate 
for  War  ( NT r.  E.  Stanhope) ,  •  , ,  , .  • ,   1257 
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Vaccination  —  Inquiry  by  the  Koyal  Statistical  Society  —  Questions, 

Sir  Charles  Bussell ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the  Local  Goyemment 

Board  (Mr.  Eitchie)  ..  ..  ..  1270 
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Grants  to  the  Boyal  Family — A  Select  CoMMiTTEE—Question,  Mr.  E. 
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Smith)  .,  ..  ..  ..  ..  1272 

Imperial   Institute    Buildings  —  The    Competition  —  Question,    Mr. 

Oonybeare;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.   H. 

Smith)  ..  ..  ..  ,.  ..   1273 

The  Boyal  CoionssioN  on  the  Land   Law  (Ireland)  Act,    1881,   and 

THE  Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Act,  1885 — Questions,  Mr.  T.  M. 

Healy ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  1273 
Business  of  the  House  (Bules  of  Procedure)— Question,  Mr.  Johnston  ; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .   1274 

Eight   of   Public    Meeting    (England   and   Ireland)— The    Plan    of 

Campaign  —  Suppression   of   Public   Meetings    —  Question,    Mr. 

Conybeare ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Oeneral  (Sir  Biohard  Webster)    . .  1274 

ORDER    OF    TEE    DAT. 


Business  of  the  House    (Bules  of  Procbdure)^Bule   1   (Closure  of 
Debate) — Besolution — Adjourned  Debate  [Eighth  Night]  — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Amendment  to 
the  Amendment  proposed  to  the  Main  Question,  as  amended : — Ques- 
tion again  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  proposed  Amendment : — Debate  resumed      . .  . .   1275 

After  long  deoate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided ;  Ayes  177,  Noes 
130  ;  Majority  47.— (Div.  List,  No.  40.) 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  line  4,  leave  out ''  an 
abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the  House  or," — (Mr.  G'BohertyS  , .   1324 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  proposed  Amendment." 

After  short  debate,  Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  the  words  ''or  an  infringement  of  the  rights  of  the 
minority,"— (ifr.  WhUbread.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  said  proposed  Amendments" — After  debate,  Quobtion  put: — The 
House  divided:  Ayes  275,  Noes  200;  Majority  75. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  . .  1349 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  after  the  word 
'*  minority,*'  to  insert  the  words  **  in  respect  of  Debate,  or  otherwise," 
--■{Mr.  rarnell)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1355 

Question  proposed,  *'That  those  words  be  inserted  in  the  said  proposed 
Amendment:"  —  After  short  debate,  Question  put:-— The  House 
divided:  Ayes  107,  Noes  226;  Majority  119.— (Div.  List,  No.  42.) 

Question  again  proposed, 

^  That  the  words  '  A  Member  rising  in  his  place  may  daim  to  move,  *  That  the  Que8« 
tion  be  now  put,*  ancT unless  it  shall  appear  to  the  Chair  that  such  Motion  is  an  abuser 
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of  the  Allies  of  the  House,  or  an  infringement  of  the  rights  of  the  minority,  the 
Question,  '  That  the  Qnestion  be  now  put,'  shall  be  put  forthwith,  and  decided, 
withont  Amendment  or  Debate '  be  there  inserted," — (Jfr.  William  Henry  Smith)  . .    1360 

Mwedj  **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjonmed," — {Mr.  Zahouchere :) — 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate  adfaumed  till 
Tuenktjf  next. 

MOTIONS. 


Admibaltt  and  Wab  Office — Motion  foe  a  Seleot  Committee — 
M(*ved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  bo  appointed  to  reconsider  the  plans  and  proposals 
for  an  Admiralty  and  War  Office  :— That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  Uie  Committee  to 
report  whether  some  or  all  of  the  existing  buildings  of  the  Admiralty  may  with 
adVantage  be  retained,"— (ITr.  Flunk$t)  .,  ,,  ..    1350 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Business  op  the  House — Obdee  of  Supply — Questions,  Mr.  T.  M .  Healy, 
Mr.  Anderson,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)        ..  ..  ..  ,.   1361 

BiTers    Pollution    Prevention  Act  (1876)  Amendment  Wi— Ordered  (3fr. 

Thorbum,  Mr,  Arthur  Elliot,  Mr,  Laing  Drown) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 
[Bill  188]  ..  ..  .,  ..  ..    136*'. 

[1.35.] 

LOEDS,  MONDAY,  MAEOH  7. 

Cbims  and  Outoaob  (Ibbland) — ^Thb  Eiots  at  Belfast — ^Report  of  the 
Ck)MMissiONEBS — Questiou,  The  Earl  of  Kimberlej ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Privy  Seal  (Earl  Cadogan)  . .  . ,  . .  . .  1362 

Qlebe  Lands  Bill— Question,  The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Viscount  Ooss)  . .  . .  1362 

Horse  Brebdiko  and  Supply  foe  Military  and  Industrial  Purposes— 
Obserrations,  Lord  Bibblesdale ;  Eeply,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Lord  Harris) : —Short  debate  thereon  ..  ..  1363 


[6.O.] 


COMMONS,  MONDAY.  MARCH  7. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


Clyde  Navigaiiwh  Bill  [^Lords^ — 
Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  bo  now  taken  into  Consideration," — {Sir  Charlee 

Foraier)  ..  ..  ^.  ..  ..   13S1 

After  short  debate,  Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow, 

QUESTIONS. 


Poor  Law  Elections  ^Ireland) — Beturning  Officers,  Cookhill  Union 
—Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes)..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1381 

Irish  Land  Commission — The  Land  Court— Fair  Bents— Questions,  Dr. 

Tanner;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  • .   1382 

EDUCATioir — ^LooAL  Colleges   in   England   and  Wales— Question,  Mr. 

Mondella;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Ctoschen).  •  13S3  j 

Digitized  by  VJ^VJ^IC 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

[^Mareh  7.]  Pa^e 

Laboitbebs'  Cottaoes  (Ibblanb)  Aot — "EsmiB  Union — Question,  Mr.  Cox ; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  ..   1384 

Prisons  Boabd  (Ireland) — ^Bichmond  Bridewell,  Dublin — Questions, 
Mr.  Conway,  Mr.  H.  J.  Gill»  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
Oeneral  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  . .  . .  . .  1885 
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Question,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
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BoYAL  Commission  on  Agriculture  in  Ireland — Evictions— Questions, 
Mr.  O'Kelly ;  Answers,  The  Attotney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes) ;  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare  [No  reply]  . .  • .  1388 

Evictions  (Ireland) — ^Lord  Kingston's  Estates,  Co.  Roscommon — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  O'Kelly ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  GFeperal  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes)         ..  ..  ..  ..  ,.  1389 

National   Schools  (Ireland) — Bemoval  of   Inspectors— Question,  Mr. 

MacNeill;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  1389 

India — Collection  of  Revenue — ^Magisterial  Powers — Question,  Mr.  P. 
O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Gtorst)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1390 

India  (M!adras)— Mr.  H.  E.  Sullivan,  Covenanted  Civil  Service — 
Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst)         ..  ..  ..  ..   1390 

Admiralty — Devonport  Dockyard — ^Thb  Fire-Brigade  Staff — Question, 
Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  . .  . .  . .  . ,   1391 

Navy  (M!anufacturing  Department)— Nordenfelt  Guns— Question,  Mr. 
HaAbury ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
HamUton)      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1391 

Merchant  Shipping  Act  —  Transfer  of  British  Ships  to  Foreign 
Owners — Question,  Mr.  T.  Sutherland ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms)  . .  . .  1392 

The    Parks    (Metropolis) — Battbrsea    Park  —  Question,   Mr.    0.  V. 

Morgan ;  Answer,  ,The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket). .   1392 

The  Magistracy  (Ireland)  —  The  O'Donnellan  Blake  Forster,  J.P. — 
Question,  Colonel  Saunderson ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  . .  . .  . .  . .  1393 

Vaccination  Acts  —  Mr.  E.  King,  Evington  —  Question,  Mr.  Picton ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1393 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland)— The  Jury  System  —  Challenges  in 
Criminal  Cases — "  Queen  v.  Gartland  and  M'Kenna  " — Question, 
Mr.  Blane ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes). .   1394 

Post  Office— Head  Postmasterships— Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Baikes)  . .  .  •   1394 

Trade  and  Manufaciure  —  French  Prohibition  of  English  Leather — 
Qaestions,  Mr.  Lafone,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  . .   1395 

I4TEEATURE,     SCIENCE,     AND    ArT — NATIONAL     SciENCE    COLLECTIONS — ^ThE 

Inter-Departmental  Committee— Question,  Sir  Henry  Koscoe ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Qoschen)  . .  • .  1396 
Tub  House  of  Commons— Fcgs— Questions,  Sir  Algernon  Borthwick,  Sir 
Henry   Tyler;   Answers,  The   First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr. 
Plunket)            ..                ....                   ..  ..  189'7 

Digitized  by  VJ^VJVIC 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
IMarehl.']  Pag$ 

Abmt  (Axtxiliaby  Forc£8)— Doreoal  akd  Tyrone  Militia— QaestioDi 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary,  War  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Brodrick)  . .  . .  .  •  . ,  1308 

Army  (Obdwanoe  Dbpaetmbnt)  —  Inspector  of  Saddlbby  at  Woolwich 
—Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Survejor  Oeneral  of 
Ordnance  (Mr.  H.  S.  Northoote)  • .  . .  . .  1899 

The  Accountant  Oeneeal  —  Disallowance  of  Expenses  for  the 
Egyptian  Army  —  Question,  Sir  G^eorge  Campbell ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Oosohen)  . .  . .  1399 

Education  Department— Payment  by  Eesult — Examinations — Question, 
Mr.  W.  Cavendish  Bentinck;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Sir  William  Hart  Djke)  ..  ..  ..   1400 

Post   Office — The   Secretary  to   the  Post    Office  —  Question,  Mr. 

Henniker  Heaton ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  (General  (Mr.  Baikes)    . .  1400 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) — The  Jury  System  —  Monaghan  Assizes — 
Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmee) ;  Question,  Dr.  Tanner  [No  reply  |  . .  . .  1401 

South  America— ^British  Guiana  and  Venezuela — The  BoinvDARY  Line 
Questions,  Mr.  Watt,  Mr.  Stavelev  Hill ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  . .  1402 

Post   Office    Sayings  Bank — Deputation  of   Clerks  —  Question,  Mr. 

Channing;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Baikes)  . .  1403 

Central  Asia— Trade  Communication  between  Thibet  and  India— 
Question,  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  J[ames  Fergusson)  . .  . .   1404 

Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland) — Legislation  —  Questions,  Mr.  Mark 
Stewart,  Dr.  dark;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1405 

The  Parks   (Metropolis)— Eeoent's  Park— Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill; 

Answer,  The.^rst  Commi/sjrioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  .  •  1405 

BuRMAH— Alleged  Barbarities— Question,  Dr.  Cameron;  Answer,  The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)     .  •  .  •  1406 

Post  Office— Stamped  Telegraph  Cards— Question,  Mr.  Puleston;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Baikes)  . .  , .  1406 

House  of  Commons— Members'  Smoking  Boom — Question,  Mr.  Puleston; 

Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  . .   1407 

Admiralty — Naval  Guns  and  Ammunition— Papers  and  Corrbspond- 
BNCB  —  Question,  Sir  William  Plowden :  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)    . .  . .  . .  1407 

Admiralty — Subscriptions  to  the  Imperial  Institute  —  Questions,  Mr. 
Conybeare,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiraliy  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  . .  . .  . .  1408 

Private  Bill  I^oislation — Question,  Mr.  Craig  Seller ;  Answer,  The  First 

Lordof  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.H.  Smith)..  ..  ..1409 

The  Skecutiyb  (Ireland) — ^The  New  Chief  Secrstary — Question,  Mr. 

Sexton ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  1409 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) — ''The  Queen  i;.  Dillon" — Safety  of  the 
Dissentino  Jttrors  —  Question,  Colonel  Saunderson  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  •  •  . ,  1410 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House — Questions,  Sir  (George  Campbell, 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  {he  Treasury  (Mr.  W.H.  Smith)         ..  «.  ,.  1410 

0BDEB8    OF    THE    DAY. 

BUPPLY—eonndered  in  (Jommittee— Civil  Services  (Supplementary  Esti- 
mates, 1886-7)— 

(In  the  Committee.) 
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(i.)  £10,660,  Sa^lementary,  Science  and  Art  Department  for  the  United  Kingdom. 
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Class  V. — Poebion  and  Colonlax  Skbvicbs. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed,  <*  That  a  Supplementarjr  sum,  not  ex- 
ceeding £16,785,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  Alarch  1887,  for  the 
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(Mr.  Labouch^re  :)'-A^j0r  short  debate.  Question  put :— The  Committee  divtded; 
Ayes  91,  Noes  140 ;  M^ority  49.— (Div.  List,  No.  43.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed   ..  ••  ..  ••     1461 
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divided;  Ayes  146,  Noes  234  ;  Majority  88. 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes    ••  ••  ••  ••     1600 

Original  Question  again  proposed    ••  ••  ••  ••     1603 

Moved,  '*  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding  £16,976,  be  granted,  &c.,"  — 
[Dr,  Tanner:)  —  After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  iMA^a/tev<^ .'—Original 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  ex- 
ceeding £9,060,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1887,  for 
the  Expenses  of  Various  Services  (other  than  Consular)  in  connection  with  the 
Suppresision  of  the  Slave  Trade,  and  the  Expenses  of  the  Liberated  African 
Department"        ••  ••  ••  ••  ••     1604 

After  short  debate,  Moffod,  "  That  a  Supplementary  som,  not  exceeding  £6^0,  be 
granted,  &o.,"— (ifr.  Dilhn :) — Question  put,  and  negatived  ;•— Originial  QaestioQ 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

(5.)  £1.600,  Supplementary,  Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid.— After  short  debate,  Vote 
Offreedto  ,,  ..  .♦  ..  .,     1616 

Class  YI. — Non-Effbotivb  and  Chautablb  Sertiobs* 
(6.)  £11,264,  Supplementary,   Soperuinnations    and  Retired    AUowanoet.- After 

short  debate,  Vote  a^tfM^  to  ••  ••  ••  ..     1617 

(7.)  £167,  Supplementary,  Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland.— After  short  debate.  Vote 

agreedto  ..  ••  ..  ..  ..     1619 

Class  YU. — Miscellaneous. 

(8.)  £1,000,  Adelaide  Exhibition.— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ••     1619 

(9.f  £9,306^  **  Telegraf o  "  Claims.— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  •  •     1 622 


(10.)  £147,  Treasury  Chest  Robbery.— After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  , .     1629 

Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,**— (Jlfr. 
Edmund  Robertson ;)— After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Bbvenvb  Departments. 

(II.)  £236,000,  Supplementary,  Post  Office.- After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to     •  •     1632 
(la.)  £122,000,  Supplementary,  Post  Office  Telegraphs.— After  short  debate,   Vote 
agreedto  ..  ••  ••  ••  ••     1548 

Besolotions  to  be  reported   T^-marrow;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 

First  OfTender^  BiU  [Bill  182]— 

M»vid,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the  Chair,"— (Jtfr.  Soward 
Vincent :)— Question  put,  and  agreed  to :— Bill  eomidered  in  Committee, 
sad  reported;  to  be  printed,  as  amended  [Bill  189];  re-eommitted  tor 
Monday  neii  . .  ..  ..  ..  1544 

LioenMd  PremisM  (Earlier  Olosing)  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  158]^ 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (i>r.  Cameron)      . .  1544 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (O^/oim/  Sughee :}— After 

short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question  again  proposed  ••  ••  •«  154C 
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Uemud  Premus  {Earlier  Clotinp)  (Seoiland)  StT/^oonUnued. 
After  short  debate,  Moved,   ''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned/'— 
(FueowU  Cranhorne :)— Alter  further  short  debate,  Question  put : — ^The 
noxxae  divided ;  Ayes  112,  Noes  100;  Majority  12.— (Diy.  List,  No.  45  :) 
Debate  adjourned  till  Wednesday, 

Couimr  OouBTs  [Expenses] — 
CiMUfii»>#<f  in  Committee  ••  ••  ••  ••   1551 

Besolntion  agreed  to;  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 

MOTION. 


Parliamaataiy  Elections  (Seamen's  Vote)  Bin—  Ordered  {Mr,  Atkineon,  Sir  Robert 

Fowler^  Mr,  BadeiuFoweU,  Mr.  Orotrian,  Mr.  Thomae  Sutherland,  Mr.  Ewart,  Sir 
Edward  Birkbeek,  Mr.  King,  Mr.  Qourley,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinek) ;  presented,  and 
read  the  first  time  [BiU  190]  ••  ..  ••  ..   1551 
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Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Bill  [h.l.]-- 
8dect  Committee  nominated ;— LiBt  of  the  Committee  •  •  ••1551 

[4.80.] 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  MAEOH  8. 

FBI  VATS  BUSINESS. 
0 

Chfde  Na/vigation  Bill  I2^ds]  {by  Order)^ 
Moved,  ''That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now  considered," — {Sir  Charles 

Forster)  ••  ..  ..  ..  ..   1552 
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thereof. 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  'now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

— After  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided:  Ayes  200, 

Noes  100;  Majority  100.— (Div.  List,  No.  46.) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

QUESTIONS. 
— • 
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Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)   . .  . .   1591 

TiTHB  (England  and  Wales)— Legislation— Question,  Mr.  H.  Gardner; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  IVeasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .   1591 

Parliament — Eules  of  Debate— Offensive  Language— Question,  Mr.  E. 
Bobertson ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  ..  ..  .,  ..  ...   1592 

Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7  —  The  Army  and  Navy 
Estimates — Question,  Mr.  Labouchere;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  , .  . .  . .  1692 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

Business  of  the  House  (Eules  of  Procedure)— Eulb  1  (Closure  of 
Debate) — ^Resolution — Adjourned  Debate  [Ninth  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed to  the  Main  Question,  as  amended : — Question  again  proposed, 
**  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  :  " — Debate  ntumed  . .   1593 

After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  160,  Noes  70; 
Majority  90.— (Div.  Idst,  No.  47.) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  first  word  "  When,"  in  line  6, 
to  the  word  **  Chair,"  in  line  9,  both  inclusive, — (Mr.  Famell)  . ,       1621 

Question  proposed, 

''  That  the  words  '  When  the  Motion  *  That  the  Queetion  be  now  put,'  has  been  carried, 
and  the  Question  consequent  thereon  has  been  decided,  any  further  Motion  may  be 
made,'  stand  part  of  the  Question" 

After  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  281,  Noes  105; 
Majority  176.— (Div.  list.  No.  48.) 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  7,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  the  consent  of  the  Chair  having  been  previously 
obtained/*  in  order  to  insert  the  words  '*  the  assent  of  the  Chair  as  aforesaid  not 
having  been  withheld," — {Mr,  William  Emry  Smith)  ..  .,    1647 

Quesbon  proposed,  *^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:  *^—Movedy  **Thttt  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,*' — 
{Dr.  C7Air^;)— Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  94,  Noes  292  ; 
Majority  198.— (Div.  list.  No.  49.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  *' That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left 
out  stand  p€trt  of  the  Question  :  " — ^After  short  debate,  Question  put : 
—The  House  divided;  Ayes  67  ;  Noes  267  ;  Majority  200.— (Div.  List, 
No.  50.) 

Queetion  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  '  The  assent  of  the  Ohair  as  afore- 
said not  having  been  withheld,'  be  there  inserted :  " — ^After  short 
debate.  Question  put: — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  244,  Noes  78;  Ma- 
jority 166.— (Div.  List,  No.  51.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  proposed  . .  .  •  1658 

Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr,  Billwyn:) — After 
short  debate.  Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  93  j  Noes  229; 
Maiority  1 36.— (Div.  List,  No.  52.) 
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BuBnniss  of  the  Hottsb  (Rulbs  of  Pbocbbxtbb)— ^oii^titti^. 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  proposed  .  •  . .  166 1 

Motion    made,    and  Question    proposed,   "  That   this  House  do  now 

adjourn," — {Hr,  Healy:)  —  Motion,  by  leaye,   withdrawn:  —  Debate 

adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

BiTPPLY— Ebpoet — ^Resolutions  [7th  March]  reported  . .  . .  1664 

Besolutions  1  to  1 0,  inclusiye,  agreed  to, 
Besolution  11  read  a  first  and  second  time  : — After  short  debate,  Beeola> 

tion  agreed  to, 
B^maining  Besolution  agreed  to* 

OOUNTT  COTJBTS   [EXPBWSES] — 

Besolution  [7th  March]  reported  • .  • .  . .   1664 

After  short  debate,  Besolution  agreed  to,  C^-^*] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MABCH  9. 
PRIVATE    BU8INE8B. 

0 

Dublin  Southern  Dietriet  Tramwaye  BiU  [^Bepagment  of  Deposif]^ 
Besolution  considered  in  Committee  . .  . .  . .  1665 

Besolution  agreed  to  ;  to  be  reported  To-tnorrow, 

QUESTION. 


LoNDOK  CoEPOBATioN  (Chaeqes  OF  MALVERSATION) — Quostion,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith). .   1666 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


fiXTSINBSS  OF  THE  HoiTSB    (BuLES    OF    FrOOEDUEB)  —  BtTLB   1    (ClOSUKB  OF 

Debate) — Besolution — ^Adjoubned  Debate  [Tenth  Night] — 
Order  read,  for  resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Main  Question, 

as  amended : — Question  agaiu  proposed: — Debate  resumed  . .   1666 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  8,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''  any  Question 

already,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words  **  the  Question  last  previously," 

— {Mr.  Arthur  O*  Connor t) — instead  thereof  ..  ,,   1670 

Question  proposed,  ^^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  Question  :  "—After  debate.  Question  put: — ^The  House  divided; 

Ayes  170,  Noes  109  ;  Majority  61.— (Div.  List,  No.  53.) 
After  short  debate.  Amendment  proposed,  in  line  9,  to  leave  out,  after 

the  word  **  Chair,"  to  the  word  **  such,"  in  line  1 1, — {Mr,  Sexton,)    , .   1685 
Question  proposed,  ^*  That  the  words  *  and  also  if  a  clause  be  then  under 

consideration '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " — After  further  debate, 

Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Mr,  Pamell:) — After 

further  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned 

till  Friday. 

[6.60.] 
LOBDS,  THUBSDAT,  MABCH  10. 

XiUnacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  34)— 

Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order)  . .  . .  . .   1706 

Moved,  **  That  the  Beport  of  Amendments  be  agreed  to," — {The  Lord 
Chancellor :) — After  snort  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Further  Amend- 
ments made : — Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended  j  and  to  be  read  3'  on 
Thursday  next. 
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Glebe  Lauds  BiU  (No.  16)-- 
House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)     . .  . .  . .   1706 

Amendments  made  :  The  Beport  thereof  to  be  receired  on  Monday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  he  printed,  as  amended.     (No.  41.) 

Trnro  Bishopric  and  Chapter  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  33)— 
Moved^  ^*  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committed  on  the  said 

BiU,"^{The  £arl  of  Mount' Edgeumhe)       ..  ..  ..   1715 

Motion  agreed  to : — House  in  Committee  accordingly ;  Amendments  made : 

the  Seport  thereof  to  be  received  To-morrow. 

Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans  Extension  Act    (1686)  Amendment  Bill 

[H.L.]— iV^wn^  {The  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos) ;  read  1*  (No.  39)  ..   1716 

[7.O.] 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  MARCH  10. 

PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

Mtfwg  Boehi  and  Sabowr  Board  (  Vartoue  Potoere)  BiU-^ 
Postponement  of  Motion,  Mr.  Hooldsworth  • .  . .  1716 

QUESTIONS. 

0 

SoOTLAlfB— RbOISTEB  HoITSE,   EDINBTTaGH  —  SeABCHES  OF  InOUMBEANOES— 

Question,  Mr.  Wallace  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)         •.  ..  ..  .•  ..  1717 

OoTJBT  OF  Bawkeuptoy  (Ibelaito) — ^Mb.  L.  H.  James,  Official  Assignee 
— Question,  Mr.  P.  McDonald ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  . .  . .  . .   1718 

DovEB  Habboub  Boabd^The  Aooountants— Question,  Major  Dinkson ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  De 
Worms)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1718 

Evictions  (Ibeland)  —  Mb.  Edmond  Davoben,  Kilmallook  —  Questions, 
Mr.  Finucane,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  . .  . .  . .  . .   1719 

Inlaicd  Revenite  —  The  "Death  Duties"  on  Land  in  XJlsteb  —  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  O'Doherty ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Qoechen)        ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1720 

BotTH  Ambbioa — Bbitish  Guiana  and  Venezuela — The  Boundaby — 
Question,  Mr.  Staveley  Hill ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  . .  . .  1721 

Afbioa  (East  Coast)— Kumoubed  Annexation  op  Teebitoby  —  Question, 
Mr.  Bichard;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  ..  ..  ..1721 

SciENOB  AND  Abt  Depabtment — The  Patent  Museum — Question,  Mr.  J. 
Ohamberlain ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Oouncil  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke)    ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1722 

Gbbenwich  Hospital  Funds — Investments — Question,  Sir  Samuel  Wilson ; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)     . .   1722 

Abmy — Rbtibshent  op  Commandino  Opficebs— Question,  General  Eraser ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  . .  1723 

Mbtbopous  —  FoBBiQN  Laboub  IN  East  London  —  Questions,  Oaptain 
CJolomb ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms)    ..  ..  ..  •,  .•  1724 
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BTTPPliY'-^coniid&red  in  Committee— Army  (Supplementary  Estimate)— 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Queetion  proposed,  **  That  a  Sapplementary  earn,  not  exceeding 
£469,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Oharge  which  will  come  in 
coarse  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1887,  to  meet 
additional  Expenditare  for  Army  Services ''  . .  . .  .  •     1756 

After  debate,  Moved,  **  That  the  Item  of  £160,000,  for  deficiency  in  Approjjriations 
in  Aid,  be  omitted," — {Sir  Qeorg$  Campb$ll :) — After  farther  debate,  Qaestion  pat : 
—The  Oommittee  divided;  Ayes  96,  Noes  149 ;  Majority  63.— (Div.  List,  No.  64.) 
Original  Question  again  proposed     . .  . .  .  •  .  •     1822 

Moved,  **  That  the  Item  of  £36,000,  for  Pay  of  Ordnance  Store  Snbordinate  Estab- 
lishment, and  Wages,  be  omitted,"— (/>r.  Tanner  :) — ^After  short  debate,  Qaestion 
]pat,  and  negatived. 
Original  Qaestion  again  proposed      . .  •  •  • .  .  •     1828 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Item  of  £30,000,  Instalment  of  £110,000,  Pay- 
ment for  the  Brennan  Torpedo,  be  omitted," — {Sir  William  Croeeman  ;)— After 
farther  short  debate,  Moved,  '*  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"— (Ifr. 
Storey ;)— After  farther  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — Amendment, 
by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Moved,  "That  the  Item  of  £60,000,  Wages,  under  Tote  12,  be  omitted,"^lfr. 
Storey :)— Qaestion  pat : — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  101,  Noes  194  ;  Majority 
93.— (Div.  list.  No.  66.) 
Original  Qaestion  again  proposed     ••  ••  .•  ••     1884 

Moved,  **  That  the  Item  of  £44,000,  Charges  in  Egypt,  nnder  Vote  13,  be  omitted,*'— 
{Mr.  Storey  A—Aiter  debate,  Qaestion  put:- The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  118, 
Noes  213;  Majority  100.— (Div.  List,  No.  66.) 
Original  Qaestion  again  proposed     . .  •  •  . .  . ,     1849 

Moved,  <'That  the  Item  of  £30,000,  Instalment  of  £110,000,  Payment  for  the  Brennan 
Torpedo,  be  omitted,"— (Ifr.  Labouchere  :)'-A.tteT  debate,  Qaestion  pat:— The 
Committee  divided;  Ayes  77,  Noes  192;  Majority  116.— (Div.  List,  No.  67.) 
Original  Qaestion  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  (1881)  Extension  Bill  [Bill  171] 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Sir  John  Lubbock)     1868 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  io : — Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed  for  Monday  next. 
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MOTIONS. 


London  Cobfobation  (Chabges  of  Malversation)— 

Orieredf  That  the  Select  Oommittee  do  oomsist  of  Five  Members  to  be  nominated  by  the 

Committee  of  Selection. 
Ordered^  That  Two  Members  of  the  House,  to  be  named  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 

be  appointed  to  propose  and  examine  witnesses,  but  withont  the  power  of  voting,— 

(Mr.  BrMiUugh^ 

Criminal  Law  (Costs)  Bill— Or<f<^^  [Mr.  MUrain,  Ifr.  Wharton,  Mr.  Zoektcood,  Mr, 

Jtfbi/oy);j»fv«#M<Mf,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  191]  ..  ..   1S70 

Yagrant  Act  Amendment  "Bill— -Ordered  (Mr.  C.  Dyke  Aeland,  Mr.  Cain$y  Mr.  Earr^ 
Davenport,  Sir  Robert  Fotder,  Sir  John  Kennatcay,  Mr.  Henry  Wilson) ;  presented, 
and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  192]      ••  ••  ••  .,   1870 

[1.36.] 


COMMONS. 


NEW  MEMBER  SWOBN. 

Monday,  Fjebbuabt  21. 
Inrnley — John  Slagg,  esquire. 
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HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 

IN    THE 

Second  Ssssiay  of   the    Twenty-Fourth  Parliament  of   the 
United     Kingdom    of      Great    Britain    and     Ireland^ 

APPOINTED    to    meet    5     AuGUST,      1886,     IN     THE     FIFTIETH 

Year  of  the  Keign  of 

HEE   MAJESTY   QUEEN   VICTORIA. 


SECOND    VOLUME    OP    SESSION    1887. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Friday,  \Hh  February,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BiLLB—Firtt  Reading-- 

Church  Patronage*  (26). 
Third    Rgadipff-^AppeUaie    Jorisdiction   (25), 

and  passed. 

ROYAL  commission  ON  WARLIKE 

stores— DEFECTIVE   WEAPONS    AND 

STORES. 

MOTION  FOR  BETTJBNS. 

The  Earl  of  HAEEOWBY,  in  rising 

to  move — 

<*  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House  Re- 
tmnB  of  the  schedule  of  complaints  and  defects 
printed  by  the  War  Office  for  the  use  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Warlike  Stores; now  sit- 
ting, as  to  the  weapons  and  stores  supplied  for 
the  use  of  Her  Majesty's  Navy," 

said,  that  he  wished  to  explain  in  a  few 
words  why  he  had  ventured  to  bring 
this  subject  under  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships.  In  the  case  of  the  Axmj  and 

YOL.  OCOXI.         [third  sbriis.] 


Navy  it  was  extremely  important  that 
when  great  questions  were  at  issue  as  to 
their  efficiency  it  should  not  be  supposed 
that  those  questions  were  treated  merely 
as  between  experts.  Those  matters  were 
of  great  importance  and  interest  to  the 
public;  and  he  thought  it  was  well, 
when  deficiencies  were  discovered  or 
apprehended,  that  they  should  show  an 
interest  in  them  as  well  as  the  profes- 
sional class.  The  reason  why  he  moved 
for  the  Beturn  was  that  the  answer  that 
had  been  given  by  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Elphinstone),  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  last  week,  to  his  (Question 
as  to  the  defective  armament  of  certain 
ships  was  of  a  startling  and  an  alarming 
character.  Having  recapitulated  the 
statement  made  as  to  the  numbers  of 
cutlasses  and  sword  bayonets  that  were 
found  to  be  defective  on  being  tested  on 
board  the  ships  of  the  Training  Squadron, 
the  noble  Lord  said  that  the  statement 
was  so  startling  that  he  followed  it  up 
by  inquiring  whether  there  had  been 
any  complaints  of  previous  defects  of  a 
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like  kind,  and  the  reply  given  was  that 
there  had  been  previous  complaints,  and 
that  a  Schedule  of  them  had  been  printed 
by  the  War  Office,  and  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  Commission.  There  could  not  be 
a  safer  or  a  wiser  policy  than  to  give 
the  public  complete  information  on  such 
matters.  He  would  be  the  last  to  press 
for  the  Beturn  if  the  noble  Lord  who 
represented  the  War  Office  thought  it 
would  be  undesirable  in  the  public  in- 
terests to  give  it  while  the  Commission 
was  sitting;  but  he  thought  that  the 
iHoment  when  questions  were  raised  as 
to  the  condition  of  weapons  in  actual 
use  was  the  time  when  good  service 
might  be  done  by  a  statement  of  the 
fears  which  disturbed  the  public  mind. 
He  had  the  most  perfect  confidence  in 
those  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty  and 
the  War  Department ;  he  was  satisfied 
that,  with  their  ability,  judgment,  and 
courage,  the  great  interests  of  the  Ser- 
vices were  safe  in  their  hands,  and  he 
would  not  breathe  a  word  of  suspicion 
against  their  administration.  All  he 
desired  to  do  was  to  assist  them  in  get- 
ting at  the  bottom  of  the  complaints 
made.  The  reply  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred had,  however,  given  rise  to  pro- 
found uneasiness  as  to  the  condition  of 
the  weapons  in  use  in  the  Fleet  gene- 
rally ;  and  while  the  Commissioners  were 
looking  to  the  future  supply  of  weapons, 
he  ventured  to  put  a  Question  to  the 
Admiralty  with  regard  to  weapons  at 
present  in  use.  They  ought  to  be  in- 
formed whether  the  weapons  that  had 
been  formerly  complained  of  were  still 
on  board  our  ships,  or  whether  they  had 
been  discarded  and  sent  away  from  the 
ships.  He  would  ask  whether  the  Ad- 
miralty would  direct  that  all  weapons 
on  board  ships  in  commission  should  be 
tested  forthwith,  for,  after  the  revela- 
tions that  had  been  made,  it  would  be 
wrong  to  leave  untested  weapons  in  the 
hands  of  our  sailors  and  Marines  ?  It 
was  stated  that  nobody  connected  with 
the  ships  was  responsible  for  the  proper 
condition  of  the  weapons  in  use  upon 
them ;  and,  therefore,  some  assurance 
ought  tx)  be  given  that  no  weapons  could 
be  passed  into  the  hands  of  our  men 
without  being  tested.  The  noble  Lord 
said  the  other  night— 

^*  We  give  patterns  of  the  weapons  we  wish 
for ;  but  we  have  no  means  of  knowing  whether 
the  weapons  we  receive  are  according  to  pat- 
tern." 

Th$  Earl  of  Earrowly 


That  was  an  unfortunate  state  of  things 
as  far  as  the  Admiralty  was  concerned, 
and  he  should  have  thought  it  would 
have  necessitated  the  testing  of  the 
weapons  by  the  War  Office  before  they 
were  issued.  He  hoped  that  every  com- 
plaint would  be  brought  to  light,  and 
that  the  Commission  would  put  the 
country  in  possession  of  the  facts  in  each 
case.  The  country  would  not  be  satisfied 
unless  it  knew  tihe  answer.to  the  com- 
,plaint8  that  had  been  made.  Another 
point  of  essentia^  importance  was  that 
the  Commission  should  get  to  the  bottom 
of  the  fact  as  to  who  was  responsible  for 
the  issue  of  these  inferior  weapons; 
whether  they  were  supplied  by  contract ; 
if  so,  whether  the  contract  had  been 
broken  in  the  first  instance,  and,  if  it 
had,  whose  fault  it  was;  whether  the 
patterns  supplied  by  the  Admiralty  had 
been  accurately  copied  ?  Many  of  them 
remembered  the  shoddy  boots,  the 
trusses  of  hay  stuffed  with  rubbish,  and 
the  wretched  beds  supplied  during  the 
Crimean  War,  and  they  should  insist 
upon  the  fullest  inquiry  into  the  action 
of  the  contractors.  Again,  there  should 
be  the  fullest  inquiry  as  to  whether  there 
had  been  any  foul  play  on  the  part  of 
the  officers  connected  with  the  Depart- 
ment. Thoy  hoped  that  there  had  been 
no  foul  play ;  but  they  knew  that  in  other 
countries  beside  our  own  such  a  state  of 
things  had  existed.  They  had  a  right 
to  know  whether  this  was  the  case  in 
the  Public  Services.  It  was  also  very 
necessary  to  know  whether  the  officers 
responsible  for  the  supply  of  these  arms 
ever  delegated  their  duties,  for  which 
they  received  pay,  to  inferior  officers 
who  were  not  really  responsible  to  the 
Department ;  whether  officers  of  high 
position  had  not,  in  some  cases,  made 
themselves  not  responsible,  and  had  al- 
lowed officers  of  a  lower  grade  to  pass 
the  weapons.  These  were  points  that 
ought  to  be  thoroughly  investigated. 
Another  question  for  consideration  was 
whether  the  weapons  were  inferior  be- 
cause the  War  Office  did  not  pay  enough 
for  them ;  then  let  the  fact  be  known, 
for  it  would  be  better  to  pay  more  for  a 
good  article.  It  was  a  disastrous  and 
cruel  policy  to  place  untrustworthy 
weapons  in  the  hands  of  our  soldiers 
and  sailors.  Whether  the  issue  of  de- 
fective weapons  could  be  traced  to  politi- 
cal action  of  any  kind,  such  as  the  de- 
mand of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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of  the  day  that  there  should  be  sweep- 
ing economies  without  reference  to  their 
wisdom  or  safety ;  and  whether  we  were 
now  paying  the  penalty  for  the  popu- 
larity-hunting of  past  Ministers.  He 
hoped  that  their  Lordships  would  insist 
upon  the  responsibility  for  these  culpable 
or  criminal  deeds  being  brought  home 
to  individuals,  and  that  those  individuals 
should  be  treated  with  no  sparing  hand. 
He  knew  nothing  more  criminal  than 
knowingly  to  allow  men  to  fight  for 
their  country  with  unreliable  weapons. 
The  investigation  of  this  matter  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  drift  into  recrimi- 
nations between  different  classes  of 
officers,  or  between  one  Party  and 
another ;  and  civilians  should  be  backed 
up  by  the  Ministers  of  the  day  in  efforts 
to  get  at  the  bottom  of  these  abuses, 
which  made  us  all  ashamed  of  our 
country. 

Ifovedy  That  there  be  laid  before  this 
House — 

"  Retam  of  the  schedale  of  complaints  and  de- 
fectii  print49d  by  the  War  Office  for  the  use  of  the 
Royal  Ck>inmis8ion  on  Warlike  Stores  now  sit- 
ting-, as  to  the  weapons  and  stores  supplied  for 
the  use  of  Her  Majesty's  Navy.**— (TA*  Earl  of 
HorrQichy.) 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Lord  Hakris) 
said,  he  must  express  a  hope  that  the 
noble  Earl  would  consent  to  withdraw 
the  Motion  he  had  made,  and  he 
thought  there  were  good  reasons  for 
making  that  request  of  him.  The  fact 
was  that  all  the  questions  that  had 
been  raised  in  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  were  at  that  moment  being  care- 
fully considered  by  the  Royal  Com- 
mission and  by  two  Committees.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  that 
those  who  were  not  connected  with  the 
Departments,  and  whom  he  described  as 
**  laymen,"  had  the  right  to  manifest 
the  greatest  interest  in  the  questions 
raised,  and  particularly  in  the  question 
whether  the  weapons  placed  in. the 
hands  of  our  soldiers  and  sailors  were 
fit  for  them  to  use.  He  also  agreed 
that  great  ansiety  had  been  produced 
in  the  country  by  the  issue  of  weapons 
complained  of  as  defective ;  and  there- 
suit  had  been  that  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion had  been  issued  to  inquire  into 
the  facts,  and  a  Committee  was  sit- 
ting under  his  noble  Friend  formerly 
Under  Secretary  for  War  (the  Earl 
of  Morley)    to    inquire   whether   im- 


pTOvements  could  be  suggested  with  a 
view  to  greater  efficiency  and  economy 
in  the  Royal  Laboratory  and  gun,  gun 
carriage,  and  small  arms  factories,  in 
the  testing  of  weapons,  in  checking  the 
quality  of  articles  supplied  under  con- 
tracts, and,  indeed,  into  all  the  points 
raised  by  the  noble  Earl.  In  addition 
to  that,  in  consequence  of  the  excite- 
ment produced  in  the  country  by  the 
issue  of  alleged  defective  cutlasses  and 
sword  bayonets  by  the  War  Office,  an 
independent  Committee  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  all  the  circum- 
stances of  those  issues,  as  well  as  into 
the  character  of  the  present  stores  and 
the  weapons  now  in  use.  In  theso  cir- 
cumstances he  deprecated  discussion  at 
a  time  when,  he  would  submit,  the 
House  was  not  in  possession  of  infor- 
mation without  which  it  was  ioipossible 
that  any  discussion  could  be  fair  and 
complete.  It  was  impossible  to  discuss 
this  grave  question  adequately  on  this 
occasion,  and  he  hoped  the  noble  Earl 
would  consent  to  withdraw  the  Motion. 
With  regard  to  the  Schedule  moved  for 
at  first  by  the  noble  Earl,  that  Schedule 
would  not  have  been  complete.  In  the 
first  instance  the  War  Department  made 
out  a  Schedule  of  complaints  made  by 
the  Admiralty,  and  sent  it  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, asking  whether  it  was  com- 
plete. The  Admiralty  thought  it  not 
complete,  and  supplied  a  supplementary 
Schedule.  These  two  Schedules,  which 
contained  6very  complaint,  had  been 
placed  before  the  Royal  Commission. 

Eakl  stanhope  asked  whether 
saddles,  bridles,  and  harness  and  other 
things  would  come  under  the  inquiry 
into  the  supply  of  military  stores  ?  It 
had  been  stated  that  saddlery  of  the 
time  of  the  Crimean  War  was  still  kept 
in  the  military  stores. 

LoBD  HARRIS  replied  that  it  was 
an  inquiry  into  everything  that  had 
been  complained  of,  and  that  included 
saddlery. 

Lord  ELLENBOROUGH  said,  that 
in  the  discussion  frequent  use  had  been 
made  of  the  word  *' officer."  So  far  as 
he  knew,  not  a  single  military  or  naval 
officer  had  been  responsible  for  any  of 
these  transactions  in  the  War  Depart- 
ment. For  the  last  15  years  not  any 
military  officer  had  been  responsible  in 
that  Department;  and,  doubtless,  that 
observation  was  equally  applicable  to 
naval  officers  at  the  Admiralty.    Sooner 
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or  la'er,  now  that  the  people  had  the 
power  in  their  hands,  naval  and  military 
officers  would  be  placed  at  the  head  of 
the  War  Office  and  Admiralty,  instead 
of,  as  at  present,  the  civil  element  pre- 
dominating in  both  Departments,  since 
only  by  military  and  naval  officers  being 
respectively  responsible  for  their  De- 
partments would  real  economy  combined 
with  efficiency  be  thoroughly  attained. 

Thb  Earl  of  HAREOWBY  said,  he 
would,  of  course,  withdraw  his  Motion 
as  requested  by  his  noble  Friend  ;  but 
he  would  give  Notice  that  unless  he  re- 
ceived some  assurance  that  untriist- 
worthy  weapons  would  not  be  issued 
pending  the  inquiry,  he  would  feel  it  his 
duty  to  briDg  the  matter  forward  again. 

Lord  HABHIS  said,  he  would  direct 
the  attention  of  the  noble  Earl  to 
the  answer  given  in  '^ another  place" 
by  the  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance, 
to  the  effect  that  all  cutlasses  and 
sword  bayonets  complained  of  were 
being  withdrawn  aud  tested  as  rapidly 
as  possible. 

,  The  Earl  of  CAMPERDO WN  asked 
whether  the  cutlasses  were  being  tested 
by  the  naval  authorities  ? 

Lord  HAEEIS  said,  that  Question 
ought  to  be  addressed  to  the  Admiralty. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
draum. 

INDIA-THE  QUEEN'S  JUBILEE  CELE- 
BRATION  —  LIBERATION  OF  26,000 
PRISONERS. 

POSTPONEMENT     OF     QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  DEEBY,  who  had  a 
Notice  on  the  Paper  to  ask  as  to  the  re- 
lease of  25,000  prisoners  in  India,  said, 
that  about  two  hours  before  coming 
down  to  the  House  he  had  received  a 
communication  from  his  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Vis- 
count Cross)  requesting  him  to  postpone 
until  Tuesday  next  the  Questious  wnich 
stood  in  his  name,  in  order  that  his 
noble  Friend  might  obtain  information 
from  India ;  and,  under  those  circum- 
stances, he  would  postpone  asking  the 
Questions  until  Tuesday. 

RAILWAY  RATES.— QUESTION. 
Lord  VEENON  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  When  the  Bill 
dealing  with  railway  rates  would  be 
submitted  to  the  House,  and  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  urge  on  the  Bill 
as  much  as  possible  ? 

Zo-ef  Ellenhorough 


The  PEESIDENT  (Lord  Stanley  of 
Pbeston),  in  reply,  said,  he  hoped  the 
Bill  would  be  presented  next  week,  or 
early  in  the  week  after. 

APPELLATE   JURISDICTION    BILL. 

(The  Lord  Chaneellor,) 

(no.   25.)       THIRD  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Eead- 
ing  read. 

Moved,  "  ThattheBill  be  now  read  3*." 
^{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Lord  DENMAN,  in  risiug  to  move 
as  an  Amendment  to  leave  out  <'now" 
and  add  at  the  end  of  the  Motion  ''this 
day  six  months"  said,  that  with  the 
permission  of  their  Lordships  he  wished 
to  read  a  letter  received  by  him  in  1874 
from  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. It  was  to  the  following  effect : — 

''1  have  to  thank  you  for  several  valuable 
and  interesting  communications.  I  take  with 
me  the  remarks  which  you  copied  respecting 
the  Appeal  to  the  Lords  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
O'Connell.  The  stopping  of  the  Bill  took 
everyone  by  surprise;  and  it  is  possible — but, 
I  fear,  only  possible — that  better  counsels  may 
prevail  as  regards  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of 
the  House  of  Lords— at  all  events  there  is 
breathing  time.  I  had  some  conversation  with 
the  (then)  present  Attorney  General  and  with 
the  Lord  Advocate,  both  of  whom  are  most 
anxious  to  check  and  retrace  the  step  of  doing 
away  with  one  of  the  chief  raiaonM  iVetre  for  a 
House  of  Peers ;  and  as  Mr.  Disraeli  is  ^r- 
sonally  opposed  to  the  change,  it  is  certunly 
on  the  cards  that  the  Government  may  neit 
Session  surprise  us  as  much  by  its  wisdom  as  it 
has  done  this  Session  by  its  folly.  What  a  re- 
proach it  is  to  the  constructive  ability  of  the 
Government  that  with  a  fair  field  it  cannot 
constitute  an  Ap{>eal  Court  which  shall  also 
proceed  on  the  ancient  lines  of  the  Constitution. 
Feople  seem  to  have  got  into  a  sort  of  mael- 
strom about  law  reform  which  they  cannot 
check,  or  guide  their  course,  however  conscious 
they  are  l^at  they  are  being  wiled  on  to  de- 
struction. There  is  hardly  one  person  on  either 
side  of  the  House  of  Conmions — who  is  in 
favour  of  the  House  of  Lords  at  all— who  really 
and  heartily  thinks  it  a  good  thing  to  abolish 
their  judicial  functions." 

He  would  not  detain  their  Lordships 
with  any  remarks  of  his  own,  but  would 
conclude  by  submitting  the  Motion 
which  stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out 
(**now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  (**this  day  six  montJis.")— (T'iitf 
Lord  Denman,) 

On  Question  that  ("now")  stand  part 
of  the  Motion  ? 

^solved  in  the  affirmative. 
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LoitD  DENMAN,  interposing,  said : 
Well,  my  I  ords,  this  is  your  usual  habit 
of  suicidal  policy. 

Bill  read  3*  accordingly :  An  Amend- 
ment made ;  'BiW  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock,  to 

Moziday  next,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday y  lUh  February,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Select  Couavm^ -^  Report — 
Elections  (Intervention  of  Peers,  &c.) 
[No.  50]. 

PRrvATB  Bill  {by  Order) — Second  Seading  — 
Felixstowe  and  Bawdsey  Ferry  Railway.* 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Reading  — 
Oleomargarine  (Fraudulent  Sale)  •  [176]. 

Second  Readinff—Fint  Oflfenders  [132]  ;  Cus- 
toms Consolidation  Act  (1876)  Amendment 
[166]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


SUTTON  DISTRICT  WATER  BILL. 
RKSOLTJTION. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
Sir,  I  beg  to  move  the  Motion  which 
stands  in  my  name  with  regard  to  this 
Bill — namely — 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Sutton  District  Water  Bill,  to  insert  a 
Clause  in  such  Bill  by  which  provision  shall  be 
made  for  the  offer  of  any  additional  capital  by 
public  auction  or  tender  at  the  best  price  whidi 
can  be  obtained,  unless  the  Committee  on  the 
Bill  shall  report  that  such  provision  ought  not 
to  be  re<{uir^,  with  the  reasons  on  whi^  their 
opinion  is  founded." 

Now,  Sir,  in  1877  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  pree^it  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Eaikes),  when  occupying  the  posi- 
tion of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
introduced  a  Motion  into  this  House 
having  for  its  objects  exactly  the  same 
provision  as  that  which  is  contained  in 
my  Motion,  with  this  exception — that  he 
proposed  to  change  the  Standing  Orders 
in  their  then  state  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
serting this  Auction  Clause,  as  it  is 
called,  into  all  Bills  promoted  by  Gas 
Companies.  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed 
to  explain,  in  two  or  three  short  sentences, 
what  thia  meant.  When  a  Gas  Com- 
pany or  a  Water  Company  come  to  this 


House  with  a  Bill  asking  for  powers  to 
create  a  Company,  or  to  carry  an  under- 
taking on  in  a  particular  fashion,    a 
monopoly  is  granted ;   and   Companies 
established  imder  such  conditions— con- 
ditions similar  to  those  laid  down  in  the 
present  Bill — ^have  been  able  to  pay  a 
dividend  of  from  7  to  10  per  cent  on 
their  share  capital,  and  the  shares  of 
such  Companies  are  quoted  on  the  Stock 
Exchange  and  in  the  public  market  at 
from  60  to  75  per  cent  premium.    I  will 
take  this  particular  Company.  The  shares 
of  the  Company  now  stand  at  something 
like  100  per  cent  premium — that  is  to 
say,   that  £26,  which  is  the  price  of  an 
original    share    in    the  Sutton  Water 
Works  Company,  can  be  sold  for  £60. 
The  same  thing  was  the  case  with  re- 
gard to  Gas  Companies ;  but  in  1877  the 
right  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Baikes)  brought 
in  a  Standing    Order  which  provided 
that  any  Gas  Company  coming  to  this 
House  to  ask  for  powers  under  a  new 
Bill  to  raise  additional  capital  should  be 
compelled  by  the  terms  of  that  Bill  to 
offer  the  capital  to  be  subscribed  by  the 
public  at  largo —that  is  to  say,  by  auc- 
tion, and  the  clause  now  known  as  the 
*'  Auction  Clause  "  was  inserted  in  Gas 
Companies   Bills.      The  object  of  the 
clause  was  this.    If  the  Directors  of  a 
Gas  Company  desired  to    raise  addi- 
tional capital,  and  were  not  required  to 
issue  the  new  shares  to  the  public,  they 
might  issue  them  to  themselves  at  par. 
That  is  to  say,  that  they  might  issuo  a 
£100  share  at  £100,  and  the  next  day 
sell  it  for  £126,  £150,  or  £175,  as  the 
case  might  be,  with  this  result— that  the 
Directors,   supposing  they    took    these 
shares  themselves,  would  mulct  the  un- 
fortunate people  who  had  to  pay  either 
the  gas  or  water  rates  the    di^erence 
between  the  par  value  and  the  premium 
value  obtained  from  the  sale.    This  was 
felt  to  be  unfair  to  the  public,   and  au 
injury  to  the  public,  as  well  as  being 
injurious  to  the    fair  working    of   the 
large  monopolies  conferred  upon  Com- 
panies in  reference  to  the  supply  of  gas 
and  water ;  but  in  1 H77,  at  the  instance 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  all 
that  was    altered   in  the  case  of  Gas 
Companies,    and  I  remember  that  the 
Motion  made  at  that  time  was  supported 
by  the  then    Chancellor    of   the    Ex- 
chequer, the  late  Earl   of  Iddesleigh, 
whose  loss  we  all  so  much  regret.     What 
I  propose  now  is  that  the  same  lulu 
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which  applies  to  Gas  Companies  now 
when  they  desire  to  raise  additional 
capital  should  be  made  to  apply  to 
Water  Companies.  I  am  obliged  to 
take  this  action,  in  the  first  instance, 
against  one  particular  Water  Company  ; 
but  when  the  Motion  is  carried,  as  I  have 
no  doubt  it  will  be,  I  propose  to  submit 
a  Motion  to  amend  the  Standing  Orders 
so  as  to  include  all  Water  Conipanies 
who  may  in  future  come  to  this  House. 
The  only  argument  ever  used  against 
this  change  was  that  it  might  be  inju- 
rious to  the  public  in  restraining  under- 
takings of  this  kind  ;  but  I  think  I  shall 
be  able  to  show  the  House  how  forced 
that  argument  is.  It  matters  nothing 
to  the  public  so  long  as  the  Water  Com- 
panies get  the  amount  of  money  they 
require;  but  the  cheaper  the  rate  at 
which  they  raise  their  capital— that  is 
to  say,  the  smaller  amount  of  money  at 
which  the  shares  are  absolutely  issued 
by  the  Company — the  greater  the  bene- 
fit will  be  to  the  public.  But  there  is 
another  very  serious  matter  which  comes 
into  consideration.  For  instance,  in 
this  very  case  of  the  Sutton  Water 
Works— and  here  let  me  say  that  I 
know  nothing  about  the  Company,  nor 
am  I  even  acquainted  with  the  names  of 
the  Directors — but  what  I  wish  to  men- 
tion is  that  a  leading  member  of  the 
Local  Authority  in  that  district  wrote  to 
me  yesterday  informing  me  that  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  district  to  purchase 
out  the  present  Company  who  are  to 
receive  these  powers  under  this  Bill. 
Now,  how  will  the  Local  Authority 
be  afi*ected  ?  I  do  not  say  that  the 
Directors  of  the  Company  intend  to 
do  anything  wrong;  1  know  nothing 
about  them,  and  I  desire  to  make  no 
accusation  against  them  ;  but  I  presume 
that  they  will  issue  the  £60,000  they 
require  to  raise  in  shares  to  themselves 
and  their  friends  at  par ;  and,  if  so,  they 
would  then  be  able  to  sell  them  on  the 
following  day  for  £90,000.  Therefore, 
when  the  Local  Authority  comes  to  pur- 
chase these  water  works  they  will  be 
in  this  position — that  they  will  not  only 
have  to  purchase  the  shares  at  the  price 
at  which  they  were  issued,  but  will  have 
to  pay  the  value  of  the  premium  at 
which  they  will  stand  in  the  market.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  they  will  have  to  recoup 
the  shareholders  and  re-purchase  the 
£30,000  or  £40,000  that  will  have  gone 
into  the  pockets  of  the  Directors  and 
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their  friends.  The  present  share  capital 
stands  at  £60,000,  although  only 
£40,000  have  been  paid  up,  and  the  new 
shares  that  it  is  proposed  to  issue  will 
also  amount  to  £60,000,  and  will  stand 
at  £90,000,  so  that  between  £40,000 
and  £50,000  will  represent  the  profit 
which  will  go  into  the  pockets  of  private 
individuals,  and  will  eventually  have  to  be 
purchased  by  the  Local  Authority  when 
it  desires  to  buy  up  the  works.  I  know 
it  will  be  said  that  the  same  thing  hap- 
pens in  the  case  of  every  Water  Com- 
pany ;  but  that  is  the  reason  why  I  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  endeavouring 
to  correct  what  I  think  was  a  great  mis- 
take committed  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
when  he  introduced  his  Motion  for  the 
alteration  of  the  Standing  Orders  by 
appljrinfi^  it  only  to  Gas  Companies.  It 
was  evidently  an  error,  and  the  new 
Order  ought  to  have  applied  to  Water 
Companies  as  well.  Therefore,  I  pro- 
pose to  put  this  Motion  to  the  House 
to- day  in  order  that  it  may  be  applied 
to  Water  Companies  as  well  as  Q^s 
Companies ;  and  then  I  propose  to  follow 
it  up  immediately  by  another  Motion 
to  amend  the  Standing  Orders,  so  that 
in  future  it  shall  apply  to  all  existing 
Water  Works  Companies.  By  this 
means  we  shall  save  a  large  sum  of 
money  to  the  Local  Authorities  under 
any  future  Local  Government  Bill  which 
may  be  proposed  for  England  and  Wales 
from  having  to  putchase  profits  made  by 
individuals  contrary  to  the  interests  of 
the  public  at  large.  1  beg  to  move  the 
Motion  which  stands  in  my  name. 

Mb.  EICHARDS  KELLY  (Camber- 
well,  N.):  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
seconding  the  Motion,  and  in  doing  so  I 
will  simply  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  the  conditions 
imposed  by  the  Besolution  are  of  a  very 
moderate  character.  There  is  one  thing 
I  desire  to  say  in  justification  of  the 
course  which  I  took  the  other  day.  I 
stated  that  no  notice  of  the  intention  of 
the  Sutton  Water  Company  to  apply  for 
a  Bill  had  appeared  in  any  local  paper 
until  the  22nd  of  January.  I  find  that  I 
understated  the  case.  As  a  matter  of 
fact  no  notice  whatever  has  appeared  in 
any  local  paper ;  but  there  was  a  notice 
in  a  paper  published  many  miles  oS  at 
Guildford.  Therefore,  I  challenge  con- 
tradiction to  my  assertion  that  the  Bill 
was  brought  in  with  a  secrecy  which  I 
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think  ought  to  excite  the  suspicioD  of 
the  House. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  it  b«  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Sntton  District  Water  Bill,  to  iniert  a 
Clause  in  such  Bill  hy  which  provision  shall  he 
made  for  the  offer  of  any  additional  capital  hy 
puhlic  auction  or  tender  at  the  hest  price  which 
can  be  obtained,  unless  the  Committee  on  the 
Bifl  BhaH  report  that  such  provision  ought  not 
to  be  rec|aired,  with  .the  reasons  on  which  their 
opinion  is  founded."— (ifr.  Molloy.) 

Mb.  CUBITT  (Sumy,  Mid):  On 
behalf  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  I 
think  we  have  no  reason  to  complain  of 
tiie  manner  in  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  King's  County  (Mr.  MoUoy)  has 
brought  this  matter  before  the  House. 
The  only  reason  which  the  Directors 
could  have  for  opposing  a  provision  of 
this  kind,  if  it  is  proved  to  be  for  the 
public  interest,  would  be  that  it  would 
be  applied  to  an  exceptional  case ;  but  I 
understand  that  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
poses to  introduce  anew  Standing  Order, 
which  is  to  be  inserted  in  the  Bills  of  all 
Water  Companies.  It  is  scarcely  ne- 
cessary for  me  to  say  that  if  such  a 
proposition  receives  the  concurrence  of 
the  authorities  of  the  House  I  shall  not 
be  prepared  to  offer  any  opposition  to 
its  acceptance.  The  hon.  Member 
stated  that  he  had  received  a  letter 
from  some  Local  Authority  at  Sutton, 
informing  him  that  the  district  intends 
at  some  future  time  to  purchase  the 
Sutton  undertaking.  Now,  I  wish  to 
say  that  this  is  a  District  Water  Com- 
pany ;  that  it  is  not  connected  with  any 
single  parish  ;  and  that  at  the  present 
moment  there  is  no  Local  Authority  in 
existence  which  would  be  able  to  pur- 
chase it.  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  may  have  some 
measure  in  contemplation  which  may 
make  the  purchase  practicable,  and  in 
that  case  we  Besolution  proposed  by 
tiie  hon.  Member  may  be  of  some 
value.  With  regard  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Camberwell  (Mr.  Kelly),  I  do  not  think 
the  House  would  wish  me  to  enter 
into  any  discussion  new  as  to  the  cir- 
culation of  different  local  papers;  I 
will  only  say  that  the  notices  of  the 
Water  Company  were  inserted  not  only 


Sutton   Water  Company  will  continue 
in  its  present  prosperous  career. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Couktney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) : 
I  am  glad  to  hear  that  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  are  willing  to  accept  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  King's 
County  (Mr.  MoUoy).  There  is  no  reason 
to  doubt  that  the  Instruction  involves  a 
principle  which  ought  to  be  considered 
by  every  Private  Bill  Committee  to  which 
a  Bill  of  this  kind  is  referred.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  is  already  within  the 
province  of  a  Private  Bill  Committee  to 
go  into  such  matters,  and  in  some  cases 
Committees  have  inserted  such  a  clause. 
I  am  glad  that  the  Sutton  Water  Com- 
pany accept  this  Instruction,  and  I  am 
also  glad  that  it  is  proposed  that  the 
Motion  should  be  followed  up  by  another 
of  a  more  general  character.  It  cer- 
tainly ought  not  to  stand  alone,  but  it  is 
a  matter  which  ought  to  be  dealt  with 
in  a  general  way^  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  do  me  the  honour  of  consulting  me 
before  he  moves  his  Besolution,  it  is 
probable  we  may  come  to  some  agreo- 
ment  as  to  the  alteration  which  ought 
to  be  made  in  the  Standing  Orders. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  On  be- 
half of  the  Government  I  am  very  glad 
indeed  to  find  that  there  is  a  general 
agreement  in  all  parts  of  the  House  in 
respect  of  this  Instruction,  and  also  upon 
the  general  question.  The  Government 
are  entirely  of  opinion  that  it  is  not  only 
desirable  this  Instruction  should  be  car- 
ried,  but  also  that  there  should  be  an 
alteration  of  the  Standing  Orders,  so  as 
to  make  the  principle  apply  to  every 
Water  Company.  It  is  for  the  interests 
of  th9  community  that  whenever  an  issue 
of  fresh  capital  is  required  for  enter- 
prizes  of  this  kind,  that  capital  should 
be  restricted  to  the  amount  which  is  to 
be  raised  and  to  the  actual  value  of  the 
shares.  Of  course,  if  the  shares  are  of  • 
more  value  than  tho  sum  at  which  they 
are  issued  so  many  fewer  shares  would 
be  required.  If,  hereafter,  a  general 
principle  should  be  adopted  which  would 
enable  Local  Authorities  to  purchase 
undertakings  of  this  kind,  it  should  be 
io  a  local  paper  of   large    circulation, '  ^nly  incumbent  on  them  to  pay  the  real 


but  also  in  The  London  Gazette.  How- 
er er,  aa  we  are  all  agreed  in  regard  to 
the  Resolution  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Kember^  I  will  only  add  that  I  trust  the 


value  of  the  undertakings.  It  is,  there- 
fore, clearly  in  the  interest  of  the  public, 
when  fresh  capital  is  required  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  the  obligations 
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cast  on  Water  Companies,  that  that 
fresh  capital  shall  he  strictly  limited  to 
the  amount  which  it  is  necessary  to 
raise,  and,  that  being  so,  that  the  shares 
should  be  sold  at  their  real  value,  and 
no  profit  put  into  the  pockets  of  anybody. 
Therefore,  the  Government  entirely  sup- 
port not  only  this  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Sutton  Bill,  but  also 
the  suggestion,  which  has  been  endorsed 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  (Mr.  Courtney),  that  there 
should  be  some  alteration  of  the  general 
law  which  should  prevent  the  evil  which 
the  hon.  Member's  Besolution  calls  at- 
tention to. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

QUE81I0N8. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— ORDER— 
THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  TRADE 
AND  AGRICULTURE. 

Me.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  ask  you 
a  Question  on  a  point  of  Order.  I  no- 
tice, Sir,  that  a  Motion  was  last  night 
placed  on  the  Paper  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  of  Cornwall  (Mr.  Conybeare), 
to  the  effect  that  he  will  call  attention 
to  the  general  condition  of  agriculture, 
as  requiring  the  immediate  attention  of 
Parliament.  I  wish,  Sir,  to  know  from 
you  whether  the  effect  of  that  No- 
tice will  be  to  prevent  the  discussion  of 
the  agricultural  situation  on  the  Beport 
of  the  Address  this  afternoon  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  I  consider  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  debarred 
from  discussing  the  question,  inasmuch 
as  a  Motion  on  the  subject  is  on  the 
Paper  for  a  future  day. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  Then,  Sir,  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that  as  soon  as  I  can  obtain 
a  day,  I  will  call  attention  to  the  Beport 
of  the  Boyal  Commission  on  Trade  and 
Agriculture,  and  to  the  continued  de- 
pression of  those  two  branches  of  in- 
dustry in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  move 
a  Besolution. 

SALMON  FISHERIES  (IRELAND)— CON- 
SERVATORS OP  THE  LOUGH  NEAGH 
DISTRICT. 

Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  What  value  is  given  the  public 
or  fishermen  of  Lough  Neagh  district 
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by  the  Conservators  of  Fisheries  under 
the  11  &  12  Viet,  c.  92,  in  return  for  the 
heavy  Licence  Duty  so  rigidly  levied  by 
them,  seeing  that  they  are  unable  to 
erect  wooden  jetties  to  enable  the  fisher- 
men of  Lough  Neagh  to  land  their  fish ; 
and,  whether  the  wnole  of  the  duty  paid 
is  consumed  by  the  payment  of  the  offi- 
cial staff  under  the  above  Act ;  and,  if  so, 
will  the  (Government  propose  its  repeal  ? 
The  CHIEF  SECBETABY  (8» 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
The  value  given  to  the  fishermen  in  this 
as  in  otiier  districts  in  return  for  the 
Licence  Duty  which  they  have  to  pay  is 
the  increased  production  of  fish  owing  to 
a  proper  system  of  protection,  without 
which  the  fisheries  would  soon  de- 
teriorate. The  whole  of  the  licence 
Duty  is  consumed  by  the  payment  of 
ofiicials,  principally  water  bailiffs,  and 
other  necessary  expenses  incurred  in  the 
protection  of  the  fisheries. 

ADMIRALTY  AND  WAR  OFFICES  — 
THE  NEW  BUILDINGS. 
SiE  JULIAN  (K)LDSM1D  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.)  asked  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works,  Whether  he  intends  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  new  Admiralty  and  War 
Office  buQdings  ? 

Thb  FIRST  COMMISSIONEE  (Mr. 
Pluickbt)  (Dublin  University) :  A  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  was 
unanimously  appointed  last  April  to  re- 
consider the  wnole  question  of  the  new 
Admiralty  and  War  Office  buildings,  and 
in  consequence  of  that  decision  under- 
takings were  given  to  Parliament  by  my 
Predecessor  and  by  myself  that  no  build- 
ing operations  should  be  proceeded  with 
until  the  Committee  should  have  re- 
ported. That  Committee  lapsed  with 
the  dissolution  of  the  last  Parliament. 
But  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  to  propose  the  appointment  of  a 
similar  Committee  this  Session,  and  I 
hope  that  the  Motion  for  that  purpose 
will  be  made  within  a  few  days. 

LABOURERS     (IRELAND)     ACTS,     1883 
AND   1886  — THE  ENNIS    POOR  LAW 
UNION-SCHEME  UNDER  THE  ACTS. 
Mb.  cox  (aare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Wliat  is  the  cause  of  the  delay  of 
the    Local  Qovemment   Board  in  not 
sending  down  their   Inspector  to   the 
Ennis  Poor  Law  Union    to  hold   the 
necessary  inquiry  under  the  Labourers.' 


Digitized  by 


Google 


17  Inland  FUherUB  {Fsbruabt  18,  1887} 


Gotiages  Act,  notwithstancUDg  the  re- 
peated applications  of  the  Chairman  of 
the  Board  that  they  should  do  so ;  and 
if  it  is  a  fact  that  all  the  necessary  Docu- 
memts  have  been  lodged  with  the  Local 
Gk>Temm6nt  Board  l^jicitor  since  No- 
Tember  last  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Sir 
MiCHASL  Hioks-Bbach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
The  Local  Goyeroment  Board  report 
that  a  number  of  Petitions  from  other 
Unions  were  lodged  much  earlier  than 
that  of  the  Ennis  Board  of  Guardians, 
and  must  be  dealt  with  first.  It  is  not 
the  case  that  the  necessary  documents 
hare  been  lodged  since  November.  On 
the  oontrary,  none  were  received  until 
about  Christmas,  and  some  have  not  yet 
been  received.  As  soon  as  the  docu- 
ments still  wanting  are  sent  io,  and  the 
services  of  an  Inspector  are  available, 
the  inquiry  will  proceed. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE— INSPECTORS 

OF   THE  CRIMINAL  INVESTIGATION 

DEPARTMENT. 

8iB  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
(Essex,  Epping)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  ^e  Home  Department*  If  it  is 
a  fact  that  the  Chief,  First  Class,  and 
Local  Inspectors  of  the  Criminal  In- 
vestigation Department  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  are  not  able  to  attain  the 
rank  of  Divisional  Superintendents  with- 
out reverting  back  to  dufy  in  uniform  at 
a  lower  rate  of  pay ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  take  steps  to  remove  a  restriction 
on  the  attainment  of  the  highest  ordi* 
nary  post  in  the  Force,  which  must  have 
a  prejudicial  effect  in  obtaining  the  best 
officers  for  the  Department  particularly 
charged  with  the  detection  of  crime  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbws)  (Birmiugham,  E.) :  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Police  that  the  fact  is  not  as  stated  in 
my  right  hon.  Friend's  Question.  The 
Chief  Commissioner  is  responsible  for 
Uie  efficiency  of  the  officers  in  each 
branch  of  the  Service ;  and  his  method 
of  selection  and  promotion  has  had  no 
prejudicial  effect  on  the  efficiency  of  the 
Criminal  Investigation  Department. 

COLLECTION  OF  TITHES --BIDDENDEN, 
KENT. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion htm  been  oalled  to  the  following 


{Ireland).  18 

paragraph  in  Th$  South  .Eoitern  Gauiis 
of  20th  December  last,  with  reference  to 
the  collection  of  tithes  in  the  parish  of 
Biddenden,  Kent — 

"  A  Protected  Tithe  Collector.— Duiing  last 
week  Mr.  Peterson,  junior,  attended  by  a  police 
constable,  collected  nearly  all  the  outstanding 
tithes  due  to  his  father,  the  Eev.  W.  Peterson  ;'* 

whether  the  services  of  the  police  con- 
stable were  paid  for  out  of  the  county 
police  rate  or  by  the  Eector  of  Bidden- 
den ;  and,  whether  it  is  to  be  understood 
that  the  active  assistance  of  the  police 
can  in  like  manner  be  obtained  by  the 
farmers  and  shopkeepers  of  Biddenden 
in  the  recovery  of  their  debts  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  have 
no  authority  over  county  police  and  no 
control  of  their  movements,  nor  any 
knowledge  of  the  way  in  which  any  par- 
ticular service  is  paid  for.  In  this  case 
I  am  informed  by  the  Chief  Constable  of 
the  county  that  the  police  constable  in 
question  was  in  attendance  with  the 
agent  appointed[to  collect  the  tithes,  be- 
cause he  was  informed  that  a  breach  of 
the  peace  was  likely  to  occur,  but  that  he 
did  not  go  off  his  beat  or  leave  the  main 
road.  The  active  assistance  of  the  police 
can  be  obtained  to  prevent  breaches  of 
the  peace,  but  not  for  the  recovery  of 
debts. 

INLAND  FISHERIES  (IRELAND)— THE 
RIVER  AVOCA. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Avoca  Eiver  has  been 
poisoned  for  some  years  and  tHe  fish  de- 
stroyed by  the  drainage  from  the  mines, 
and  that  a  strong  desire  exists  to  remedy 
the  evil ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
inhabitants  of  the  district  have  had  plans 
and  estimates  made  by  Mr.  W.  G.  Strype, 
C.E.,  from  which  it  appears  that  the 
purification  of  the  river  could  be  effected 
for  £8.000  or  £10,000  ;  and,  whether  he 
will  cause  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries  to 
inquire  into  the  matter  with  a  view  to 
the  accomplishment  of  so  important  an 
object  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARr  (Sir 
Michael  Hioks-Bkach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  Inspectors  of  Fisheries  report  that 
it  is  the  case  that  the  Avoca  Kiver  has 
for  many  years  been  poisoned  by  mines, 
and  that  some  persons  connected  with  the 
locality  are  desirous  of  remedying  the 
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evil.  Nothiog  is  known  officially  of  the 
plans  of  Mr.  Strype.  The  Inspectors 
will  inquire  into  the  matter  as  sug- 
gested. 

BURIALS-REMOVAL  OF  THE  DEAD 
FROM  CHURCHYARDS  AND  BURIAL 
GROUNDS. 

Mr.  PITT-LEWIS  (Devon,  Barn- 
staple) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  the  re- 
moval, without  lawful  authority,  of  a 
corpse  from  a  grave,  whether  in  a 
churchyard  or  in  the  burial  ground  of  a 
congregation  of  Protestant  Dissenters, 
is  indictable  at  Common  Law,  and  this 
for  the-  express  reason  that  it  is  an 
offence  against  public  decency,  and  an 
outrage  on  the  feelings  of  the  living ; 
under  what  authority  the  Home  De- 
partment issues  licences  for  the  removal 
of  the  dead  from  their  place  of  burial  ; 
whether  it  is  the  practice  of  the  Home 
Department  to  grant  licences  for  the  re- 
moval of  the  dead,  as  a  matter  of  right, 
on  the  mere  application  of  any  person 
who  can  show  a  legal  title. to  the  ground 
in  which  such  dead  are  interred,  or 
whether  any,  and  what,  discretion  is 
exercised  as  to  such  licences;  whether 
it  is  the  practice  of  the  Home  Depart- 
ment to  grant  such  licences  without 
previous  direct  communication,  by  the 
Department  itself,  with  the  surviving  re- 
latives of  the  persons  whose  bodies  it  is 
intended  to  remove,  for  the  purpose  of 
affording  such  relatives  an  opportunity 
of  themselves  arranging  with  the  De- 
partment for  the  remov^  of  their  dead, 
and  their,  re-interment  at  a  place  in  a 
manner  consonant  with  their  natural 
feelings  and  religious  views ;  whether  it 
is  the  practice  of  the  Department  to  take 
any,  and  what,  precautions  for  the  pur- 
pose of  effectually  securing  that  any  re- 
moval of  the  dead  which  may  take  place 
under  the  licence  of  the  Department 
shall  be  conducted  in  a  manner  consis- 
tent with  public  decency,  and  with  a  due 
regard  to  the  feelings  of  any  relatives 
who  may  still  be  surviving ;  whether,  on 
the  dth  November  last,  a  licence  was 
granted  by  the  Home  Department  for 
tne  digging  up  and  removal  to  the  parish 
churchyard  of  the  bodies  of  three  per- 
sons— namely,  Mrs.  Mary  Irwin,  Anna 
Maria  Goad,  and  Itobert  Elliot  Goad, 
who  had  for  many  years  laid  buried  in  a 
burial  ground  attached  to  a  Nonconfor- 
mist Ohapel  in  the  parish  of  Morthoe, 
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North    Devon ;    whether   such  licence 
was    granted    by    the    Home  Depart* 
ment    at    the    sole    instance    of   the 
Trustees    of    the    Chichester    Estate; 
whether  he  is  aware   of  the    circum- 
stances under  which  the  Chichester  Es- 
tate had  acquired  such  property — namely, 
that,  about  50  years  since,  Mr.  T.  Smith, 
a  landowner  in  the  village,  gave  to  his 
sister,  the  late  Mrs.  Mary  Irwin,  a  piece 
of  freehold  land  on  which  to  build  a 
chapel;  that,  some  time  after  the  gift 
had  been  made  and  the  chapel  had  been 
publicly  opened,  and  the  burial  ground 
openly  used  as  a  place  of  interment,  an 
exchange  of  some  lands  which  were  in- 
termixed was  made  between  Mr.  Smith 
and  the  Chichester  Estate,  and,  on  the 
occasion  of  that  exchange,  the  chapd 
and  burying  ground  were,  without  com- 
munication with  the  persons  who  had 
erected  and  used  the  chapel  and  burial 
ground,   turned  from    freehold  into  a 
leasehold,  determinable  on  Mr.  Smith's 
death,   and  that  on  the  death  of  Mr. 
Smith   in   March  last,   the    Chichester 
Trustees  took  immediate  possession  of 
both  chapel  and  burying  ground  and 
forthwith  ejected  the  congregation,  and 
refused  to  listen  to  any  offer  whatever 
by  the  congregation  and  the  relatives  of 
the  persons  interred  therein  for  the  sale 
to  them  of   the    chapel    and  burying 
ground;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
husband  of  the    deceased    Mrs.  Mary 
Irwin  is  still  alive,   at  the  age  of  8^^ 
years,  and  resident  dose  to  Morthoe, 
and  that  her  daughter  and  8on*in-law 
were  also  the  parents  of  the  two  other 
persons  whose  bodies  were  removed,  and 
that  they  and  numerous  other  relatives 
are  resident  in  the  locality;  if  he  will 
explain  why,  when  the  Home  Depart- 
ment determined  to  sanction  the  removal 
of  these  three  bodies,  a  previous  intima- 
tion was  not  directly  given  to  these  re- 
latives, to  the  effect  that  they  might 
themselves  within  a  certain  time,  on  ap- 
plication, obtain  a  licence  for  the  re- 
moval and  re-interment  of  the  bodies  in 
a  manner  in  accordance  with  their  feel- 
ings, and  that,  in  default  of  application 
by  them  within    the    time    named,  a 
licence  for  the  removal  of  the  bodies 
would  be   granted  to    the    Chichester 
Trustees;  and,  whether  no  communica- 
tion whatever  (other  than  an  official  ac- 
knowledgment   of    their    letters)    was 
made  by  the   Department  to   any   of 
the  relatives  of  the  deceased ;  whether 
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the  actual  remoTal  of  the  bodies  took 
place  on  17th  December  last ;  and,  whe- 
ther some  days  before  the  Parliamentary 
Hepresentative  of  the  Dirision  drew  the 
attention  of  the  Home  Department  to  tlie 
case  by  an  official  communication,  en- 
closing to  the  Department  a  letter  from 
one  of  the  relatives,  expressing  willing- 
ness,  if  sufficient  time  were  afforded,  to 
arrange  for  the  removal  of  the  bodies ; 
and,  whether  in  reply  both  to  that  and  also 
to  another  communication  from  the  re- 
latives, a  mere  official  acknowledgment 
was  sent,  and  the  fact  that  the  licence 
had  been  actually  issued,  and  would 
be  forthwith  acted  on,  was  omitted  to 
be  communicated ;  whether  the  removal 
of  the  bodies  took  place  in  the  dead  of 
the  night,  and  whether  the  following 
statement  by  Mr.  Goad  is  a  correct  ac- 
count of  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
effected — . 

'<  This  is  how  it  was  done ;  the  bones  of  my 
dear  wife's  mother  were  picked  up  and  put  into 
a  backet,  and  thus  brought  from  the  tomb. 
Tbe  coffins  of  my  dear  son  and  daughter  were 
taken  up,  and  then  it  was  found  that  one  of  the 
new  coffins  brought  in  at  midnight  from  Barn- 
staple was  not  large  enough,  and  the  dear  girl's 
corpse  was  put  back  into  the  grave  again.  The 
other  two  bodies  were  taken  to  the  churchyard, 
and  left  tmbinied  from  four  o'clock  on  Wed- 
naday  morning  to  Friday  morning ;  then  the 
three  corpses  were  buried  in  the  dark  as  though 
they  were  three  suicides;  *' 

whether  the  manner  in  which  the  re- 
moval of  these  bodies  was  conducted 
was  in  accordance  with  the  regulations 
of  the  Home  Department ;  whether  ho 
is  aware  that  the  proceedings  which 
have  taken  place  in  this  case  have  been 
condemned  by  the  Archdeacon  of  Barn- 
staple, and  by  the  Secretary  and  Begis- 
trar  of  the  Bishop  of  the  Diocese ;  and, 
whether  he  will  take  measures  to  in 
fatnre  prevent  any  licence  for  the  re- 
moval of  bodies  being  issued  without 
previous  communication  with  the  rela- 
tives of  the  deceased,  and  to  prevent 
any  similar  proceedings  taking  place 
usder  the  shelter  of  a  licence  from  the 
Home  Office? 

Tbe  SBCRETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  To  re- 
move a  dead  body  without  authority  is 
an  offence  indictable  at  Common  Law, 
and  also  summarily  punishable  under 
statute.  Licencee  are  issued  under  the 
Burials  Act,  20  &  21  VicL  c.  81,  s.  25. 
Oq  application  being  made  it  is  usual  to 
refer  io  ibte  Inspector  of  Burial  Qrounds, 
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by  whom,  in  cases  where  he  thinks  it 
necessary,  Circulars  are  issued  (1)  to  the 
applicants;  (2)  to  the  relatives,  asking 
if  they  had  objection  to  the  removal. 
In  this  case  the  latter  Circular  was  not 
sent,  the  Secretary  of  State  having  been 
informed  by  the  applicant  that  the  rela- 
tions had  caused  application  to  be  made 
for  the  removal^  but  that  no  progress 
had  been  made.  The  licence  for  re- 
moval is  granted  on  condition,  among 
others,  that  the  removal  be  efibcted  with 
due  care  and  attention  to  deeency.  If 
those  conditions  are  not  oomfiied  with, 
the  penalties  attach  under  the  Act.  At 
the  time  of  granting  the  liceace  I  had 
no  knowledge  of  Uie  histoziy  of  the 
family  or  of  the  property.  Before  the 
licence  was  acted  on  I  was  informed  that 
no  deed  of  gift  from  Mr.  Smith  to  Mrs. 
Irwin  had  ever  been  produced  or  men- 
tioned ;  that  Mr.  Smith  exchanged  the 
site  of  the  chapel  and  buried  ground  for 
other  lands  belonging  to  the  Chichester 
Estate ;  that  Mr.  Smith  took  a  leasehold 
interest  in  that  site;  that  the  three 
persons  named  were  buried  in  the  burial 
ground  while  it  was  vested  as  ^  lease- 
hold in  Mr.  Smith,  and  without  the  con- 
sent or  knowledge  of  the  freeholders, 
the  Chichester  Trustees.  WHen  the 
lease  came  to  an  end  in  1886  tjie  rela- 
tives of  the  buried  persons  were  twice 
invited  by  the  Trustees  to  effect  the  re- 
moval themselves,  and  were  offered  a 
month  for  the  purpose.  Under  such 
circumstances,  I  saw  nothing  that  would 
justify  me  in  interfering  with  the  execu- 
tion of  the  order  of  removal,  provided 
the  sanitary  conditions  laid  down  in  the 
licence  were  observed.  The  removal  of 
the  hodies  was  effected,  as  I  am  in- 
formed, with  propriety  and  decency,  in 
the  presence  of  a  representative  of  the 
relations,  who  expressed  himself  satis- 
fied. I  am  not  aware  that  the  pro- 
ceedings have  been  condemned,  and  I 
see  no  reason  to  alter  the  usual  practice 
of  the  Department  with  regard  to  the 
issue  of  licences. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  a  number  of  further  Ques- 
tions on  the  same  subject,  inquiring, 
amongst  other  things,  whether  it  was 
not  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
make  inquiries  before  granting  licences ; 
whether  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  aware  that  the  descrip- 
tion of  the  removal  of  the  bodies  quoted 
in  the  printed  Question  was  written  by 
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a  relatiTe  of  one  of  the  deceased  per- 
sons; and  whether  he  thought  the 
requirements  of  decency  had  been  com- 
plied with  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  of  the  circumstances  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  :  I  give  Notice, 
then,  that  I  will  draw  further  attention 
to  this  matter. 

BOARD  OF  NATIONAL  EDUCATION 
(IRELAND)  —  TEACHERS  AND  THE 
ORANGE  SOCIETY. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.} 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  in 
accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the  Hules 
and  Begulations  of  the  Board  of  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education  in 
Ireland,  that  teachers  under  the  Board 
should  be  members  of  the  Orange  So- 
ciety ;  and,  whether  it  is  true  that  Mr. 
James  A.  Irwin,  teacher  of  the  Carrick- 
awilkin  (County  Armagh)  National 
School,  in  which  a  number  of  Eoman 
Catholic  children  are  pupils,  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Orange  Society,  and  attached 
to  the  Lod^e  of  the  District  in  which 
the  school  is  situate ;  and,  if  so,  what 
action  the  Commissioners  of  the  Board 
of  National  Education  propose  taking 
in  the  matter  ? 

The  CHIEF  8ECRETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
Under  the  Rules  of  the  National  Educa- 
tion Board  in  Ireland  teachers  should 
avoid  political  meetings,  and  I  am 
informed  that  the  Commissioners  would 
regard  attendance  at  an  Orange  Lodge 
as  a  breach  of  their  Regulations.  The 
Commissioners  have  no  knowledge  of 
the  circumstances  alleged  in  the  Ques- 
tion as  to  Mr.  Irwin;  but  they  will 
direct  their  Inspector  to  make  inquiries 

BOARD  OF  NATIONAL  EDUCATION 
(IRELAND)— MRS.  HARRIET  SONTER, 
A  TEACHER  IN  BELFAST. 

Mm.  MAURICE  HEALY  (CorkJ 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
Mrs.  Harriet  Sonter,  lately  one  of  the 
principal  teachers  of  the  National 
ochools  in  Belfast,  who  died  in  No- 
vember last ;  whether  this  lad^  was 
over  34  years  in  the  service  of  the 
National  Board,  and  during  that  period 
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had  discharged  her  duties  zealously  and 
efficiently ;  whether  she  has  left  five 
children  entirely  unprovided  for ;  whe- 
ther it  is  the  case  that  if  she  had  lived 
for  two  months  longer  she  would  have 
been  entitled  to  £300  compensation 
money  on  retirement,  and  that  she  was 
actually  in  correspondence  with  the 
Board  immediately  prior  to  her  death 
as  to  her  retiring  compensation;  and, 
whether  the  Board  propose,  under  the 
circumstances,  to  make  any  provision 
for  Mrs.  Sonter's  children  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
Mrs.  Sonter  served  under  the  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  as  stated, 
and  died  a  few  months  ago.  Had  she 
lived  to  retire  from  the  Service  she 
would  have  been  entitled  in  about  two 
months'  time  to  a  pension  of  £30  a-year, 
terminable  with  ner  life;  but  the  pen- 
sion scheme  provides  no  retiring  gra- 
tuities for  female  teachers  of  50  years 
of  age  and  upwards.  In  no  oircum  stances, 
therefore,  could  Mrs.  Sonter  have  been 
entitled  to  £300  compensation  money  on 
retirement,  as  alleged  in  the  Question. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  inquired 
whether,  as  the  deceased  had  served  so 
many  years  in  the  Public  Service,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  think  it 
was  a  case  where  a  compassionate  allow- 
ance should  be  made  to  her  children  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS^ BEACH: 
There  are  no  funds  in  the  hands  of  the 
Education  Board  for  compassionate 
allowances ;  but  I  have  brought  a  simi- 
lar case  to  this  under  the  notice  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  that  His  Excellency 
might  decide  whether  a  grant  should  be 
made  from  the  funds  at  his  disposal ; 
and  I  will  look  into  this  case  and 
see  whether  I  can  do  the  same. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  inquired 
whether  a  grant  had  been  made  in  the 
other  case  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  referred. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
am  not  quite  sure  what  was  the  result. 

AGRICULTURAL  STATISTICS-UN- 
OCCUPIED   FARMS. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  o( 
Lancaster,  Whether  he  will  make  pro- 
vision in  the  next  Agricultural  Returns 
for  ascertaining,  as  in  1881,  the  number 
and  acreage  of  arable  farms  in  England 
and  Wales  now  unoccupied  ? 
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The  chancellor  of  the  DUOHY 
(Lord  John  Manners)  (Leicestershire, 
E.) :  The  Hetums  are  now  being  printed ; 
but  I  am  endeayouring  to  have  a  column 
added  for  the  information  asked  for  in 
the  hon.  Member's  Question. 

WEIGHTS  AND  MEASURES  ACT,  1878— 
**  FURTHER  LEGISLATION." 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  he  intends  to  introduce 
this  Session  a  Bill  to  amend  **  The 
Weights  and  Measures  Act,  1878,"  as 
the  Standard  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  reported  that  *'  further  legisla- 
tion "  is  necessary  to  make  the  Act  effec- 
tive for  the  preyention  of  fraud  ? 

The  SECEETARY  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
The  question  of  legislation  in  connection 
with  the  Weights  and  Measures  Act  is 
receiving  the  careful  attention  of  the 
Department,  and  the  Board  of  Trade 
hope  to  be  able  to  arrange  the  prepara- 
tion of  a  measure  as  soon  as  the  state  of 
PabHc  Business  will  admit  of  it. 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE-CHANCERY 
DIVISION— DISTRIBUTION  OF  BUSI- 
NESS. 

Mr.  F.  W.  MACLEAN  (Oxford, 
Woodstock)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  give  effect  to, 
or  take  any  action  upon,  the  Report 
fdated  the  7th  August,  1885)  of  the 
Committee  appointed  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
eelior  to  inquire  into  the  subject  of  the 
existing  Rules  as  to  the  distribution  of 
business  in  the  Courts  and  Chambers  of 
the  Chancery  Division,  and  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  Clerical  Staff? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
The  Rex>ort  in  question  was,  in  fact,  con- 
sidered very  carefully  immediately  after 
it  was  presented,  and  so  many  of  the 
recommendations  as  appeared  to  be  mat- 
ters of  practice  requiring  Rules  of  Court 
were  adopted  by  the  Rule  Committee  of 
Jodgee  in  the  issue  of  the  Rules  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  December,  1885.  The 
working  of  those  Rules,  and  the  obser- 
vance of  uniformity  of  practice  in  the 
Coarts  and  Chambers  of  the  Chancery 
JDivisfoD,  as  recommended  by  the  Com- 
mittee, rests  with  the  Judges  of  that  Di- 
rimon  themselresi  and  not  with  the  Go- 


vernment. The  remaining  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee,  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  aware,  are  based 
upon  the  assumption  that  a  sixth  Judge 
should  be  added  to  the  Chancery  Divi- 
sion, a  condition  precedent  depending 
upon  the  sanction  of  Parliament. 

IRISH  LAND   COMMISSION— LORD  AN- 
NESLEY'S  ESTATE  AT  BELFAST. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down.  S.)  a^ked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  statement  which 
appeared  in  the  daily  papers  of  Monday 
the  14th  February  instant,  to  the  effect 
that  Lord  Annesley  had  telegraphed  from 
India,  refusing  to  give  any  reduction  in 
the  present  rents  to  his  County  Down 
tenants,  who  had  presented  him  with  a 
Memorial  in  which  they  expressed  their 
inability  to  pay  the  same  ;  whether  the 
reduction  given  by  the  Land  Commission 
at  Belfast,  on  30th  November  last,  in 
the  rent  of  one  of  his  tenants— namely, 
Mrs.  Elizabeth  Savage,  of  Backaderry, 
Castlewellan,  was  upwards  of  five  times 
the  amount  of  the  reduction  given  by  the 
Sub-Commission,  from  whose  decision 
the  tenant  appealed;  and,  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  Govern- 
ment will  endeavour  to  secure  for  Lord 
Annesley's  tenants  a  reduction  in  their 
present  rents  commensurate  with  the 
fall  in  the  prices  of  produce  and  with  the 
necessities  of  the  case  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
A  newspaper  statement  to  the  effect  men- 
tioned has  been  published,  but  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  is  correct.  The  facts 
as  regards  the  case  of  Mrs.  Savage  are 
that  her  rent  was  reduced  by  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  from  £37  6«.  to  £36, 
and  further  reduced  on  appeal  to  £31. 

Mr.  M^CARTAN  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  said  whether,  under 
the  circumstances,  the  Government  would 
endeavour  to  secure  for  Lord  Annesley's 
tenants  a  reduction  on  their  present  rents 
commensurate  with  the  fall  in  the  prices 
of  produce  and  with  the  necessities  of 
the  case. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEAOH :  I 
do  not  think  it  necessary  for  me  to  inter- 
fere. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  have  any  ob- 
jection to  apply  pressure  within  the  law 
in  this  case  ? 
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Sib  MICHAEL  HIOKS-BEAOH :  I 

have  explained  to  the  House  the  circuiD- 
stances  under  which  we  acted.  1  do  not 
think  this  is  a  case  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment are  called  upon  to  take  any  steps. 
Mr.  M*CARTAN:  Then  am  I  to 
understand  that  the  tenants  must  rely 
upon  their  own  endeavours  to  obtain 
justice  ? 

[No  reply.] 

PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND)- 
BELMULLET  PIER. 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O^BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
the  Board  of  Works,  having  finished  the 
works  on  the  pier  on  the  Blacksod  side 
of  Belmullet,  for  which  a  grant  was 
made  by  the  Piers  and  Harbours  Com- 
missioners, purpose  fixing  a  rate  of  tolls 
to  be  levied  thereat  in  future  on  all 
goods  landed  on.  that  pier ;  so  that,  when 
handed  over  to  the  county,  the  Grand 
Jury  may  have  some  revenue  to  keep  it 
in  repair ;  if  not,  whether  he  will  direct 
the  Board  to  do  this,  under  the  powers 
given  to  them  by  one  of  the  Acts  of 
Parliament  relating  to  such  works,  so 
that  the  Grand  Jury  may  be  able  to 
collect  the  tolls  when  the  pier  is  trans- 
ferred to  the  county  ? 

The  SECBETAEY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.),  in  reply,  said,  that  when 
the  pier  at  the  Blacksod  side  of  Bel- 
mullet,  for  which  a  grant  had  been  made 
by  the  Piers  and  Harbours  Commis- 
sioners, was  transferred  to  the  Grand 
Jury,  the  Board  of  Works  would,  as  in 
all  similar  cases,  on  the  request  of  the 
Grand  Jury,  fix  a  schedule  of  tolls  to  be 
levied  thereat. 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  the  pier 
and  harbour  at  the  Broadhaven  side  of 
Belmullet,  for  which  a  grant  was  made 
by  the  Piers  and  Harbours  Commis- 
sioners, will  be  finished ;  at  what  date 
was  it  commenced;  and,  what  is  the 
reason  of  the  delay  in  completing  the 
works* 

TnB  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) 
(who  replied)  said :  The  works  on  the 
pier  and  harbour  at  the  Broadhaven 
side  of  Belmullet  were  commenced  on 
February  10,  1886,  and  all  the  ma- 
sonry was  finished  on  January  13, 
1887,  with  the  exception  of  the  granite 


coping,  which  had  been  detained  since 
December  8  last  at  Blacksod  Point  by 
stress  of  weather,  but  was  now  being 
carted  overland.  The  excavation  of  the 
channel  would  be  tedious.  The  date  of 
its  probable  completion  could  not  be 
stated  at  present.  There  had  not  been 
any  delay  that  could  have  been  avoided. 

BOYAL    IRISH    CONSTABULARY- 
ALLOWANCES  FOR  HORSES. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Ixrrd 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  an 
officer  of  the  Constabulary  in  Ireland  is 
allowed  £50  a-year  for  a  horse  as  well 
as  an  allowance  of  9rf.  a  mile  for  every 
mile  travelled  over  six  miles  from  the 
headquarter  station;  and,  whether  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Return  show- 
ing the  amount  paid  to  each  County 
Inspector  on  account  of  this  mileage 
allowance  during  the  last  year  for  which 
the  accounts  are  complete  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
All  Constabulary  officers  receive  an 
allowance  of  £50  a-year  to  enable  them 
to  keep  a  horse  and  purchase  a  fresh 
one  when  necessary.  The  Question  set 
down  by  the  hon.  Member,  however, 
appears  to  be  intended  to  apply  only  to 
County  Inspectors,  as  the  reference  to 
the  six-mile  limit  is  applicable  only  in 
their  case.  For  travefiing  on  their 
quarterly  inspection  duty  they  receive 
the  mileage  allowance  stated,  outside  a 
radius  of  six  miles  from  their  head- 
quarters. On  other  duties  they  are  paid 
the  actual  expense  of  travelling  by  public 
conveyance,  so  far  as  such  is  available, 
and  mileage  for  the  rest  of  the  journey. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— MARCH- 
ING ALLOWANCES  TO  VOLUNTEERS. 

Mb.  LAMBERT  (Islington,  E.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  statement  made  by  him  that 
a  grant  of  daily  pay  would  be  given  to 
all  Volunteers  taking  part  in  future 
marching  columns.  Whether  the  same 
privilege,  and  to  what  amount,  would  be 
extended  to  members  of  the  Yeomanry 
Cavalry  who  might  also  form  part  of  the 
same  columns  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
oastle) :  No,  Sir.  The  marching  allow- 
ance   to    which    my    former    answer 
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applied  relates  exoliuively  to  the  Yolun- 
teera.  The  Yeomanry  are,  under  similar 
ciroamstanoes,  already  provided  for  hy 
the  rate  of  pay  applicable  to  them. 

ELEMENTARY     EDUCATION   —  IRRE- 
GULAR ATTENDANCE  —  MR.  PAGET, 
WANDSWORTH  POLICE  COURT. 
Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.R., 
Holmfirth)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  If  his  atten- 
tion has  been  directed  to  the  report  in 
The  Daily  News  of  3rd  December  1886, 
of  a  case  heard  before  Mr.  Paget,  at  the 
Wandsworth  Police  Court,  on  the  pre- 
vious day,   relating    to    the    irregular 
attendance  at  school  of  the  child  of  a  Mr. 
John  Carmichael,  in  which  the  Magis- 
trate is  represented  to  have  said  that — 

*'  The  defendant  took  advantage  of  the  Board 
Sehool  to  have  his  child  educated  out  of  the 
rates," 

and  thkt — 

'^  [f  tho  defendant  submitted  to  the  degrada* 
tion,  at  a  respectable  man,  of  having  his  child 
educated  out  of  the  rates,  he  must  conform  to 
the  rales;*' 

whether  such  language  was  actually 
used ;  and,  whether  Mr.  Paget  has  by 
statute  any  right  to  decide  on  any  other 
matter  beside  the  validity  of  the  reason 
given  for  the  irregularity  of  the  attend- 
ance at  school  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (feirmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
received  a  Report  from  the  learned 
magistrate  on  this  case,  and  he  says 
that,  at  this  length  of  time,  he  cannot 
state  the  exact  expressions  that  he  used ; 
but  that  he  certainly  used  none  which 
he  should  consider  inappropriate  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.  There  is  no 
statute  regulating  the  discretion  of  ma- 
gistrates in  making  such  comments  as 
they  think  proper  on  any  particular 
case.  The  only  decision  given  by  Mr. 
Paget  was  that  the  defendant  *had 
incurred  a  fine  of  6«. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  Did  Mr.  Paget  say  it  was  a  de- 
gradation for  a  man  to  take  his  child  to 
be  educated  at  a  Board  School  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  have  communi- 
cated to  tbe  hon.  Member  who  put  the 
Question  and  to  the  House  the  e^ect  of 
the  answer  I  have  received  from  the 
learned  m^pLstrate,  and  I  have  nothing 
to  add  to  it.  I  can  hand  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  magistrate's  letter  if  he 
desires  it. 


PORT  AND  DOCKS  BOARD,  DUBLIN- 
TENDERS. 

Mb.  p.  M*DONALD(Sligo,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  the  particulars  of  any  tenders 
sent  in  to  the  Port  and  Docks  Board, 
Dublin,  were  made  known  to  interested 
parties  before  the  same  were  officially  laid 
before  the  Board  for  consideration ;  and, 
whether  the  tender  last  accepted  for 
canvass  was  not  10  per  cent  higher 
than  the  tender  of  Messieurs  M^Cann 
and  Co.,  who,  for  the  two  years  pre- 
ceding, supplied  this  article  without  fault 
or  complaint  ? 

The  secretary  (Baron  Henry  De 
Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  The 
Board  of  Trade  have  no  control  over  the 
Dublin  Port  and  Docks  Board,  and  are 
unable  to  give  the  hon.  Member  the  in- 
formation he  desires. 

PARLIAMENTARY    FRANCHISE  —  RE- 

VISION   OF    THE    PARLIAMENTARY 

VOTERS'  LIST. 

Mr.  p.  MCDONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu« 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  re- 
ceived from  the  Chairman  of  the  Sligo 
Board  of  Guardians  a  copy  of  a  Resolu- 
tion expressing  the  unanimous  opinion 
of  his  Board  that  the  expense  of  the  re- 
vision of  the  Parliamentary  Voters'  List 
should  be  paid  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  instead  of  being  chargeable  on  the 
union ;  and,  whether,  in  consequence  of 
the  general  complaint  on  this  head,  the 
Government  purpose  introducing  a  Bill 
on  the  subject? 

The  CHIEF  SEORETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  Eesolution  was  duly  received ;  but  I 
cannot  add  anything  to  the  answer  I 
gave  to  a  similar  Question  yesterday. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND-PROCESSION  OF 
ORANGE  BANDS-BALLYMONEY. 
Mb.  PINKERTON  (Galway)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  there  was  a 
procession  of  Orange  bands  in  Bally- 
money,  North  Antrim,  on  Saturday 
night;  whether  windows  were  broken 
in  the  houses  of  leading  supporters  of 
the  Liberal  candidate ;  whether  the 
Resident  Magistrate  (Mr.  Rutherford) 
had  a  sufficient  force  under  his  charge 
to  maintain  order;  and,  what  steps,  if 
any,  were  taken  to  prevent  injury  to 
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prop^y,  and  bring  tlie  perpetrators  to 
justice  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETAET  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  Resident  Magistrate  reports  that 
three  Protestant  bands  played  through 
the  town  of  Ballymoney  after  the  de- 
claration of  the  poll.  They  did  not 
march  in  procession,  but  went  sepa- 
rately. Some  roughs,  who  followed 
these  bands,  broke  a  few  panes  of  glass 
in  the  course  of  the  evening.  This  oc- 
curred after  dark,  and  no  one  could  be 
identified.  There  was  no  disturbance  or 
breach  of  the  peace,  the  police  force 
present  being  sufficient  to  prevent  any 
such  occurrence. 

Mr.  PINKERTON  asked,  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  a  meet- 
ing of  the  North  Antrim  Constitutional 
Association  condemned  the  outrages, 
and  ofiPered  to  pay  the  amount  of 
damage  inflicted  on  the  Liberal  inhabi- 
tants of  Ballymoney  by  the  Orange 
rioters  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  : 
The  damage  does  not  appear  to  be  very 
much,  and  I  am  glad  to  hear  somebody 
is  going  to  pay  it. 

MINING  INDUSTRIES  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Ldeulenant  of  Ireland,  in  view  of  the 
anxiety  expressed  by  Government  to 
promote  the  material  prosperity  of  the 
country,  What  steps  are  intended  to  be 
taken  to  develop  the  mining  industries 
of  Ireland,  especially  in  the  County  of 
Wicklow,  where  gold  has  been  found, 
and  where  iron,  lead,  and  copper  ores 
are  known  to  exist  extensively  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  particular  matters  on  which  I  have 
expressed  my  anxietv  to  promote  the 
material  prosperity  oi  Ireland  are  those 
which  have  been  referred  to  the  Royal 
Commission — namely,  arterial  drainage, 
deep-sea  fisheries,  and  improved  means 
of  communication.  I  do  not  see  what 
can  be  done  to  develop  the  mining  in- 
dustry, especially  having  regard  to  the 
present  low  prices  of  the  principal 
minerals. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— THE  RETURN. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 

asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his  attention 

Jair,  Pinherton 


has  been  called  to  the  Betam  of  Evic- 
tions for  the  quarter  ending  Slat  De- 
cember, 1886,  from  which  it  appears 
that  3,369  persons  were  evicted  during 
the  quarter;  that  90  were  re-admitted 
as  tenants,  and  2,142  as  caretakers, 
leaving  1,137  persons  homeless;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  evictions  are  still 
of  daily  occurrence;  and,  whether,  in 
view  of  the  hardships  and  suffmngs 
caused  to  these  poor  people,  many  of 
whom  are  helpless  women  and  children, 
Government  will  consider  if  it  is  possible 
by  any  means  to  put  a  stop  to  evictions 
in  midwinter  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fSir 
Michael  Hicks-Bbach)  (Bristol,  W.)  : 
I  very  much  sympathize  with  the  wish 
expressed  in  this  Question  that  evictions 
should,  as  far  as  possible,  be  avoided  in 
midwinter;  but  I  doubt  whether  it 
would  be  practicable  entirely  to  stop 
them  then.  But  it  is  satisfactory  to 
notice  that  the  number  of  evictions, 
comparatively  speaking,  has  been  de- 
cidedly low  in  the  quarter  ending  De- 
cember 31,  1886 ;  and  I  may  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  Guardians  are 
bound  to  provide  shelter  and  relief  for 
any  homeless  or  destitute  persons. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  Would 
it  be  possible  to  establish  a  close  season 
for  evictions  ? 

[No  reply.] 

COURT  OF  BANKRUPTCY  (IRELAND)— 
ACCOUNTS  OF  OFFICIAL  ASSIGNEES 
—MR.  C.  H.  JAMES. 
Mb.  MAUBICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  provisions  of  the  20 
&  21  Vict,  c.  60,  8.  850,  and  of  Oeneral 
Order  245,  both  requiring  an  official 
assignee  to  account  once  in  every  six 
months  in  every  bankruptcy  and  ar- 
rangement matter,  were  observed  by  the 
late  Mr.  0.  H.  James;  whether  they  are 
observed  by  the  present  official  assignees ; 
whether  any,  and,  if  so,  what,  steps  haye 
been  taken  to  insure  that  the  irregu- 
larities proved  against  Mr.  James  will 
not  be  repeated  by  the  existing  officials ; 
whether  the  powers  given  by  the  20  & 
21  Viet,  c.  60,  s.  21,  of  making  Bulas 
to  regulate  the  audit  of  official  assignees' 
accounts  have  ever  been  put  in  force ; 
and,  whether  there  is  any  reason  why  the 
accounts  of  official  assignees  should  not 
be  audited  periodically  by  a  public 
auditor  ? 
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Thb  ATTOENEY  general  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
Tftrsity),  in  reply,  said,  he  was  informed, 
with  re^ccurd  to  the  first  paragraph,  that 
such  a  Rule  was  only  observed  in  some 
cases.  Steps  had  been  taken  to  put  in 
force  the  powers  referred  to  in  the  third 
paragraph.  A  Committee  some  time 
ago  drew  up  certain  recommendations, 
which  were  being  carried  out,  and  a 
satisfactory  mode  of  auditing  would,  he 
hoped,  be  adopted. 

ka.  P.  M'DONALD  (Shgo.  N.)  asked 
if  the  Report  of  the  recent  defalcations 
would  shortly  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  holmes  was  unable  to  say 
when  such  Report  would  be  presented. 

CORPORATION    OFFICIAIiS  —  BRIBERY 
BY  COMMISSIONS. 

Mb.  ho  worth  (Salford,  8.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
disclosures  in  the  recent  trial  of  '  *  Hunter 
r.  Levery"  the  Ooyemment  propose  to 
increase  the  stringency  of  the  law  deal- 
ing with  the  bribery  of  Corporation 
officials  by  means  of  commissions  on 
pnrchasee  made  by  them  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The 
question  of  increasing  the  stringency  of 
&e  law  as  to  commissions  received  by  I 
agents  was  carefully  considered  by  the  { 
Home  Office  Authorities  in  1877,  and  a  I 
Bill  was  drafted  for  the  purpose.  How- 
ever, in  deference  to  the  strongly  ex- 
pressed opinion  of  the  then  Lord  uhan- 
oellor  (Lord  Cairns),  that  the  civil  reme- 
dies of  the  existing  law  were  sufficiently 
strong,  the  Bill  was  not  proceeded  wiUi. 
The  subject  is  one  well  worthy  of  con- 
sideration, no  doubt;  but  the  Goyem- 
ment  do  not  at  present  intei^d  to  propose 
any  alteration  in  the  law. 

Mb.  ho  worth  :  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle* 
man  whether  the  case  of  '*  Hunter  v. 
Lever  *'  is  not  of  sufficient  importance 
to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Public 
Prosecutor? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  So  far  as  I  am 
aware,  there  is  no  law  at  present  under 
which  Mr.  Hunter  could  be  prosecuted 
criminally.  There  are,  however,  plenty 
of  civil  remedies  in  the  matter.  The 
case  has  not  been  sufficiently  brought 
to  n^  attention  for  me  to  give  a  decided 
opinion  upon  it. 
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Mb.  HOWORTH:  Is  the  Home 
Secretary  aware  that  this  man  is  a 
magistrate,  and  does  he  not  think  that 
he  ought  to  be  removed  from  the  Bench? 

[No  reply.] 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— ANNUAL 
HOLIDAYS. 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  Qeneral,  Whether  his 
Order  of  the  dOth  November  last, 
making  uniform  the  Rule  as  to  annual 
holidays,  has  not  yet  been  put  into  opera- 
tion in  the  Dublin  Office ;  and,  whe^er 
he  will  take  steps  to  secure  the  uni- 
formity prescribed  in  the  Order  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University):  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  the  Rule  to  which  he  refers  is 
about  to  be  applied  to  the  Dublin  Post 
Offioe. 

POLICE  AND  CONSTABULARY  FORCES 
IN  GREAT  BRITAIN— SUPERANNUA. 
TION. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  When 
he  will  introduce  the  promised  Bill  to 

f)rovide  for  the  superannuation  of  Po- 
ice  and  Constabulary  Porces  in  Great 
Britain  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Bir- 
mingham,  E.)  (Mr.  Matthews)  :  As  I 
informed  my  hon.  Friend  last  Session,  I 
am  fully  aware  of  the  importance  of  this 
subject ;  but  looking  to  ihe  present  con- 
dition of  Public  Business  he  cannot 
expect  me  to  make  any  definite  pledge 
as  to  legislation.  I  can  only  say  that  I 
will  do  my  best  to  further  the  efforts  al- 
ready made  by  my  Predecessors  in  Office 
to  place  the  present  system  of  police 
pensions  on  a  more  satisfactory  basis. 

ADMIRALTY— NAVAL  OPERATIONS  IN 
NEW  GUINEA. 
Da.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  he  has  received  any  Papers 
regarding  the  operations  of  a  Naval  Ex- 
pedition reported  to  have  visited  Jeannet 
Island,  New  Guinea,  and  burned  several 
Native  villages,  to  avenge  some  murders 
committed  by  the  inhabitants  in  October 
last ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay  them 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 
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T;i2  FIBST  LOED  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  Great 
excitement  has  been  caused  in  the  Aus- 
tralian Colonies  by  the  massacre  of 
Captain  Craig  and  the  crew  of  the 
Emily  while  pearl- fishing  off  Jeannet 
Island.  An  indignation  meeting  has 
been  held  at  Cooktown,  and  the  matter 
has  been  the  subject  of  excited  debate  in 
the  Queendand  Parliament.  Captain 
Clayton,  in  Her  Majesty's  ship  Diamond^ 
was  sent  by  the  Commander-in-Chief 
on  the  Australian  Station  to  inquire  into 
the  matter ;  but  from  the  information  we 
have  received  it  appears  that  he  has  been 
unable  to  punish  the  murderers,  as  they 
escaped  into  the  bush  on  the  approach 
of  the  ship. 

EaYPT— RIGHT  OP  COMBiERCIAL  CON- 
VENTION WITH  FOREIGN  POWERS. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead): 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  recognize,  and,  if  so, 
in  what  measure,  llie  rights  of  the 
Egyptian  Government  to  conclude  Com- 
mercial Conventions  or  Treaties  with 
Foreign  Powers;  and,  whether,  under 
existing  Treaties,  the  sanction  of  the 
Porte  18  necessary  in  each  case? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.  E.) :  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment certainly  recognize  the  right  of 
His  Highness  the  Khedive  to  conclude 
Commercial  Treaties  and  Conventions 
with  Foreign  Powers  which  are  not  in 
derogation  of  the  Political  Treaties  of 
the  Sultan,  nor  of  His  Imperial  Ma- 
jesty's sovereign  rights  over  Egypt, 
the  matter  being  expressly  regulated 
by  the  Firman  of  Investiture  granted 
to  the  present  Khedive,  and  dated  the 
2nd  of  August,  1879,  which  will  be 
found  at  page  51  of  the  Parliamentary 
Paper,  Egypt  No.  1,  1880. 

CHINA  AND  BURMAH— THE    DELIMI- 
TATION  COMMISSION,  1886. 

Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  What  progress  has  been  made 
with  the  negotiations  contemplated  in 
the  Convention  with  China,  signed  at 
Pekin  on  the  27th  July,  1886,  which 
provides  that  the  frontier  between  Bur- 
mah  and  China  shall  be  settled  by  a 
Delimitation  Commission,  and  that  the 
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conditions  of  frontier  trade  shall  be 
settled  by  a  Frontier  trade  Commission  ? 
The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.  E.) :  The  condition  of  affairs 
in  Upper  Burmah  has  hitherto  pre- 
vented  any  progress  being  made  with 
the  negotiations  for  the  delimitation  of 
the  frontier  between  China  and  Burmah  ; 
but  I  can  assure  my  hon.  Friend  that 
this  matter  has  not  been  lost  sight  of  by 
Her  Majesty's  (Government. 

LUNACY— DETENTION  OF  AN  ALLEGED 
LUNATIC. 

Me.  CONYBEARE  (CornwaU.  Cam- 
borne)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  it  is 
the  fact  that  a  Mrs.  Charles  told  the 
Paddington  Guardians,  on  Wednesday 
last,  that  she  was  sent  seven  years  ago 
to  a  lunatic  asylum  and  retained  there 
until  the  other  day,  although  she  was 
perfectly  sane;  whether  the  statement 
is  true;  by  whom  she  was  thus  im- 
mured; and,  whether  any  and  what 
steps  can  be  taken  to  punish  the  persons 
who  placed  her  in  the  asylum,  to  com- 
pensate her  for  the  injury  done  to  her, 
and  to  prevent  such  occurrences  for  the 
future!? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stuart- Woetlbt)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  (who  replied)  said :  The 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  appears  to 
be  founded  on  a  misconception  of  the 
nature  of  the  statement  made  by  Mrs. 
Charles  to  her  fellow  guardians.  That 
lady  did  not  state  that  she  had  herself 
been  in  a  lunatic  asylum.  Her  state- 
ment referred  to  a  female  of  whose  case 
she  was  giving  particulars.  The  Lunacy 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  n^ake  any  inquiry  or  answer 
any  question  unless  they  are  supplied 
with  the  name  of  the  person  and  the  ap- 
proximate date  of  her  admission  to  an 
asylum.  The  name  of  the  asylum  should 
also,  if  possible,  be  given.  I  have  di- 
rected a  letter  to  be  written  to  the  Pad- 
dington Board  of  Guardians  with  a  view 
of  eliciting  this  information. 

POST  OFFICE  (INDIA)  —  TELEGRAPH 
DEPARTMENT  —  PRESIDENCY  AL- 
LOWANCE. 

Colonel  HUGHES-HALLETT 
(Rochester)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  When  the  grant  of 
Presidency    Allowances,    such    as   are 
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drawn  by  officers  of  the  Public  Works 
Department,  will  be  extended  to  officers 
of  the  Telegraph  Department,  the  power 
to  grant  such  allowances  having  been 
vested  in  the  Director  General  of  Tele- 
graphs by  Letter  No.  1,001.  E.G.  dated 
15th  July,  1876,  from  Government  of 
India  Public  Works  Department  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
I  have  no  official  information  which  en- 
ables me  to  answer  this  Question ;  but 
the  Secretary  of  State  will  cause  in- 
quiry to  be  made. 

THE     MAGISTRACY     (ENGLAND    AND 

WALES)— COLEFORD— SENTENCE  ON 

AN  OLD  MAN. 

Mr.  T.  BLAKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
far  the  Home  Department,  What  action 
he  bas  taken  with  reference  to  the  case 
of  an  old  man,  over  70  years  of  ag;e, 
named  William  Jones,  who  is  now  under- 
going a  sentence  of  two  months'  im- 
prisonment in  Gloucester  Gaol  on  a 
charge  of  trespass  and  setting  traps  to 
catch  birds  in  the  Forest  of  l3ean,  and 
to  whose  conviction,  by  the  Coleford 
Bench  of  Magistrates,  his  attention  was 
specially  directed  on  Monday  morning 
last? 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir;  I  have  considered  this  case,  and 
obtained  a  Eeport  from  the  Justices 
upon  it.  It  appears  that  this  prisoner 
was  tried  and  found  guilty  on  two 
separate  charges— (1)  of  setting  traps 
to  catch  wood-pigeons  on  the  9th  of 
January ;  (2)  of  trespassing  in  search  of 
game  with  a  gun  on  the  22nd  of  January. 
He  had  been  cautioned  several  times 
previously  for  similar  acts.  Under  the 
circumstances,  I  do  not  feel  justified  in 
advising  any  interference  with  the  sen- 
tence. 

PRISON  LABODB-MAT-WEAVING. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Safi&on 
Walden)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  the  mat-weaving  trade 
suffers  severely  from  the  competition  of 
prison  labour;  and,  if  so,  whether,  in 
view  of  the  scarcity  of  employment  re- 
sulting from  the  general  industrial  de- 
pression, he  will  take  steps  to  preserve 
the  ezisteoce  of  a  useful  and  extensive 
industry  by  directing  that  prison^made 


mats  shall  not  be  offered  for  sale  at  less 
than  the  market  price  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stuabt-Wortley)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  (who  replied)  said :  Since 
the  Commissioners  took  over  the  local 
prisons  every  effort  has  been  made  to 
gradually  reduce  the  number  of  pri- 
soners employed  on  this  industry,  with 
the  result  that,  whereas  the  daily  average 
number  of  prison  mat-makers  in  1878 
was  2,959,  it  was  only  1,681  in  the  year 
ending  the  3 1st  of  March  last.  •  It  may 
be  added  that,  within  the  same  period, 
the  mat-making  trade  has  been  entirely 
abolished  in  all  convict  prisons,  the 
number  of  convict  mat-makers  employed 
having  at  one  time  been  as  high  as  266. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  price,  all 
mats  made  for  sale  at  prisons  are  dis- 

Sosed  of  at  a  uniform  rate,  fixed  with 
ue  regard  to  that  which  prevails  in  the 
mat-making  trade,  which  is  not  under- 
sold. The  policy  of  the  Department 
was  stated  in  a  letter  directed  by  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  to  be  written  to 
tho  hon.  Member  for  the  Sudbury  Divi- 
sion of  Suffolk  (Mr.  Quiiter)  on  June  11, 
1886,  to  be  that  prison  industries  should 
be  as  varied  as  possible;  that  steps 
should  on  all  occasions  be  taken  to 
ensure  their  obtaining  the  highest  price 
that  any  dealer  can  afford  to  give ;  and 
that  prison  labour  should,  as  far  as 
possible,  be  employed  in  work  of  all 
kinds  for  other  Government  Depart- 
ments.   . 

POST  OFFICE  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
—TRANSMISSION  OF  A  FALSE  AND 
UNSIGNED  TELEGRAM. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
bomej  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Genera], 
Whetner  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  paragraph  in  The  Fall  Mall  Gazette 
of  Thursday,  describing  '*  an  outrage  of 
a  peculiarly  cruel  and  dastardly  nature  " 
in  form  of  a  false  and  unsigned  tele- 
gram being  sent  to  a  certain  person, 
who  was  nearly  killed  by  the  shock  it 
caused  him ;  whether  it  is  the  fact,  as 
therein  stated,  that  the — 

^*  Author  of  this  abominable  outrage  is  known 
but  will  probably  escape  punishment,  as  the 
Poet  Office  declines  to  take  up  the  matter,  and 
the  Public  Prosecutor  has  so  far  paid  no  atten- 
tion to  the  representations  made  to  him  ; " 

and,  whether  he  proposes  to  take  any  and 
what  steps  in  the  matter  to  further  the 
ends  of  justice? 
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TnE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
RioHABD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight),  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  facts,  as  stated  in 
the  Question,  did  not  disclose  any  case 
upon  which  the  Public  Prosecutor  oould 
take  action.  The  recipient  of  the  tele- 
gram referred  to  had  made  no  complaint 
either  to  the  Director  of  Telegraphs  or 
to  the  Public  Prosecutor. 


(MINES)    SCOTLAND -ASSISTANT    IN- 

SPECTORSHIP   OP  MINES  IN 

WESTERN  DIVISION. 

mk.  cunninghame  graham 

(Lanark,  N.WJ  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  wishes  of  the  miners 
of  the  district.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  appoint  a  practical  miner  to 
the  vacancy  which  exists  in  the  Assistant 
Inspectorship  of  Mines  for  the  Western 
Division  of  Scotland  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  I  jshall 
appoint  to  this  office  a  person  who,  in 
my  opinion,  possesses  the  necessary 
qualifications  for  the  efficient  discharge 
of  t^e  duties  of  the  post. 

Mb.  cunninghame  GRAHAM  : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  whether  the  working  miners 
will  be  consulted  in  the  matter? 

[No  reply.] 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)  —  THE 
YOLUNTEERS-EXTRA  PAY  TO  PER. 
MANENT  STAFF. 

Colonel  EYRE  (Lincolnshire,  Gains- 
borough) asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  about 
£11,300  is  paid  to  the  Permanent  Staff 
by  Yolunteer  Corps,  under  the  head  of 
extra  pay ;  whether  the  Permanent  Staff 
are  not  paid  by  the  Government ;  whe- 
ther, as  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
which  is  just  published  is  that  such  pay- 
ment is  inadmissible,  he  will  take  mea- 
sures to  put  a  stop  to  this  expenditure ; 
and,  whether,  if  fiie  pay  of  the  Perma- 
nent Staff  is  insufficient,  he  will  consider 
their  case,  with  a  view  to  increase  their 

^^The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  It  aj^ears  from  the  Tables  pre- 
pared by  the  Yolunteer  Capitation  Com- 
mittee that  the  Permanent  Staff  re- 
eeiyed  in  the  five   years    1881-5    the 
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average  annual  sum  of  £12,681,  under 
the  head  of  extra  pay.  The  Permanent 
Staff  are  paid  by  the  Government  at 
rates  of  pay  which  are  considered  suffi- 
cient, and  I  think  the  principle  of  ad- 
ditions to  the  Government  allowance  ob- 
jectionable. I  will  consider  whether 
Regulations  should  be  issued  forbidding 
the  grant  of  extra  pay. 

BURIAUS— ATTLEBOROUGH  NEW 
CEMETERY. 

Mb.  COZENS-HARDY  (Norfolk,  N.) 
(for  Mr.  GuRDON.  Norfolk,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether,  in  reply  to  a  com- 
munication from  the  Rector  of  Attlo- 
borough,  Norfolk,  he  has  informed  him 
that  he  cannot  lawfully  conduct  a  Burial 
Service  in  the  new  cemetery  until  some 
portion  thereof  has  been  consecrated ; 
whether  the  12th  section  of  <<  The  Burial 
Laws  Amendment  Act,  1880,"  protects 
from  censure  or  penalties  Ministers  of 
the  Church  of  England  who  may  per- 
form the  Burial  Service  in  any  unconse- 
crated  ground  or  cemetery;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  any 
Correspondence  or  Telegrams  between 
the  Home  Office  and  the  Rector  or  the 
Burial  Board  of  Attleborough  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The 
Rector  of  Attleborough  was  informed 
on  the  Ist  of  January,  in  answer  to  his 
inquiry,  that  until  the  legal  require- 
ments had  been  complied  with,  he  could 
not  conduct  a  burial  service  there.  The 
view  taken  in  the  Home  Office  at  that 
time  was  that  the  12th  section  of  the 
Burial  Laws  Amendment  Act,  1880,  ex- 
empts from  censure  or  penalties  ministers 
of  the  Church  of  England  who  perform 
the  Burial  Service  in  unconsecrated 
ground;  only  where  such  ground  has 
been  legally  established  as  a  burial 
ground,  and  the  provisions  of  the  Burial 
Acts  have  been  complied  with.  I  must 
not  be  understood  to  assert  that  this 
view  of  the  effect  of  somewhat  compli- 
cated statutes  is  the  right  one.  There 
is  no  objection  to  lay  on  the  Table  the 
correspondence  and  telegrams  between 
the  Home  Office  and  the  Rector  and  the 
Burial  Board  of  Attleborough.  But  as 
it  is  voluminous,  the  object  of  the  hon. 
Member  might,  perhaps,  be  best  at- 
tained by  his  paying  a  second  visit  to 
the  Home  Office,  and  perusing  the  ooT'* 
reapondence  there. 
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ADMIBALTY—"  GREENWICH  SIX- 
PENCES' FUND." 

Dk.  B.  MACDONALD  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
the  balance  remainiDg  in  hand  of  the 
*' Greenwich  Sixpences*  Fund"  (con- 
tributed to  by  seamen  for  five  years  pre- 
Tioos  to  December  Olst,  1834)  is  large 
enough  to  enable  him  to  increase  the 
penaioas  of  the  small  number  of  in- 
terested seamen  that  now  survive  ? 

Mb.  A8HMEAD .  BARTLETT  (A 
LoBD  of  the  Admibaltt)  (Sheffield, 
Ecdesall)  (who  replied)  said,  that  there 
was  no  such  Fund  as  the  Greenwich 
Sixpences'  Fund  now  in  existence.  The 
claims  of  merchant  seamen  were  fully 
investigated  in  1881,  and  it  was  shown 
that  the  benefits  received  far  exceeded 
the  amount  of  the  contributions. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— THE 

RIOTS  AT  BELFAST-EXTRA  PAY  TO 

THE  MILITARY. 

Mr.  LAFONE  (Southwark,  Bermond- 
sey)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  If  the  soldiers  employed  in  sup- 
pressing the  riots  in  Belfast  have  had 
extra  pay  granted  to  them ;  and,  if  not, 
will  he  consider  the  claims  they  un- 
doubtedly have  considering  the  arduous 
duties  imposed  upon  them  r 

The  SEOBETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
The  case  of  the  soldiers  engaged  in  sup- 
pressing the  riots  at  Belfast  has  been 
considered.  I  am  not,  however,  able  to 
sanction  the  grant  of  extra  pay ;  because, 
althongh  the  duty  was  a  disagreeable 
one,  it  was  part  of  the  ordinary  func- 
tions of  a  soldier  in  support  of  the  civil 
power. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  police  con- 
stables, whose  ordinary  duty  it  is  far 
more  than  a  soldier's  to  suppress  distar- 
bances  of  this  kind,  received  an  extra 
allowance  of  8ff.  6d.  per  day  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  the  circumstance  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member. 

THE  PACIFIC  PORTS-ILL-USAGE  OF 
BRITISH  SEAMEN. 
Mb.  NOBBIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  he  has  any 
information  as  to  the  ill-usage  of  British 
seamen  in  the  ports  on  the  raoific  coast, 


and  if  any  representations  to  that  effect 
have  been  made  to  the  Foreign  Office, 
either  direct  or  through  the  Board  of 
Trade ;  and,  if  so,  what  measures  are 
proposed  to  be  taken  ? 

The  under  SECTETART  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fsrqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  If  some  indication  could 
be  given  as  to  the  time  and  place  where 
the  alleged  ill-usage  occurred,  inquiry 
will  be  made ;  but  no  such  representa- 
tions have  been  received  lately. 

PRIVY     COUNCIL    (IRELAND)— DATES 

OF     MEETING,    AUGUST,    1886,     TO 

JANUARY,  1887. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table,  aBeturn  giving 
the  following  particulars  with  respect  to 
the  Privy  Council  of  Ireland  -.—Dates  of 
meetings  held  from  1st  August  1886  to 
3 1  st  January  1 887,  inclusive ;  and  names 
of  Members  of  the  Council  present  at 
each  such  meeting  ? 

The  chief  SECRETABY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
A  Notice  of  every  meeting  of  the  Privy 
Council  in  Ireland  is  invariably  pub- 
lished in  the  Dublin  newspapers  on  the 
following  day.  That  Notice  includes 
the  name  of  every  Member  present  at 
the  meeting.  There  can,  therefore,  be 
no  difficulty  in  getting  the  information 
asked  for  in  the  Question  ;  but  an  official 
Betum  can  be  prepared,  if  it  is  thought 
worth  while  to  move  for  it.  Perhaps  the 
House  will  permit  me,  as  certain  state- 
ments have  been  very  widely  made  in 
this  House  and  out  of  it,  to  say  that  it  is 
a  complete  delusion  to  suppose  that  the 
learned  Judges  who  happen  to  be  Mem- 
bers of  the  Prity  Council  do  any  act  or 
give  any  advice  in  the  slightest  way  in- 
Suencing  the  action  of  the  Executive, 
much  less  haye  anything  to  do  with  the 
decisions  as  to  the  initiation  of  prosecu- 
tions. I  dare  say  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Morley )  will  bear  me 
out  in  tnat  statement. 

Me.  JOHN  MORLEY  assented. 

SEA  FISHERIES-COLLECTION  OF 
STATISTICS. 

Mr.  EOWNTEEE  (Scarborough) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  import* 
ance  attached  to  the  systematic  collection 
of  sea  fishery  statistics  by  the  Eoyal 
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Commission  of  1864,  the  Parliamentary 
Commission  of  1878,  and  the  Eoyal 
Commission  of  1885,  and  of  the  time 
which  has  elapsed  since  the  receipt  of 
two  of  these  recommendations,  the  Board 
jf  Trade  will  present  to  Parliament  at 
an  early  date  the  statistics  supplied  to 
the  Department  by  the  Coastguards  and 
other  officials  at  the  different  fishing 
ports  and  villages  in  England  during 
the  past  year ;  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  also  obtain  a  further  Betum 
of  the  tonnage  of  fish  conveyed  inland 
by  the  various  Bailway  Companies  for 
the  year  1886? 

The  SECRETAEY  (Baron  Henry 
De  Wobms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
The  hon.  Member  will  find  that  the 
information  he  desires  is  contained  in 
the  Statistical  Tables  and  Memorandum 
relating  to  the  Sea  Fisheries  of  the 
United  Kingdom — a  Betum  which  was 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  on  the 
14th  instant,  and  which  will  very  shortly 
be  circulated.  A  monthly  Betum  as  to 
English  Sea  Fisheries  has  also  been 
issued  and  circulated  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  since  the  beginning  of  last  year ; 
and  this  Betum  is  now  published 
monthly,  along  with  a  corresponding 
Betum  for  Scotland  supplied  by  the 
Scotch  Fishery  Board  in  the  Board  of 
Trade  Journal, 

THE  SLAVE  TRADE-REVIVALIN  THE 
SOUDAN  AND  THE  RED  SEA  LIT- 
TORAL. 

Sib  HENBY  TTLEB  (Ghreat  Yar- 
mouth) asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he 
has  recently  received  information  re- 
garding an  increase  of  the  Slave  Trade 
from  the  Soudan  and  on  the  Bed  Sea 
Littoral;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  taking  any  steps  in  re- 
gard to  that  trade  ? 

The  UNDEB  SECBETABY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergfsson)  (Man- 
Chester,  N.E.) :  The  Slave  Trade  con- 
tinues, notwithstanding  all  efforts  to 
suppress  it;  but  there  is  no  reason  to 
believe  that  it  has  recently  increased. 
On  the  contrary,  Her  Majesty's  Consul 
at  Jeddah  reports  that  he  believes  it  to 
have  decreased  owing  to  the  watchful- 
ness of  the  British  cruisers.  The  Con- 
sular and  Naval  officers  are  doing  their 
best,  and  it  is  not  believed  that  it  is 
necessary  to  take  further  steps. 

M\  Rowntree 


ROYAL  CX)MMISSION  ON  DEPRESSION 

OF     TRADE     AND    AGRICULTURE- 

THE  REPORT. 

Sib  JOHN  B.  MOWBBAY  (Oxford 
University)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  will  have  the  final 
Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commission  on  the 
Depression  of  Trade  and  Agriculture 
printed  in  a  form  cheaper  and  more 
accessible  to  the  mass  of  the  people  ? 

The  SECBETABY  (Mr.  Jaokson) 
(Leeds,  N.):  I  am  glad  to  inform 
my  hon.  Friend  that  some  weeks  ago 
I  gave  directions  for  the  issue  sepa- 
rately, at  a  low  price,  of  the  Beports  of 
the  Boyal  Commission  on  the  DeprcR- 
sion  of  Trade  and  Agriculture;  and  I 
am  informed  that,  in  accordance  with 
that  direction,  the  Beports  have  been 
printed  without  the  evidence,  and  have 
been  on  sale  since  the  9th  instant  at  the 
price  of  6^. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE— MANUFAC- 
TURE  AND  FALSE  MARKING  OF 
GOODS  AT  SHEFFIELD. 

Mr.  BBOADHUBST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  First  Ijord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  statements  made  by  the 
Deputation  from  She£Gleld  to  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  on  Satur- 
day the  12th  instant,  as  to  the  extent  of 
the  fraudulent  nature  of  the  manufac- 
ture and  false  marking  of  goods  pre- 
vailing in  the  Sheffield  industries ;  and, 
whether,  as  there  is  reason  to  believe 
that  similar  practices  prevail  in  other 
industries  to  such  an  extent  as  to  cause 
serious  loss  to  our  Foreign  trade,  the 
Oovemment  will  appoint  a  Boyal  Oom- 
mission,  with  power  to  take  evidence  on 
oath,  to  ascertain  the  extent  of  the  evil, 
and  to  obtain  such  ipformation  as  will 
enable  effective  legislation  to  be  framed 
to  deal  with  the  subject  ? 

The  FIBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  have 
read  the  statements  made  by  a  de- 
putation from  Sheffield  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  relative  to 
fraudulent  manufacture  and  false  mark- 
ing of  goods.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  not  been  made  aware  by  evi- 
dence communicated  to  them  that  these 
practices  prevailed  to  such  a  considerable 
extent  in  other  industries  as  would  jus- 
tify them  in  proposing  to  Parliament  the 
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Appointment  of  a  Bojal  Commission  to 
take  evidence  on  oath;  but  they  are 
quite  prepared  to  give  full  consideration 
to  any  information  that  may  be  brought 
before  them.  They  will  also  press  on 
the  legislation  which  they  have  already 
announced  to  Parliament  to  protect  the 
industries  of  this  country  from  such  a 
system  of  fraud,  and  without  waiting 
for  the  help  of  a  Eoyal  Commission, 
which  wonld  probably  cause  a  delay  of 
from  two  to  three  jean  before  effective 
legislation  was  possible.  I  must,  how- 
ever, express  my  surprise  that,  as  the 
evils  of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
plains are  not  alleged  to  be  the  growth 
of  the  last  few  months,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  did  not,  if  he  was  of  the  same  mind 
12  months  ago,  use  his  influence  with 
the  Government  of  which  he  was  a 
Member  to  secure  a  Boyal  Commis- 
sion. 

Mr.  COLEBIDGE  (Sheffield,  Atter- 
diffe)  said,  he  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  had 
considered,  or  would  consider,  the  pre- 
cedent set  with  reference  to  the  same 
town  in  the  year  1867,  when  Commis- 
sioners were  appointed  on  the  23rd  of 
May  and  reported  on  the  2nd  of  August; 
and,  whether  the  same  course  might  not 
be  now  pursued,  the  manufacturers,  in- 
stead of  the  workmen,  being  now  the 
culprits? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  would  invite 
evidence  of  any  practices  which  would 
justify  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
proposing  to  Parliament  a  Bill  of  the 
character  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
suggests ;  but  inasmuch  as  no  such  evi- 
dence has  yet  been  brought  to  the  no- 
tice of  Her  Majesty's  Government  they 
do  not  feel  justified  in  making  that 
proposal. 

INDIA— THE  QUEEN'S  JUBILEE  CELEr 
BRATION-LIBERATION  OF  25,000 
PRISONERS. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  l^easury,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true,  as  reported  in  The  Times , 
that  25,000  prisoners  have  been  released 
from  the  gaols  of  India,  in  commemora- 
tion of  the  Queen's  Jubilee  ;  what  pro- 
portion of  the  released  prisoners  were 
confined  for  political  offences,  and  what 
proportion  were  ordinary  criminals ;  and, 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Oovernment  to  advise  Her 
Majesty  to  further  manifest  the  Boyal 


clemency  during  the  Jubilee  Year  by 
granting  an  amnesty  to  prisoners  con- 
fined in  Ireland  for  political  and  agrarian 
offences  ?  Tht;  hon.  Member  also  asked, 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  advise  Her  Majesty  to 
extend  the  same  elemency  to  prisoners 
in  British  prisons  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  have 
to  reply  that  the  release  of  prisoners  in 
India  is  a  matter  entirely  within  the 
power  and  discretion  of  the  Viceroy.  It 
18  a  general  Oriental  custom  to  celebrate 
occasions  of  public  rejoicing  by  the  re- 
lease of  prisoners ;  and  about  16,000 
were  released  on  the  occasion  of  the 
Proclamation  of  Her  Majesty  as  Empress 
of  India  in  the  year  1877.  No  official 
information  has  been  received  at  the 
India  Office  on  the  subject ;  but  a  Report 
has  been  asked  for.  I  have  to  answer 
the  latter  part  of  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  by  saying  that  it  is  not 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Advisers 
to  recommend  the  Queen  to  extend  this 
ancient  Oriental  custom  to  the  United 
Kingdom. 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) : 
May  I  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  it  is  a  general  Oriental  custom 
on  the  occasion  of  Jubilees  to  bum  down 
the  houses  of  the  subjects  of  Oriental 
Potentates  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  asked,  Whether  there  were  any 
instances  on  record  of  similar  clemercy 
being  shown  in  this  country  ? 

[No  reply.] 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— *' VOTES  AN  D 
PROCEEDINGS." 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne), asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  arrangements  can 
be  made  that  Answers  given  by  Mi- 
nisters to  Questions  asked  in  the  House, 
often  ofgreat  public  importance,  may  be 
published  and  circulated  in  the  **  Votes 
and  Proceedings"  for  information  of 
Members  ;  seeing  that  such  answers  are 
generally  imperfectly  reported  in  the 
Press,  and  often  inaudible  in  the  House 
itself,  and  are  not  recorded  in  the 
Journals  of  the  House  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  I  en- 
tertain the  view  which  is  held  by  many 
hon.  Members  that  a  considerable  eco- 
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nomy  of  public  time  might  be  effected  if 
Questions  which  are  not  of  g^reat  public 
importance  were  not  replied  to  in  this 
House.  That  is  a  matter  for  the  consi- 
deration of  the  House  itself ;  but  I  cannot 
share  with  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
opinion  he  expresses  that  the  newspapers 
do  not  report  Answers  to  Questions  of 
great  public  importance  with  accuracy. 
On  the  contrary,  I  believe  that  they 
report  with  great  accuracy  generally  the 
replies  to  Questions  on  subjects  of  public 
importance. 

INCOME  TAX-FOREIGN  COMPANIES 
TRADING  IN  ENGLAND. 

Mr.  MASON  (Lanark,  Mid)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  By  what 
means  it  is  proposed  to  charge  Income 
Tax  upon  the  profits  of  a  Foreign  Com- 
pany or  firm  trading  in  this  country 
when  such  Company  or  firm  is  only  re- 
presented by  an  agent ;  and  when  the 
goods  are  not  inyoiced  to  or  through 
such  agent,  but  invoiced  direct  to  the 
purchasing  firm  by  the  Foreign  Com- 
pany or  firm  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  It  is 
impossible  to  answer  the  Question  fully 
at  the  present  time,  as  it  refers  to  matters 
which  are  subjects  of  appeal  to  the  High 
Court  of  Justice.  But,  speakiug  gene- 
rally, the  tax  would  be  charged  by 
means  of  assessment  on  the  agent  of 
the  foreign  firm  or  Company  m  this 
country. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS-RAILWAY  RATES 
AND  LAND  REFORM -LEGISLATION. 
Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  If  he  can  inform  the  House 
when  the  Bills  promised  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gracious  Speech,  dealing  with 
Railway  Rates  and  Land  Reform,  will 
be  introduced  into  Parliament  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
Bills  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
will  be  introduced  as  soon  as  sufficient 
progress  is  made  in  the  Business  already 
before  the  House. 

ORDERS    OF  THE  DAY. 

THE   ADDRESS   IN  ANSWER  TO  THE 
QUEEN'S  SPEECH— REPORT. 
Report  of  Address  brought  t/jp,  and 
read  a  first  and  second  time. 

Mr.  W.  H  Smith 


Sib  RICHARD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  said,  he  did  not  intend  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Amendment  in  reference 
to  the  condition  of  agriculture,  which 
had  been  postponed,  at  the  suggestion 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  tiU 
the  Report  stage  of  the  Address ;  but  he 
took  this  opportunity  of  stating  that  it 
was  his  intention  to  submit  this  im- 
portant matter  to  the  notice  of  the 
House  on  a  future  occasion. 

BULGARIA— ABDICATION    OF    PRINCE 

ALEXANDER  OF  BATTENBERG. 

AMENDMBNT. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERB  (Northampton), 
in  rising  to  move,  as  an  Amendment, 
to  insert,  at  the  end  of  the  Srd  para- 
graph— 

**Bat,  at  the  same  time,  humbly  to  express 
to  Your  Majesty  that  steps  taken  on  behalf  of 
your  GK>vemment,  without  the  concurrence  of 
the  other  signatories  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin, 
to  prevent  the  abdication  of  Prince  Alexander 
of  Battenberg,  were  not  in  accordance  with  the 
interests  of  this  country,  and  were  fraught  with 
danger  to  the  peace  of  Europe," 

said,  he  was  nfraid  that,  in  speaking  on 
the  subject  of  this  Amendment,  he 
should  be  obliged  to  weary  the  House. 
But  it  was  necessary  to  do  so.  He  com- 
plaioed  of  certain  acts  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  these  acts  were  re- 
corded in  a  Blue  Book ;  and  it,  there- 
fore, became  necessary  for  him  to  read 
copiously  from  the  Blue  Book  in  order 
to  establish  his  case.  Originally  Bul- 
garia was  a  province  of  Turkey,  and 
Russia  desired  to  free  Bulgaria  from  the 
rule  of  the  Turks.  At  that  time  the 
Oonservative  Party  were  in  power,  and 
did  their  utmost  to  prevent  the  Russians 
from  freeing  the  Bulgarians.  The  Rus- 
sians, however,  were  successful,  and  the 
Treaty  of  San  Stefano  was  signed.  By 
that  Treaty  Bulgaria  and  Roumelia  were 
united  together,  and  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  Macedonia  was  freed  from  the 
Turks.  Her  Majesty's  late  Government 
came  forward,  and  insisted  on  a  Con- 
ference being  held  at  Berlin,  when  an- 
other Treaty  was  also  signed,  by  which 
Macedonia  was  left  still  under  the  rule 
of  the  Turks;  while  Bulgaria  was  divided 
into  two  States^Eastern  Roumelia  and 
Bulgaria.  It  was  now  admitted,  even 
by  the  Conservatives  themselves,  that 
this  was  a  great  mistake,  and  that,  if 
Russia  was  anxious  to  extend  her  terri- 
tory, and  trying  for  a  large  stake  in 
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Tmrk^,  \re  were  playing  her  game  by 
establishing  two  separate  States  instead 
of  one  large  State.    The  Treaty  of  San 
Stefano  was  signed  and  the  Treaty,  of 
Berlin  was  signed.     After  this  Prince 
Alexander  was  selected  by  Europe  as 
the  Bnler  of  Bulgaria.     He  was  at  that 
time  a  protigi  of  the  Eussian  Govern- 
ment.    When  he  went  there — he  re- 
ferred to  this  because  there  was  a  good 
deal  of  interest  attached  to  Prince  Mex- 
ander,  especially  by  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Prime  Minister  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)— the  first  thing  he  did  was 
to  swear  to  the  Constitution.    His  second 
act  was  to  violate  the  Constitution.     He 
almost  commenced    his  Reign  with  a 
coup  d'etat,  in  which  he  imprisoned  and 
banished  the  men  who  were  accused  of 
imprisoning  and  banishing  him.     The 
two  Provinces  then  were  united.     Then 
the  Servian  war  broke  out,  and  that  war 
was  entirely  due  to  the  refusal  of  the 
Cooeervative  Government  of  the  day  to 
concede  the  union  of  the  two  Princi- 
palities.   A  year  ago  Eussia  disapproved 
of    this    union,  and,     as    he    under- 
stood, Her  Majesty's  Government  ap- 
proved   of    it,    as    did    the    Govern- 
ment of  the   right    hon.  Member  for 
Mid    Lothian  (Mr.  W.   E.  Gladstone). 
In     Bnlgaria    itself    there    were    two 
Parties.     One  was  the  Panslavist  Party, 
which  was  grateful  to  Eussia  and  wished 
to  be  under  the  hegemony.    The  other 
Party  was  opposed  to  Eussia  because 
they  thought  their  independence  was  in 
danger.     The  latter  was  now  called,  he 
believed,   the  '*  English  Party,"   who 
were  opposed  to  the  paramount  sway 
which  Eussia  seemed  anxious  to  exer- 
cise in  Bulgarian  affairs.     Now  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  came  to  the  Blue  Books. 
On  the  21  St  of  August  the  Prince  was 
seized  and  remove4  out  of  the  country. 
At  that  time  Sir  Prank  Lascelles,  Her 
Majesty's  Eepresentativo  in  Bulgaria, 
was  absent  on  leave,  and  Mr.  Condie 
Stephen — a  clerk  in  the  Foreign  Office — 
was  sent  to  represent  him.    Mr.  Condie 
Stephen   was  a  sort  of  stormy  petrel 
who  was  kept  in  the  Foreign  Office; 
and  whenever  it  was  thought  desirable 
to  stir  up  public  feeling  in  any  part 
of  Europe  against  Eussia,  Mr.  Condie 
Stephen  was  sent  to  aid  and  abet.    The 
first  information  received  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  of  the  revolution,  ap- 
peared to  have  been  a  despatch  from  Sir 
oarild  Lamlej  to  the  late  Lord  Iddes- 


leigh — whose  name  he  was  obliged  to  in  • 
troduce,  although  without  any  desire  of 
reflecting  upon  the  actions  of  that  states- 
man. On  August  23  the  late  Lord  Iddes- 
leigh  telegraphed  to  Sir  Edward  Thorn- 
ton a  very  sensible  message,  to  the  effect 
that  he  had  not  seen  Lord  Salisbury, 
and  that  the  Government  could  do  no- 
thing till  they  were  in  possession  of  the 
facts.  But  that  course  was  not  con- 
tinued, and  action  was  taken  before 
the  Foreign  Office  was  in  possession 
of  the  facts;  because  on  August  23 
Sir  Augustus  Paget  telegraphed  from 
Vienna  that  the  attitude  of  the  Bul- 
garian people  was  one  of  *' complete 
apathy,'^  and  mentioned  that  the  troops 
had  sworn  fidelity  to  the  new  Govern- 
ment.   The  telegram  went  on — 

^*  In  view  of  this  general  indifference,  and  of 
the  conspiracy  embracing  men  of  all  political 
parlies,  Uonnt  Kalnoky  said  he  did  not  see  what 
can  be  done  in  favour  of  the  Prince." — (Turkey, 
No.  1,1887,  p.  86.) 

What  was  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Condie 
Stephen  during  that  time  ?  Bevolutions 
took  place  in  other  countries ;  but  it  was 
not  the  business  of  the  British  Envoy  to 
interfere.  He  recognized  the  Govern- 
ment defaoio.  But  Mr.  Condie  Stephen 
seemed  to  have  known  perfectly  well 
the  views  which  his  Government  enter- 
tained ;  80  in  a  telegram  received  on  the 
36th  August  he  wrote  that,  as  he  feared 
Prince  Alexander  might  be  exposed  to 
dangers,  he  had  insisted  on  seeing  the 
military  leader,  and  had  told  him  that 
he  was  responsible  for  the  Prince's 
safety,  as  the  coup  d*etat  had  been  a 
military  one.  What  business  had  Mr. 
Condie  Stephen  to  do  this?  And  he 
proceeded — 

**  I  declined  to  discuss  the  poliUoal  side  of  the 
question;  but  I  demanded  to  know  where- 
abouts of  his  Highness,  and  details  of  what  had 
taken  place,  as  British  Kepr^entative  accredited 
to  Prince  Alexander."— (/Wrf,  p.  98.) 

Mr.  Condie  Stephen  went  on  to  state 
that  he  took  steps  independently  of  his 
Colleagues,  who  seemed  little  inclined  to 
move  in  any  way  without  having  received 
instructions.  That  was  to  say,  that  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  other  European 
Powers  were  more  wise,  and  did  not 
take  any  active  steps  which  might  com- 
promise their  Governments  one  way  or 
the  other.  On  the  25th  of  August,  three 
days  after  the  revolution,  Lord  Iddes- 
leigh  telegraphed  to  Sir  Edward  Thorn- 
ton, in  strong  terms,  to  do  what  he  could 
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in  favour  of  Prince  Alexander's  return 
to  Bulgaria.  On  the  26th  of  August  Lord 
Iddesleigh  telegraphed  to  Sir  Sayiie 
Lumley — 

**  Impress  upon  the  Porte  with  great  earnest- 
ness that  it  would  be  politic  on  their  part,  now 
that  Prince  Alexander  has  recovered  his  free- 
dom, to  summon  his  Highness  to  return  to  the 
Principality  in  order  to  restore  order  there." — 
(/6iVf,p.  101.) 

Then,  on  the  27th,  was  received  the 
first  of  a  long  series  of  snubs  from  the 
Powers  of  Europe  to  this  country.  This 
was  from  the  Italian  Gbvernment,  for 
on  that  day  Sir  Savile  Lumley  wrote 
that  Count  Bobilant  thought  it  desirable 
to  await  the  issue  of  the  meeting  be- 
tween M.  de  Giers  and  Prince  Bismarck, 
which  would  probably  be  followed  by 
some  proposal  if  they  came  to  an  un- 
derstanding. Meanwhile,  Mr.  Condie 
Stephen  was  taking  active  steps  in  fa- 
vour of  Prince  Alexander.  The  Gbvern- 
ment  kept  applying  first  to  one  Power 
and  then  to  another,  and  all  with  the 
same  result.  In  fact,  this  country  was 
the  only  one  in  Europe  which  concerned 
itself  in  any  way  on  behalf  of  Prince 
Alexander.  Prince  Alexander  returned 
to  Bulgaria  on  the  29th  August,  after 
having  wandered  about  Europe ;  and  it 
was  obvious  that  some  non- official  com- 
munications had  taken  p|ace  between 
him  and  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Mr.  Kennedy,  our  Eepresentative  at 
Bucharest,  writing  to  Ijord  Iddesleigh, 
said  that  the  Prince's  chaplain,  who  was 
to  meet  him  at  Lemberg,  would  '^urge 
him  in  the  strongest  terms  to  return 
without  delay."  He  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
supposed  that  Mr.  Kennedy  had  been 
told  to  urge  this,  and  very  likely  other 
means  had  also  been  adopted ;  because 
about  this  time  Sir  Edward  Malet  wrote 
a  despatch  to  Lord  Iddesleigh,  of  which 
only  an  extract  appeared  in  the  Blue 
Book,  in  which  it  was  said  that  Prince 
Bismarck  continued  to  hold  that  the  in- 
terests of  Germany  were  not  primarily 
engaged  in  Bulgaria,  and  that  the  policy 
of  Germany  would  still  be  directed  to 
the  preservation  of  peace.  That  was 
No.  1^32  in  the  Blue  Book.  Then  there 
was  the  despatch  of  Lord  Iddesleigh  to 
Sir  Augustus  Paget  dated  August  30. 
This  despatch  confirmed  the  fact  that 
there  had  been  private  communications 
with  Prince  Alexander.  To  the  Austrian 
Charge  d'Aflfaires,  who  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Prince  was  acting  according 

3fr,  Labouchere 


to  his  own  judgment  or  on  the  advice  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government ;  Lord  Iddes- 
leigh replied  that  the  Government  had 
not  been  in  official  communication  with 
him.  That  was  very  likely  true,  the 
phrase  '^  official  commiinication "  hav- 
ing a  special  meaning  in  the  language 
of  diplomacy ;  but  the  statement  by  no 
means  proved  that  there  had  not  been 
communications.  From  the  despatches 
sent  at  the  time  by  Sir  Frank  Lascelles, 
Mr.  Condie  Stephen,  and  other  of  Her 
Majesty's  Bepresentatives,  one  would 
suppose  that  the  whole  Bulgarian  nation 
were  in  favour  of  the  Prince's  return  to 
the  Throne.  The  Prince  himself,  how- 
ever, told  Sir  Francis  Lascelles  that  the 
military  conspiracy  was  much  more  ex- 
tended than  nad  been  at  first  supposed 
— that  the  Army  was  highly  disorga- 
nized, and  that  he  could  place  no  re- 
liance on  the  civilians.  When  the 
Prince  made  these  statements,  he  re- 
cognizisd  that  it  would  be  impossible  for 
him  to  remain  in  Bulgaria  without  the 
support  of  Eussia,  and  that  Lord  Salis- 
bury was  contemplating  a  course  which 
must  involve  us  in  war.  On  Septem- 
ber 2  Prince  Alexander  wrote  to  tho 
Czar,  saying  that,  as  his  Crown  had 
been  given  to  him  by  Bussia,  he  was 
prepared  to  resign  it  at  her  bidding; 
and  the  Czar  replied,  that  he  could  not 
approve  the  Prince's  return  to  Bulgaria, 
and  that  it  would  probably  result  in 
fresh  disasters.  The  Government  learnt 
on  the  same  day  that  the  Prince  bad 
placed  his  Throne  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Bussian  Emperor,  and  yet  Lord  Iddes- 
leigh sent  aespatches  to  our  Bepresen- 
tatives at  Berlin  and  Vienna,  in  which 
he  said  a  point  had  been  reached  when 
it  was  of  great  importance  Uiat  the 
Powers  should  be  consulted ;  that  it  wqm 
possible,  if  time  were  lost,  other  Powers 
might  take  the  initiative  in  a  sense  un- 
favourable to  what  the  Government 
deemed  to  be  the  real  interests  of 
Europe,  or  that  some  untoward  event 
might  occur  to  cause  confusion.  Lord 
Iddesleigh  then  intimated  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  in  favour  of  supporting 
Prince  Alexander,  and  charged  our  Be- 
presentatives with  the  duty  of  at  once 
consulting  the  German  and  Austrian 
Ministers  for  Foreign  Aff'airs.  It  was 
plain  that  at  this  time  the  Government 
wished  to  enter  into  an  alliance  with 
Germany  and  Austria  against  Bussia, 
the  object  of  the  alliance  being  to  main- 
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tain  Prince  Alexander  on  the  Throne  of 
Bulgaria.  But  the  despatch  did  not 
meet  wHh  very  great  favour  at  the 
Courts  to  which  it  was  addressed.  Oount 
Bismarck  told  Sir  Edward  Malet  that 
Prince  Bismarck  could  not  advise  the 
formation  of  an  alliance  such  as  was 
propoeed  ;  and  tbat  his  opinion  was  that, 
although  Prince  Alexander  had  been 
placed  upon  the  Throne  by  the  Great 
Powers,  it  was  not  incumbent  upon 
them  to  maintain  him  in  his  position 
either  jointly  or  separately.  To  Sir 
Augustus  Paget  Count  Kalnoky  said, 
that  the  Czar's  answer  to  Prince  Alex- 
ander left  no  hope  that  he  would  listen 
to  any  proposal  in  favour  of  the  Prince, 
who,  it  was  also  evident,  would  not  be 
supported  by  Germany ;  that  the  Prince 
was  so  discouraged  and  depressed  that 
it  waa  very  doubtful  whether  he  himself 
desired  to  remain  in  Bulgaria ;  and  tbat, 
in  ^e  circumstances,  the  only  thing  to 
be  done  was  to  await  the  development 
of  events.  This,  however,  was  precisely 
what  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
not  do.  On  September  6,  Sir  Frank 
Lascelles,  who  was  then  in  Bulgaria., 
telegraphed  as  follows — 

**1  am  convinced  that  His  Highnesses  pre- 
seoce  is  likely  to  prevent  disorder,  whereas  his 
departure  would  probably  be  the  signal  for  an 
outbreak  of  aomething  that  would  resemble  a 
civil  war,  which  might  famish  Russia  with  a 
pretext  for  a  milita:^  occupation  of  the  coun- 
try." 

The  Earl  of  Iddesleigh  at  once  tele- 
graphed hack — 

**  I  have  received  your  telegram  of  the  6th 
initant  informing  me  of  a  suggestion  of  l^ince 
Alexander  that  a  European  Commission  should 
he  appointed  to  administer  the  country  on  his 
dep^^re.  The  difficulties  in  which  bo^  Bul- 
garia and  Europe  would  be  involved  through 
the  abdication  of  Prince  Alexander,  are  of  so 
•erious  a  naturethat  Her  Majesty's  Government 
denre  you  earnestly  to  urge  upon  His  Highness 
that  he  should  remain  and  guide  the  country 
through  the  present  crisis.*'— (/^t<f,  p.  138.) 

At  this  time  Mr.  Oondie  Stephen  was  in 
England,  and  he  wished,  with  reference 
to  that  gentleman's  presence  here,  to 
put  the  following  definite  Question  to 
the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
—Did  Mr.  Condie  Stephen  receive  a 
letter  from  Lord  Iddesleigh  addressed  to 
an  eminent  financial  house  in  the  City, 
and  (hd  he  go  with  this  letter  of  intro- 
duction to  the  firm  referred  to,  and  say 
that  it  waa  desirable  that  the  firm  should 
enable  him  to  obtain  for  Bulgaria  a  loan 
ot  £500,000;  and   that,  if  they  could 


obtain  the  loan,  the  Bulgarians  would 
do  their  best  to  prevent  a  Bussian  oo* 
cupation  ?  To  this  question  he  wanted 
a  specific  answer.  On  September  2nd 
Lord  Iddesleigh  had  said  that  he  did 
not  think  that  Eussia  was  especially 
concerned  in  the  afiPairs  of  Bulgaria.  By 
the  8th  of  the  month,  however,  he  must 
have  changed  his  opinion.  Sir  Hohert 
Morier  telegraphed  to  the  noble  Earl  on 
the  7th  an  account  of  an  interview  with 
M.  de  Giers.  The  Bussian  Minister  told 
Sir  Bobert  Morier\  that  he  feared  we  had 
not  calculated  on  the  dangers  and  mis- 
fortunes which  would  certainly  accrue  to 
all  concerned,  and  more  especially  to  the 
Prince,  if  we  succeeded  in  our  enter- 
prise and  restored  him  to  his  Throne. 
But  this  was,  however,  our  concern — 
not  his;  that  Bussia  had  no  intention 
whatever  to  interfere;  that  the  Em- 
peror had  said  so,  and  would  keep  his 
word.  Asked  whether,  if  we  were  to 
succeed  in  restoring  the  Prince,  the  Em- 
peror would  be  likely  to  reconsider  his 
decision,  and  to  become  reconciled  to  his 
kinsman,  M.  de  Giers,  with  unusual 
warmth,  replied  that  this  could  never  be. 

**  I  could  form  no  idea,"  he  said,  **  of  the 
intensity  of  the  hatred  animating  every  class  of 
the  Russian  class,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest, 
against  the  Prince  which  late  events  had  re- 
'"ealed ;  and  of  which  he  himself  had  had  no 
adequate  conception  till  he  had,  as  it  were,  come 
into  bodily  contact  with  it  when  reorossing 
three  days  before  the  Russian  frontier.'* 

He  challenged  disproof  of  the  charge 
that  while  Prince  Alexander  was  in 
Bulgaria  the  Gt)vemment  did  every- 
thing in  their  power  to  induce  him  to 
remain  there  in  defiance  of  Bussia.  On 
September  7th  the  Prince  left  Bulgaria. 
On  the  8th  of  September  Lord  Iddes- 
leigh addressed  a  circular-note  to  Her 
Majesty's  Bepresentatives  ahroad,  re- 
questing them  to  ascertain  whether  a 
communication  from  the  Porte  had  been 
received  by  the  Bussian  Government,  in 
which  the  Great  Powers  were  asked  to 
join  in  an  assurance  to  the  Bulgarian 
Government  that  the  conditions  guaran- 
teed to  Bulgaria  by  Treaty  should  be 
secured,  and  that  no  foreign  interven- 
tion should  take  place  in  the  Princi- 
pality. Lord  Iddesleigh  was  practically 
inviting  the  Powers  to  join  in  a  crusade 
against  Bussia.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment receivJEld  a  severe  snub.  Sir  Au- 
gustus Paget  telegraphed — 

**  The  Austrian  Government  will  place  itself 
in  communication  with  the  other  Powers  ,  but 
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in  the  meantime,  declares  that  it  places  itself 
now,  as  alwaprs,  on  the  basis  of  existing  treaties  ; 
that  there  will  be  no  intervention  whatever  on 
its  part,^  and  that  it  hopes  and  is  persuaded 
there  will  be  none  on  the  part  of  any  other 
Power.  Such  intervention  would  be  contrary 
to  its  views.'* 

M.  de  Freycinet  said  he  had — 

"  Merely  answered  verbally  that  he  could 
certainly  assure  the  Porte  that  France  had  no 
intention  of  intervening.*' 

Mr.  Scott,  the  Charge  d'AfPaires,  tele- 
graphed from  Berlin,  September  9 — 

''  I  have  the  honour  to  report  that  on  the  re> 
ceipt  of  your  lordship's  telegram  of  yesterday's 
date,  inquiring  whether  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment had  received  a  communication  from  the 
Sublime  Porte  on  the  Bulgarian  questions,  and, 
if  so,  what  reply  the  Imperial  Government  pro- 

Sosed  to  make  to  it ;  I  had  an  interview  with 
bunt  Bismarck,  who  informed  me  that  the 
Turkish  circular  in  question  had  been  communi- 
cated to  him  to-day.  HisExcellency  read  it  to  me, 
and  said  that  he  had  given  a  verbal  reply  to  the 
Turkish  Ambassador,  to  the  effect  that  it  did  not 
seem  necessary  for  the  Imperial  Government  to 
return  a  direct  answer  to  the  first  part  of  the 
circular  ;  that,  although  the  fact  had  not  as  yet 
been  officially  notified  to  the  Powers,  Prince 
Alexander  appeared  to  have  already  quitted 
Bulgaria ;  that  the  Sultan  ought  to  be  satisfied 
with  the  distinct  and  satisfactory  assurances 
given  by  the  Russian  Government  that  it  had  no 
intention  of  intervening  in  Bulgaria,  and  Ger- 
many had  certainly  no  such  intention.  With 
regard  to  the  question  addressed  by  the  Porte  to 
the  Powers  generally,  Count  Bismarck  informed 
the  Turkish  Ambassador  that  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment could  not  give  a  reply  without  previ. 
ously  consulting  with  the  other  Powers.  Count 
Bismarck  then  expressed  to  me  his  private 
opinion  that  if  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Porte  to  ask  the  Powers  for  a  joint  assurance 
guaranteeing  the  treaty  conditions  of  Bulgaria 
the  Cliancelior  would  decline  to  give  it,  as  use- 
less, remembering  the  official  interpretation 
placed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  the  case 
of  Luxemburg  upon  the  obligations  of  a  joint 
guarantee  ;  but,  that  he  considered  that  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin,  which,  until  altered  by  general 
consent,  remained  in  full  force,  ought  to  be 
sufficient  security  to  satisfy  both  the  Sultan  and 
the  Bulgarian  .G<)vemment.*' 

Lord  Iddesleigh  having  sent  round  a 
Circular  suggesting  that  some  guarantee 
should  be  given  by  certain  of  the  Powers 
that  Bulgaria  should  not  be  occupied  by 
Russia ;  France,  Germany,  and  Austria 
refused  to  give  any  such  guarantee.  A 
Council  of  Regency  was  appointed  in 
Bulgaria  pending  the  election,  and 
Eussia  sent  General  Kaulbars  thither. 
The  despatches  were  full  of  denunciation 
of  the  action  of  General  Kaulbars.  Our 
consuls  and  agents  seemed  to  consider 
it  their  business  to  interfere  in  every 
way  to  impede  General  Kaulbars.  Eussia 
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denied  the  legality  of  the  Assembly 
which  was  to  be  called  together,  and 
technically  Eussia  appeared  to  have 
been  right,  for  representatives  were  to 
be  sent  from  Eastern  Eoumelia,  contrary 
to  the  stipulations  of  the  Treaty  of  Ber- 
lin. General  Elaulbars  demanded  three 
things  of  the  Bulgarian  Gx)vemment — 
first  the  raising  of  the  state  of  siege; 
secondly  the  release  of  all  prisoners  im* 
plicated  in  the  disturbances  ;  and  the 
postponement  of  the  elections  for  the 
National  Assembly.  The  Bulgarian  Go- 
vernment were  willing  to  concede  the 
first  pointy  but  no  others.  General 
Elaolbars  pointed  out  as  to  the  second 
point  that — 

*'  As  the  present  (Government  was  merely  a 
part;^  GU>vemment,  it  had  not  the  right  of 
judging  Members  of  a  party  politically  opposed 
to  it." 

Then  Lord  Iddesleiffh  on  September  30 
telegraphed  to  Her  Majesty's  represen- 
tatives abroad  another  Circular,  in  which 
he  said — 

<'  The  embarrassment  d  the  sitoaHon  is 
largely  due  to  the  facts  that  the  election  of  a  suc- 
cessor to  the  late  ruler  of  Bulgaria  has  not  yet 
taken  place ;  while,  at  the  same  timC;  not  only 
must  too  ordinary  business  of  administration  b^ 
carried  on,  but  some  questions  of  the  gravest 
importance  must  be  dealt  with,  such  as  that  of 
the  trial  of  persons  charged  with  oomplioity  ia 
the  forcible  abduction  of  Prince  Alexander. 
The  Bulgarian  Foreign  Minister  points  out  that 
the  Government  cannot  comply  with  some^  of 
the  demands  addressed  to  it  by  the  Russian 
Agent  and  Consul  General  without  violating 
the  Constitution  ;  and  it  is  evident  that  the  in- 
fringement of  the  Constitution  at  a  crisis  such  as 
the  present  is  a  serious  matter  and  ought  not  to 
be  resorted  to  without  careful  consideration  and 
a  proved  necessity.  It  appears  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  it  is  very  desirable  that  the 
elections  should  take  place  as  early  as  may  be, 
so  as  to  shorten  the  time  during  which  the  Ad- 
ministration is  weakened  by  the  vacancy  of  the 
throne.  But,  whether  this  be  so  or  not,  they 
are  strongly  of  opinion  that  the  Great  Powers 
should  give  their  earliest  attention  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  country,  and  should  o£fer  to  the 
Bulgarian  Government  such  advice  as  they  may 
think  calculated  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the 
case."— (/*irf,p.  186.) 

Sir  Savile  Lumley,  from  Eome,  tele- 
graphed— 

"The  instructions  which  have  been  sent  to 
the  Italian  representative  at  Sofia  are  of  a  gene- 
ral character— namely,  to  gain  time,  and  to 
avoid  pressing  for  the  elections,  which  cannot 
take  place  until  the  Powers  have  arrived  at  an 
agreement  as  to  the  candidate  to  be  proposed  for 
the  throne  of  Bulgaria." 

Sir  Augustus  Paget  telegraphed,  Oc- 
tober 2— 
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''  Pn  compliance  with  yoar  Lordship's  instnio- 
tioas,  I  have  to-day  communicated  to  Count 
Kalnoky  a  copy  of  your  tele^asa  of  September 
30th.  His  Excellency,  while  agreeing  in  the 
p^eneral  principles  therein  expressed,  is  never- 
thel«is  dlaiDelined  to  give  advice  to  the  Bnlga- 
rian  Oovemment  on  any  specific  point ;  and  re- 
ferred to  M.  Tifisa's  recent  speech  as  being  a 
foil  and  clear  enunciation  of  Austrian  policy, 
vhich  he  believes  would  have  an  effect  at  Sofia 
aswdl  as  ^sewhere.  Count  Kalnoky  went  on 
to  say  that,  in  his  opinion,  things  were  tending 
towards  a  compromise  between  the  Bulgarian 
Government  and  General  Kaulbars ;  and  that 
this  might  possibly  be  marred  by  the  other 
Powers  supporting  the  Bulgarian  Government 
in  oppontion  to  Bussiaa  demands.*'— (ilii^  p. 
189.) 

8ir  Edward  Malet  replied  to  Lord  Iddes- 
leigh,  October  2— 

^I  hare  the  honour  to  inform  your  Lordship 
that  I  have  this  day  addressed  a  note  to  Count 
Bismarck,  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
in  the  words  of  your  Lordship's  telegram  of  the 
SOth  ult.,  stating  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Govemment  in  regard  to  the  state  of  affairs  in 
Bulgaria."— (J^iV/,  p.  191.) 

No  reply  was  erer  recelTed  from  Prince 
Bismarck.  He  refused  to  reply  to  such 
noneense.  He  knew  that  we  were  try- 
ing to  get  up  an  alliance  against  Kussia 
and  to  force  on  a  war  between  Austria 
and  !Rossia,  and  he  would  have  nothing 
to  do  with  it.  About  this  time  Her 
Majesty's  Govemment  appeared  to  have 
fallen  out  with  Turkey.  It  was  mani- 
fest from  Lord  Iddesleigh's  telegram  to 
Sir  William  White,  of  October  11,  that 
Turkey  had,  before  this,  pointed  out 
how  absurd  it  was  for  England  to  take 
up  such  an  attitude  with  regard  to  the 
occupation  of  Bulgaria  by  Bussia,  while 
England  herself  was  occupying  Egypt 
and  threatening  to  remain  there.  On 
October  12,  Lord  Iddesleigh  sent  another 
Circular  to  the  Great  Powers.  In  it  he 
transmitted  copies  of  two  telegrams  re- 
ceived from  Her  Majesty's  .^^nt  and 
CSonsol  General  at  Sofia — 

"The  first  of  these  gives  an  account  of 
distnrhances  caused  at  the  elections  at  Sofia  hy 
a  httoul  of  men  from  the  neighhoaring  villages, 
vho  subsequently  took  refuge  in  the  Russian 
Emhassy,  and  of  the  attitude  of  the  Russian 
Acting  Agent  on  this  occasion.  The  second 
telegram  reports  that  the  Bulgarian  Minister 
for  Foreign  Affiiirs  had  confidentially  addressed 
the  Agents  of  the  Powers,  hogging  that  their 
Governments  would  take  the  anairsof  Bulgaria 
into  immediate  consideration.  I  have  to  request 
you  to  inquire  whether  the  Government  to  which 
you  are  accredited  have  received  information 
similar  to  that  contained  in  Sir  F.  Lascelles* 
telegrams,  and  what  view  they  take  of  the  pro- 
cee<ungB  which  he  reports,  ana  of  the  situation 
deserxbed  in  the  communication  received  from 
the  Bolgariaa  Government.*'— (/M,  p.  203.) 


That  was  to  say,  having  been  snubbed 
again  and  again,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment now  send  another  Circular,  ask- 
ingf — **  Have  you  received  a  certain 
communication,"  which,  of  course,  the 
foreign  Governments  had  received.  Sir 
Augustus  Paget  replied  on  the  ISth — 

^*  I  have  spoken  to  Count  Kalnoky  on  the 
suhject  of  Sir  Fiank  Lascelles'  telegrams  of 
the  previous  day.  The  information  contained 
in  the  first  had  appeared  in  the  puhlic  tele- 
grams here ;  hut  His  Excellency  told  me  that 
he  had  heard  nothing  from  the  Austrian  Agent 
at  Sofia  relative  to  the  request  of  the  Bulgarian 
Government  that  the  Great  Powers  should  take 
the  affairs  of  Bulgaria  into  their  immediate  con- 
sideration, with  a  view  to  putting  an  end  to  the 
interregnum.  Count  K^noky  went  on  to  say 
that  he  was  not  disposed  at  present  to  go  fur- 
ther in  the  way  of  remonstrance  with  the  Rus- 
sian Government  than  he  has  already  done.** — 
{Ibid,  p.  210.) 

The  re^y  of  Italy  was  still  stronj^er. 
Count  Kobilant  said  that  the  Italian 
Government  had  received  information 
similar  to  that  contained  in  Sir  Frank 
Lascelles'  telegrams,  and  added— 

**  As  the  interests  of  Italy  in  Bulgaria  were 
unimportant,  she  would  restrict  her  action 
within  the  Umits  of  the  Berlin  Treaty,  accord- 
ing to  which  the  only  point  now  requiring 
consideration  is  the  election  of  a  Successor  to 
Prince  Alexander.*' 

M.  de  Freyoinet,  replying  on  behalf  of 
France,  said — 

'*  He  would  take  into  consideration  the  views 
of  the  various  Gh>vemments  if  they  were  made ; 
hut  at  present  he  was  in  the  dark,  and  certainly 
could  not  advance  his  views." 

On  the  27th  of  October  the  Assembly 
met.  It  was  then  urged  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Govemment  that  they  were  ex- 
ceedingly anxious  that  this  Assembly 
should  bo  recognized  by  the  Bepresen- 
tatives  of  the  major  portion  of  the  Great 
Powers,  and  that  they  should  go  to 
Timova.  Oadban  Effendi  was  sent  to 
Turkey,  and  in  the  end  England  was 
snubbed  again,  as  she  had  been  through- 
out these  proceedings.  The  Powers  ab- 
solutely refused  to  send  their  Ministers 
or  the  Secretaries ;  and  this  Representa- 
tive Assembly,  which  was  stated  to  be  il- 
legal by  Bussia,  and  which  neither  Austria 
nor  Germany  were  prepared  to  say  was 
illegal,  was  opened  without  any  Bepre- 
sentative  from  England  or  the  other 
Powers.  He  really  felt  for  the  Gbvern- 
ment  at  receiving  these  successive  snubs. 
On  October  20  lK)rd  Iddesleigh  received 
a  despatch  from  Sir  Frank  Lascelles, 
in  which  it  was  stated — 


Digitized  by 


Google 


59      Address  in  Answer  to  the      \  COMMONS  \         QutenU  Speech^Beport       60 


*^  Gadban  Effendi  rotarned  to  Sofia  last  night. 
He  has  applied  to  the  EejroDts  for  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  Convocation  of  tho  great  National 
Assembly  ;  at  all  events,  until  General  Kaul- 
bars,  who  is  expected  to  arrive  at  Sofia  on 
Friday  morning,  shall  have  had  time  to  com- 
municate any  fresh  instructions  he  may  have 
received.  Gadban  Efifendi  has  also  given  it  to 
be  understood  that  Turkey  and  Ilussia  have 
come  to  a  complete  understanding  on  the  Bul- 
garian Question."— (iJ/Vf,  p.  224.) 

One  would  have  thought  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qo7emment  were  ashamed  at  the 
humiliation  of  sending  these  Circulars. 
Not  a  bit  of  it.  On  the  26th  of  October 
another  Circular  was  sent  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Eepresentatives  at  BerlinyVienna, 
Paris,  Eome,  and  St.  Petersburg,  along 
with  which  copies  of  two  telegrams  from 
Her  Majesty's  Charge  d* Affaires  at 
Constantinople  were  transmitted — 

''  Relative  to  an  announcement  made  yester- 
day to  tho  Porte  by  the  Russian  Ambassador 
that  his  (Government  proposed  to  send  two  ships 
of  war  to  Yama  for  the  protection  of  their 
Consul  and  the  Russian  community  at  that 
port.'* 

This  was  a  last  despairing  effort.  The 
only  answer  which  he  had  been  able 
to  find  was  from  8ir  Augustus  Paget, 
dated  Vienna,  October  27.  The  other 
Goyernments  were  tired  of  replying  to 
those  despatches,  and  they  had  evi- 
dently come  to  the  conclusion  to  take 
no  notice  of  them.  Count  Kalnoky, 
having  been  asked  what  view  he  took 
of  the  despatch  of  Bussian  vessels  to 
Varna,  replied  that— 

**  According  to  tho  statement  of  the  Russian 
Government  they  were  small  vessels  sent  for 
the  protection  of  the  C^onsul  at  his  own  request. 
He  did  not,  therefore,  see  what  objections  could 
be  raised,  as  there  was,  no  doubt,  considerable 
excitement  among  tho  population  against  Russia. 
His  Excellency  further  remarked  that  he  did 
not  consider  it  as  a  preliminary  step  to  a  Russian 
occupation  of  Bulgaria,  more  especially  as  any 
such  intention  was  disclaimed  in  the  announce- 
ment made  to  the  Porte  of  the  despatch  of  the 
two  corvettes  to  Varna."— (/*trf,  p.  246.) 

He  had  now  brought  the  proceedings 
down  to  November,  which  was  a  most 
important  date  for  ike  House  to  bear  in 
mind,  because  it  would  be  remembered 
that  Lord  Salisbury  on  the  9th  of  No- 
vember made  a  very  bellicose  speech  at 
the  Guildhall.  On  November  5th  Sir 
Augustus  Paget  telegraphed  to  Lord 
Iddesleigh — 

*'  With  reference  to  the  language  used  by 
Dr.  Smolka,  President  of  the  Austrian,  and 
Count  Tisza,  President  of  the  Hungarian,  Dele- 
gation,  in  their  opening  address  at  Pesth  yes- 
terday, I  have  the  honour  to  report  that  the 
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organs  of  the  Vienna  press  credited  with  en- 
joying official  inspiration  are  seeking  to  at- 
tenuate the  importance  attached  by  public  opi- 
nion to  Dr.  Smolka*8  words^  which  are  regarded 
as  being  of  a  very  inflammatory  character,  and 
all  responsibility  for  them  is  repudiated  on  the 
part  of  the  common  Government.  The  fact  of 
Dr.  Smolka  being  of  Polish  nationality,  and  his 
advanced  age  is,  perhaps,  calculated  to  account 
for  the  tenour  of  his  language,  which  cannot 
fail  to  cause  embarrassment  to  Count  Kalnoky 
at  the  present  juncture.  If  credence  is  to  be 
attached  to  the  information  which  reaves  me 
from  reliable  sources,  the  common  Goyemment 
does  not  yet  contemplate  any  change  in  the 
policy  of  reserve  which  it  has  hitherto  pursued 
in  the  Bolgarian  Question  ;  and  were  it  the  case 
it  seems  highly  improbable  that  they  woukl  so 
suddenly  have  selected  Dr.  Smolka  as  thsir 
mouthpiece."— (/6/rf,  p.  261.) 

A  few  days  afterwards  the  Emperor  of 
Austria  made  a  speech  to  the  Dele- 
gations at  Pesth.  Mr.  Kennedy  sent 
this  account  of  it — 

''This  speech  from  the  Throne  is  somethinf? 
of  a  sedative,  as  compared  with  the  more 
alarmist  crv  sounded,  especially  by  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Hungarian  Delegation,  in  the 
inaugural  addresses,  with  the  substance  of 
which  I  had  the  honour  to  acquaint  your 
Excellency  in  my  previous  despatch  reporting* 
the  meeting  of  the  Delegations.  It  was  re- 
ceived with  applause  by  the  Austrian  Dele- 
gation, particularly  the  passage  expressing: 
hope  for  the  maintenance  of  peace  and  of  the 
interests  of  Austro- Hungary.*' 

Lord  Salisbury  had  these  facts  before 
him,  therefore,  when  he  went  to  the 
Guildhall.  He  knew  very  well  that  he 
had  tried  to  stir  up  a  war  in  Europe  and 
had  failed;  that  Prince  BismarcK  was 
protesting  by  silence  against  his  action ; 
that  Austria  refused  to  have  anything 
to  do  with  it ;  and  that  the  Sultan  had 
come  to  an  arrangement  with  Bussia  in 
regard  to  the  Principality.  Yet  Lord 
Salisbury  went  to  the  Guildhall,  and, 
after  speaking  of  tho  revolution  which 
had  broken  out  in  Bulgaria,  he  alluded 
to  ^'conspirators debauched  with  foreign 
gold"  —  that  was  to  say,  the  gold  of 
Kussia.  He  did  not  think  this  was  fit- 
ting language  to  be  used  in  regard  to  a 
Power  by  a  Prime  Minister  who  was 
anxious  to  maintain  the  peace  of  Europe. 
On  that  occasion  Lord  Salisbury  said — 

**  In  the  present  case  the  immediate  interests 
of  England  are  not  engaged.  In  this  matter 
Austria  is  on  the  look  out.  The  opinion  and 
judgment  of  Austria  must  weigh  with  enormous 
weight  in  the  councils  of  Her  ^Iajesty*s  Govern- 
ment ;  and  the  policy  which  Austria  pursues 
will  contribute  verv  largely  to  shape  the  policy 
which  England  will  also  pursue.*' 

That  was  to  say,  Lord  Salisbury  was 
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urging  Austria  to  go  to  war,  and  here 
he  promised  that  Austria  was  to  decide 
upon  the  policy  of  England— that  if 
Austria  would  only  go  to  war  for  a 
matter  in  which  the  noble  Marquess 
himself  said  the  immediate  interests  of 
England  were  not  engaged,  he  would 
come  to  the  aid  of  Austria,  would  join 
with  Austria  in  a  war  against  Bussia — 
a  war  which  would  very  soon  lead  to  a 
European  conflagration.  There  was 
yery  little  in  the  Blue  Book  about 
Prince  Waldemar's  election  beyond  a 
declaration  that  Eussia  would  not  recog- 
nize it.  In  regard  to  the  election  of  the 
Prince  of  Mingrelia,  a  telegraphic  de- 
spatch from  the  Porte,  dated  Constanti- 
nople, December  3,  said — 

**  The  Bulgarian  people  have  naturally  given 
their  anxious  attention  to  the  queetion  of  the 
vacancy  of  tho  throne  of  the  Principality,  and 
have  already  had  recourse  to  the  Suzerain  Court 
their  eupreme  legitimate  authority,  to  indicate 
a  candidate  to  them  for  election.  Meanwhile, 
the  Imperial  Grovemment  of  Eussia  has  proposed 
to  OS  the  candidature  of  the  Prince  of  Mingre- 
lia,  and  the  Imperial  Government,  having  as- 
certained that  there  is  no  reason  for  declining 
tills  proposal,  has  given  its  adhesion  to  it  with 
a  view  to  a  prompt  settlement  of  the  question, 
hetng  persuaded  that  the  other  Powers  in  their 
torn  will  not  refuse  their  assent"— (Turkey, 
No.  2,  1887,  p.  2.) 

In  a  despatch  to  Sir  William  White 
Lord  Iddesleigh  replied  that — 

'*  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  of  opinion 
that  it  would  he  most  in  accordance  with  the 
coarse  of  procedure  prescribed  in  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin  on  the  occasion  of  the  original  constitu- 
tion of  the  Principality  that  these  deliberations 
should  precede  any  decision  as  to  the  choice  of 
the  new  ruler.  The  accounts  which  have  been 
received  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  g^ve 
reason  to  doubt  whether  the  candidature  of  the 
Prince  of  Ming^lia  would  be  favourably  re* 
ceived  by  the  people  of  Bulgaria.  They  are, 
moreover,  without  information  as  to  the  con- 
ditions on  which  the  Russian  Government 
would  be  ready  to  recognize  his  election,  and 
they  cannot,  under  the  circumstances,  under- 
take to  join  the  Turkish  Government  in  recom* 
mending  the  Prince  at  Sofia  for  election." — 
(iWa,  p.  7.) 

Witii  this  despatch  the  Blue  Book  came 
to  an  end.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  asked  a  question  the  other 
day  as  to  whether  the  despatches  subse- 
quent to  that  date  would  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  The  Under  tiecre- 
taiy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  replied 
that  he  did  not  think  it  expedient  to  do 
so.  He  could  quite  understand  why  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  think  it  ex- 
pedient, and  Aftt  the  CK>vernment  were 


thoroughly  ashamed  of  this  Blue  Book. 
He  could  quite  understand  the  reticences 
in  that  Blue  Book.  He  believed  their 
shame  would  be  greater,  that  they  would 
be  driven  out  of  power,  even  by  the 
Unionists,  if  all  the  despatches  were  to 
be  published.  He  thought  he  had  con- 
clusively shown  that  there  had  been  one 
long  attempt  on  the  part  of  Lord  Iddes- 
leigh and  the  Government  to  stir  up  war 
against  Russia.  ["Oh,  oh!"]  The 
Blue  Book  was  full  of  it,  and  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  when  he 
got  up  a  few  minutes  hence  would  pro- 
bably boast  of  it.  But  whether  or  not 
he  boasted  of  it,  litera  sonpta  manet.  He 
appealed  to  any  Geotleman  of  indepen- 
dent mind,  like  the  rig^t  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby,  whether  he  had 
not  shown  that  the  conduct  of  Her 
Majesty  VGovernment  in  this  matter  had 
been  scandalous  and  even  disgraceful. 
He  did  not  know  why  at  the  present 
time  they  were  to  have  no  more  Blue 
Books.  It  almost  led  him  to  suppose 
that  there  was  a  hidden  reason  for  it. 
Just  as  when  Hanover  formed  part  of 
the  dominion  of  the  King  of  England,  we 
were  perpetually  interfering  in  Germany, 
avowedly  for  the  sake  of  England,  but 
really  for  the  sake  of  Hanover  ;  so  one 
would  really  suppose  that  there  were 
some  sort  of  dynastic  reasons  for  our 
urging  again  and  again  that  this  obscure 
German  Prince  who  had  been  set  over 
Bulgaria  should  remain  there.  Lord 
Iddesleigh,  unfortunately,  was  no  more; 
but  he  had  no  doubt  that  that  noble 
Lord  exercised  some  restraining  in- 
fluence over  Lord  Salisbury.  At  the 
present  time,  Lord  Salisbury  had  no 
such  restraining  influence.  As  Foreign 
Secretary,  Lord  Salisbury  appealed  to 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  as  Prime 
Minister  Lord  Salisbury  gave  every 
decision  in  his  favour.  Therefore,  the 
Opposition  would  not  be  doing  its  duty 
if  it  allowed  these  Blue  Books  to  pass 
unnoticed.  There  was  no  necessity  for 
England  to  engage  in  foreign  wars, 
which,  to  use  the  language  of  Lord 
Salisbury,  had  no  immediate  interest  for 
her.  That  Lord  Salisbury  was  a  very 
able  Minister  he  had  no  doubt,  but  most 
unquestionably,  next  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett),  he  was  the  greatest 
Bussophobe  in  the  whole  world.  He 
seemed  to  have  it  on  the  brain.  It 
would  be  remembered  how,   when  in 
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power  before  with  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
he  squandered  money  broadcast  in 
bringing  over  troops  from  India  in 
order  to  try  to  get  us  into  a  war  with 
Bussia;  and  unless  they  protested  against 
it,  he  would  eventually,  if  we  gave  him 
uncontrolled  power,  force  us  into  a  war 
in  which  we  had  no  concern.  He  pro- 
tested against  these  perpetual  wars  and 
afi^nst  the  Executive  GK)vernment  being 
able  to  force  us  into  a  war  without  con- 
sulting the  House.  Eeaders  of  Mr. 
Greville's  memoirs  would  perhaps  re- 
member that  Lord  Oiarendon  told  Mr. 
(Jreville  that  the  Crimean  war  was 
caused  entirely  by  Lord  Stratford  de 
Bedciiffe,  who  forced  the  war  upon  us. 
What  would  it  have  been  if  Lord  Strat- 
ford de  HedclifiPe,  instead  of  being  Am- 
bassador at  Constantinople,  had  been 
at  once  Foreign  Minister  and  Prime 
Minister  of  England  ?  He  regarded  the 
present  conjuncture  as  a  serious  danger, 
and  in  order  to  acquit  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  that  side  of  the  House  from  the  wars 
which  undoubtedly  would  take  place  if 
Lord  Salisbury's  hand  was  not  checked, 
he  should  divide  the  House  upon  the 
question. 

Db.  CAMEEON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  beg  to  second  the  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  3rd  para^ph,  to  insert  the 
words—**  But,  at  the  same  time,  humbly  to  ex- 
press to  Your  Majesty  that  steps  taken  on  behalf 
of  Your  Government,  without  the  concurrence 
of  the  other  signatories  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin, 
to  prevent  the  abdication  of  Prince  Alexander  of 
Battenburg,  were  not  in  accordance  with  the 
interests  of  this  Country,  and  were  fraught 
with  danger  to  the  peace  of  Europe."— (if r. 
Labouehere.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Manchester, 
N.E.)  said,  he  did  not  think  that  the 
House  woold  expect  that  he  should 
entertain  them  with  so  many  quotations 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouohere)  had  read  from  the 
Blue  Books.  Lengthy  quotations,  he 
thought,  rather  obscured  than  described 
a  policy;  but  the  mind  which  ran 
through  the  whole  course  of  iixe  de* 
spatches  of  the  late  Loid  Iddesleigh 
sufficiently  indicated  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  a  very  diffe- 
rent sense  from  that  in  which  it  had 

Mr.  Labouchere 


been  represented.    He  thought  that  the 
words  applied  by  the  hon.  Member  to 
Lord  Idaesleigh,  whom  he  professed  so 
much  to  respect,  could  not  be  justified, 
and  that  they  would  be  repudiated  by 
the  House  and  the  country.     He  did  not 
think  the  Government  which  succeeded 
to  a  situation  of  difficulty  only  eight 
months  ago  would  require  to   defend 
themselves  from  transactions  whidi  had 
passed  into  a  very  distant  memory.     But 
the  House  would  consider  that  as  no 
answer  to  some  assertions  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  made.     He  had  said  that 
some  statesmen  who  were  now  earnest 
for  the  maintenance  of  Bulgarian  inde- 
pendence tried  hard  to  prevent  it.    Now, 
he  had  himself  occasion  the  other  night 
to  notice  the  exhumation  of  a  like  for- 
gotten calumny.     He  had  not  got  to  go 
far  back  to  remind  the  House  that  this 
accusation  was  dealt  with  by  the  Mar- 
quess of   Salisbury .  only  a  year  ago, 
when  he  pointed  out  that  the  circum- 
stances in  which  he  had  recently  sup- 
ported the  union  of  Eastern  Roumelia 
with  Bulgaria  were  very  different  from 
those  which  prevailed  at  the  time  of  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin .  Lord  Salisbury  pointed 
out  that  at  the  time  of  the  IVeaty  of 
Berlin,  theProvince  of  Eastern  Roumelia 
was  actually  occupied  by  Russian  troops 
— both   Provinces  indeed — and  it  was 
certainly  not  desirable  in  those  circum- 
stances that  another  Province  should  be 
detached  from  the   Sultan's  dominions. 
He  also  pointed  out  that  he  had  himself 
been  an  advocate  for  a  larger  Bulgaria 
than  that  determined  by  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin  ;  and  it  was  only  the  force  of  cir- 
cumstances in  connection  with  the  main- 
tenance of  European  peace  which  ren- 
dered it  at  the  time  undesirable  that 
Eastern  Roumelia  should  be  separated 
from  the  Turkish  Empire,  as  was  pro- 
posed by  Bulgaria,  that  determined  the 
course  adopted  at  the  Congress  of  Berlin. 
But  it  was  a  very  different  thing  when 
the  Bulgarians  had  obtained  so  much 
experience  in  the  art  of  self-government 
and  shown  that  they  were  worthy  of 
their  independence,  and  that  the  time 
had  arrived   when  the  two  Provinces 
might  be  united,  not  only  without  detri- 
ment to  the  Turkish  Empire  but  with 
considerable  security  for  the  maintenance 
of  peace.    He  might  remind  the  House 
that  a  statesman  whom  hon.  (Gentlemen 
and  his  Friends  opposite  professed  to 
support   and   admire,  the   right  hoi^. 
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Jfomber  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  had  himself  expressed  his 
high  satisfaction  with  the  conduct  of 
Lord  Salisbury  in  that  transaction .  [Mr. 
Labouchere:  for  his  repentance.]  They 
might  call  it  what  they  pleasod ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had 
expressed  his  satisfaction  with  the  con- 
duct of  Lord  Salisbury  at  that  time. 
The  hon.  Member  had  framed  a  con- 
siderable indictment  against  Prince 
Alexander.  He  did  not  know  why  the 
Prince  was  the  hon.  Member's  fayourite 
arersion;  but  he  would  have  occasion 
to  notice  that  in  the  hostility  to  Prince 
Alexander  and  the  opposition  to  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government  there 
had  been,  both  by  the  hon.  Member 
and  by  many  who  hod  taken  the 
Bussian  side,  a  great  disregard  of  the 
feelings  and  wishes  of  the  people  of 
Bulgaria.  That  should  never  be  lost 
sight  of  by  those  who  critioized  the 
conduct  of  the  Government.  The  hon. 
Member,  in  referring  to  the  two  par- 
ties in  Bulgaria,  spoke  of  them  as  of 
equal  importance.  The  hon.  Member 
would  probably  maintain  that  the  last 
Election  in  this  country  was  not  decisive. 

tMr.  Labouchebe  :  Hear,  hear !]  Then 
e  was  not  surprised  the  hon.  Member 
should  maintain  that  the  Election  of  the 
Sobranje  was  not  decisive  of  the  public 
opinion  of  Bulgaria.  He  despaired  of 
any  election  carrying  conviction  to  the 
mind  of  the  hon.  Member  as  to  the  feel- 
ings of  the  people  of  a  country  if  the 
enormous  majority — amounting,  he  be- 
lieved, to  nine-tenths  of  the  National 
Assembly — was  not  conclusive  of  the  de- 
sires of  the  people  of  Bulgaria.  With 
regard  to  the  seizure  of  Prince  Alex- 
ander, how  was  it  effected  ?  There  were 
manoeuvres  by  which  the  troops  were 
sent  away  from  the  capital.  Eumours 
were  sot  on  foot  of  an  anticipated  attack 
from  Servia,  and  these  were  successful 
in  denuding  the  place  of  troops.  A  few 
conspirators  had  then  removed  the  Prince 
in  the  dead  of  night,  before  the  people 
realized  the  small  number  of  those  en- 
gaged. The  tables  were  quickly  turned, 
and  despatches  were  sent  off  in  hot  haste 
to  bring  the  Prince  back.  What  sort  of 
removal,  what  sort  of  crisis,  was  that? 
What  had  been  done  was  reversed  within 
three  days.  The  hon.  Member  had 
framed  an  indictment,  partly  out  of 
filae  Books,  but,  to  some  extent,  out  of 
liiis  own   imagination.    He  asked  why 
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Mr.  Oondie  Stephen  was  sent  to  Sofia, 
and  had  described  him  as  a  sort  of 
stormy  petrel  who  was  sent  out  when- 
ever the  Tories  wished  to  offer  offence  to 
Russia.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr. 
Condie  Stephen  had  been  sent  to  Sofia 
by  Lord  Rosebery. 

Ma.  LABOUCHERE  observed,  that 
he  had  objected  to  such  action  on  the 
part  of  any  Government. 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  that, 
at  all  events,  it  was  Lord  Rosebery  who 
had  sent  Mr.  Condie  Stephen  there ;  and 
he  would  never  have  expected  any  sug- 
gestion that  Lord  Rosebery,  who  had 
Med  the  Foreign  Office  with  great  dig- 
nity and  with  great  advantage  to  this 
country,  could  have  sent  him  out  with 
any  sinister  motive.  Mr.  Condie  Stephen 
had  been,  no  doubt,  sent  because  he  was 
a  most  capable  man.  It  was  an  accident, 
as  Sir  Frank  Lascelles  had  happened  to 
be  on  leave,  that  Mr.  Oondie  Stephen 
was  sent  to  Bulgaria  as  Acting  Agent 
and  Consul  General.  An  extraordinary 
accusation  had  been  made  that  Mr. 
Oondie  Stephen  was  to  have  been  sent 
back  to  Bulgaria  if  it  had  not  bean  for 
the  protest  of  a  distinguished  individual. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  had  been  a 
move  upwards  when  Sir  William  White 
had  gone  to  Constantinople,  and  Sir 
Frank  Lascelles  had  succeeded  to  the 
position  of  Minister  at  Bucharest,  and 
Mr.  Stephen  had  gone  elsewhere.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  had 
said  a  good  deal  as  to  the  endeavours 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  pro- 
cure supporters  for  Prince  Alexander 
on  his  return  to  Bulgaria,  and  about 
the  Government  not  having  received  the 
support  which  they  had  expected.  But 
what  was  the  support  which  the  Govern- 
ment directed  their  agent  at  Sofia  to  give 
to  Prince  Alexander?  In  intention  it 
was,  undoubtedly,  a  moral  and  diplo- 
matic support.  The  value  of  this  kind 
of  support  was  in  the  strength  that  lay 
behind  it,  and  in  tiie  material  strength 
of  the  Powers  who  gave  it.  When  Her 
Majesty's  Government  declared  their 
readiness  to  maintain  their  Treaty  obli- 
gations, it  did  not  follow  that  they  were 
to  rush  at  once  into  war.  The  world 
was  governed  by  moral  force,  and  he 
trusted  that  it  would  long  continue  to 
be  so.  But  it  was  the  military  and  ma- 
terial forces  behind  that  moral  force 
which  best  guaranteed  peace.  It  was 
not  the  fact  &at  Prince  Alexander  was 
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to  1)0  supported  against  aa  uprising 
of  his  own  subjects.  There  was  no 
need  for  that,  because  his  subjects  were 
enthusiasticallj  in  his  favour.  The  hon . 
Member  had  referred  to  tfie  state  of 
things  which  Prince  Alexander  had 
found  on  his  return  to  Bulgaria,  and 
had  asked,  how  could  Lord  Iddes- 
leigh  have  urged  him  to  remain  in 
the  face  of  the  amount  of  insecurity 
and  treachery  which .  existed  there 
and  the  opposition  of  the  Emperor 
of  Bussia?  Now,  iu  the  first  place^ 
some  allowance  must  be  made  for  the 
events  immediately  preceding  the  return 
of  Prince  Alexander.  He  had  shown 
himself  a  gallant  and  capable  soldier ; 
but  it  might  be  well  that  his  nerves  had 
bean  shaken  by  the  cruel  treatment 
which  he  had  experienced^  and  that  his 
faith  in  those  who  had  served  him  had 
been  weakened  by  the  disgraceful 
treachery  of  which  he  had  been  the 
victim.  Was  that  a  reason  why  Lord 
Iddesleigh  should  not  counsel  the  Prince 
to  remain  and  to  rely  upon  the  affections 
of  his  subjects?  In  the  very  despatch 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  had  referred 
Lord  Iddesleigh  had  indicated  the  pro- 
bable dangers  to  European  peace  which 
would  be  the  result,  of  Prince  Alex- 
ander's leaving  the  Throne  of  Bulgaria 
empty.  That  agreed  with  the  whole  of 
Lord  Iddesleigh's  despatches  and  aotion, 
by  which  he  held  that  this  country  was 
party  to  the  Treaty  of  Berlin^  under 
which  the  Prince  was  under  the  guar- 
dianship of  the  Powers  who  signed  it. 
Lord  Iddesleigh  had  never  meant,  and 
had  never  in  any  despatch  implied,  that 
this  country  meant  to  assume  an  isolated 
or  special  responsibility  not  shared  in 
common  with  the  other  Powers.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  had  re- 
ferred to  the  speech  of  Lord  Salisbury  on 
the  9  th  of  November,  in  which  the  noble 
Lord  said — 

''  The  rights  of  Bulgaria  ar«  assured  hy  the 
Berlin  Treaty,  the  Treaty  upon  which  the  pre- 
sent peace  of  Soutb-Eaatem  Europe  rests. 
Much  speculation  has  been  used  as  to  the  atti- 
tude which  this  country  would  obserre  with 
respect  to  the  Berlin  Treaty  and  the  violation 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  some,  it  has  received. 
This  country  has  an  intere^  but  it  is  not  an 
isolated  interest.  It  is  a  corporate  interest  In 
combination  with  the  Powers  of  Europe  we 
have  signed  that  Treaty.  There  rests  upon  us 
no  isolated  interest  to  maintain  that  Treaty  if  it 
should  be  broken.  If  the  Powers  of  Europe,  or 
any  considerable  portion  of  the  Powers  of 
Europe,  recognize  the  duty  of  vindicating  the 

Sir  Jamei  Fergusaon 


Treaty  under  any  contingencies  that  may  arise, 
I  am  sure  that  the  English  people  will  not  bo 
backward  in  vindicating  their  duty  also.** 

Not  one  word  had  ever  been  said  or 
written  which  was  inconsisteut  with  the 
declarations  made  on  that  occasion  or  in 
public  elsewhere.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  said  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Cbyernment  had  proposed  to  the 
other  Powers  to  enter  into  an  alliacoa 
against  Russia.  There  was  no  such  pro- 
position to  be  found  in  any  of  these  de* 
spatches,  and  there  was  no  foundation 
for  any  such  report.  Nothing  had  oc- 
curred to  throw  any  doubt  upon  the  good 
faith  of  the  Emperor  of  Eussia,  or  to 
lead  to  the  assumption  that  Bussia  would 
not  fulEl  her  obligations  under  the 
Treaty.  It  was  recognized  that  Hussia 
had  made  sacrifices  for  the  establishment 
of  the  Bulgarian  Principality,  and  it  was 
only  natural  that  tho  country  whick  had 
made  sacrifices  for  a  certain  object 
should  possess  special  interest  in  it.  It 
was  a  remarkable  thing,  in  his  opinion, 
that  when  the  irregular  Opposition  took 
the  line  of  criticism  which  thoy  wore 
now  taking  they  forgot  the  part  which 
had  been  taken  not  long  ago,  in  season 
and  out  of  season,  by  the  distinguished 
Leader  of  the  Liberal  Party  with  regard 
to  the  independence  of  Bulgaria.  In 
what  they  had  done  with  regard  to  se- 
curing independence  under  the  Treaty  to 
the  people  of  Bulgaria  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  only  following  the 
traditional  policy  of  this  country.  Then 
they  had  had  a  specific  charge  brought 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton, 
who  had  said  that  when  Mr.  Condie 
Stephen  had  returned  to  England  he 
had  received  a  letter  from  Lord  Iddes- 
leigh to  a  distinguished  financier  as  to  a 
loan  for  Bulgaria. 

Mr.  LA.BOUCHERE  said,  thai  what 
was  stated  was  that  Mr.  Oondie  Stephen 
had  received  a  letter  of  introduction  to 
a  financial  house. 

Sir  JAMES  PEEGUSSON  said,  he 
could  assure  the  hon.  Member  that 
he  had  consulted  Members  of  the  Ca- 
binet with  regard  to  this  question,  in 
case  it  might  be  something  of  which 
he  was  not  himself  aware,  although 
Lord  Iddesleigh  had  always  treated  him 
with  a  confidence  which  he  could  never 
forffet.  Nobody,  however,  knew  of  any 
such  transaction,  or  anything  approach- 
ing to  it,  ever  having  taken  place.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  never  thought  of 
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interfering  ia  the  negotiations  for  any 
loan,  and  he  gave  the  roost  emphatic 
denial  to  the  rumour  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  referred.    The  hon.  Mem- 
her  had  referred  to  a  despatch  of  M.  de 
Uiers,  as  showing  the  extreme  hatred  of 
Enssia  to  Prince  Alexander.   No  doubt, 
M.  de  Oiers  was  very  frank  in  the  com- 
munication referred  to,  and  it  was  mani- 
fest that  the  public  feeling  of  Bnssia 
was  very  strong  against  tlie  restoration 
of  Prince  Alexand^,.  because  he  had 
gone  against  the  will  of  the  Ozar.     On 
the  other  hand,  Her  MajeMy's  Govern- 
ment desired    that  greater   confidence 
should  be  shown  towards  the  people  of 
Bolgaria ;    but  he  was  glad  to  say  that 
the  negotiations  in  which  the  views  of 
each  Government  had  been  .put  forward 
had     been    conducted    in    a    perfectly 
friendly  spirit,  and  the  Government  of 
the  £mx>eror  had,  more  than  once,  ac- 
knowledged its  sense  of  the  full  con- 
sideration whicli  was  exhibited  by  us  for 
the  peculiar  position  of  Bussta  in  this 
\        matter.     It  was  a  happy  thing  that  Go- 
'         vemments  should  be  able  to  discuss  with 
calmness  questions  upon  trhich  they  en- 
tertained strong  differences  of  opinion. 
With  respect  to  General   Kaulbars,  it 
was  impossible  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment shonld  regard  with  approval 
his  proceedings  in  Bulgaria,  because  he 
appeared  to  act  on  the  assumption  that 
the  wishes  of  the  people  of  Bulgaria 
was  not  the  main  thing  to  be  considered. 
Lord  Iddesleigh's  words  on  that  subject 
would  best  explain  the  attitude  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.    In  the  despatch 
of    October    14  to   Sir   Bobert  Morier 
(No.     430    in    the    Blue    Book)    he 
wrote — 

*'  I  then  went  on  to  say  that  such  language  as 
that  of  Gen<»td  Kaulbars  was  oi>en  to  o^ection 
oa^iro  gromida- firstly,  because  it  taided  to  in- 
tziaidAte  the  Bulgarian  people  in  the  exereise  of 
their  constitutional  duties ;  secondly,  because  it 
wafl  an  aiuumption  of  a  right  on  the  part  of 
Ktutia  to  establish  a  separate  authority  in  Bui- 
gsria,  which  was  an  affront  to  the  other  Powers, 
portiea  to  Um  Treaty  of  Berlin.  I  did  not  know, 
1  mid,  whether  the  language  to  which  I  objected 
was  the  GeneraFs  own,  or  whether  it  was  used 
by  order  of  his  Oovemment.  In  either  case 
I  leH  bound  to  take  exception  to  it."— (26irf, 
^  218) 

Lord  Iddesleigh,  in  another  passage, 
went  on  to  explain  that  as  Ions  as  it  was 
possible  to  maintain  Prince  Alexander 
he  thought  the  wishes  of  the  people  of 
the  countrf  ought  to  be  the  rule  of  our 
ioppoft>  and  he  held  that  the  Bulgarian 


people  were  justiOed  in  resisting  any 
attempt  to  infringe  or  to  interfere  with 
the  regular  working  of  their  Constitu- 
tion. That  was  our  policy  as  described 
by  Lord  Iddesleigh,  and  he  would  be 
surprised  if  the  House  would  condemn 
it.  He  did  not  wish  to  touch  upon  inter- 
national jealousies  and  international 
danffers,  of  which  they  knew  only  too 
much.  Perhaps  the  description  of  such 
a  state  of  things  would  only  tend  to  ag- 
gravate the  position  ;  but  this  he  would 
say — that  the  whole  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Goyemment  had  been  to  main- 
tain peace  in  Europe,  not  only  at  present, 
but  for  the  future,  and  that  would  be 
best  secured  by  adherence  to  the  term*? 
and  obligations  of  Treaties.  He  did  not 
wish  to  detain  the  House  too  long ;  but 
he  must  not  pass  by  without  remark 
some  points  dwelt  on  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  hon.  Gentleman  talked 
about  our  interference  with  Bulgaria. 
But  our  interference  went  no  further 
than  our  legitimate  interest.  He  also 
complained  of  despatches  being  with- 
held. But  it  was  evident  that  when 
a  critical  state  of  things  still  existed 
many  despatches  could  not  bo  conveni- 
ently produced,  because  they  might  tend 
to  create  irritation  between  other  Powers, 
and  it  had  ever  been  the  custom  of  the 
House  of  Oommons  to  excuse  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  for  not  producing 
such.  There  was  no  doubt  that  much 
reserve  was  necessary  if  we  were  notio 
aggravate  evils  which  already  existed, 
and  the  consequence  of  which  we  might 
deplore.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
sneered  at  Prince  Alexander  and  ridi- 
culed the  endeavours  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  maintain  him  on  the 
Throne  according  to  the  wishes  of  the 
people  of  Bulgaria,  and,  after  his  de- 
parture, to  uphold  the  right  of  the 
people  to  a  free  election.  Was  the  hon. 
Gentleman  serious  in  thinking  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ought  to  have 
been  indifferent  to  the  wishes  of  the 
Bulgarian  people?  If  so,  the  hon. 
Member  must  throw  aside  principles 
which  had  often  been  contended  for  by 
the  Liberal  Party,  and  which  were  com- 
mon to  all  this  nation.  The  people  of 
this  country  were  not  indifferent,  nor 
were  they  likely  to  be  indifferent,  in 
such  a  matter.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  asked  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
verement  had  communicated  an  assur- 
ance to  Prince  Waldemar  that  if  electedj^ 
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li )  would  receive  their  support.  He  de- 
nied that  either  to  Prince  Waldemar  or 
to  any  other  candidate  had  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  given  any  anterior 
assurance.  In  every  case  they  gave  the 
same  answer — that  until  the  election  of 
a  Prince  had  taken  place  in  a  Constitu- 
tional manner  and  had  been  submitted 
to  the  Treaty  Powers  they,  as  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  one  of  the  Treaty  Powers, 
could  express  no  opinion  as  to  the  fitness 
of  A  oanaidate ;  but  if  the  people  of  Bul- 
garia were  decidedly  opposed  to  the 
Prince  of  Mingrelia,  they  did  not  think 
that  his  proposal  would  be  wise  or  ex- 
pedient. The  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
whether  there  were  dynastic  reasons 
which  influenced  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Govermeunt?  There  were  no 
such  reasons.  It  would  have  been  un- 
worthy if  there  were.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  intended  a 
covert  sneer  when  ho  asked  such  a  ques- 
tion. He  was  tempted  to  use  a  stronger 
expression,  but  it  might  be  unParlia*- 
mentary ;  and,  therefore,  he  would  only 
say  with  regard  to  the  insinuation  that 
it  was  not  courageous.  It  was  uo  part 
of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  involve  this  country  in  foreign 
difficulties  for  the  sake  of  any  Prince. 
It  would  be  a  blot  upon  the  history  of 
Her  Majesty's  glorious  reign  if  they 
were  ever  to  involve  this  country  in  diffi- 
culties where  neither  her  interests  nor 
her  obligations  were  concerned.  In  the 
whole  history  of  the  affair  it  was  only 
the  question  of  our  national  interests 
and  our  international  obligations  that 
ever  entered  the  mind  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  He  might  leave  the  matter 
there.  He  declared  that  those  attacks 
made  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  absolutely  unK)unded.  It  might 
have  been  that  in  their  desire  to  do  their 
duty  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
not  met  with  the  support  which  they 
thought  they  might  have  claimed  in 
the  circumstances.  But  the  public  opi- 
nion of  Europe  and  the  moral  sense  of 
right  had  been  gradually  developed  in 
an  unmistakable  manner.  The  inde- 
pendence of  the  Bulgarians  had  been 
respected.  They  had  maintained  good 
government  in  their  country  in  a  manner 
truly  surprising  considering  the  difficul- 
ties they  had  to  encounter,  in  a  manner 
which  justified  Europe  for  the  Constitu- 
tion it  had  given  them,  and  justified  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  their  efforts 

Sir  James  Fergusson 


in  maintaining  the  independence  and 
the  Constitutional  rights  of  Bulgaria. 

Me.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  had  done  his 
best,  and  done  it  very  well,  to  put  a 
good  face  upon  the  policy  pursued  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  He  could 
not,  however,  say  that  he  felt  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  either  an- 
swered the  questions  which  tlie  House 
was  entitled  to  ask,  or  wholly  re-assurcd 
their  minds  on  the  points  raised.  There 
was,  nevertheless,  much  in  which  lie 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Bulgarian  people — 
the  admirable  capacity  they  had  shown 
for  self-government,  and  the  general  tem- 
perance, moderation,  and  calmness  they 
had  observed  under  very  trying  circum- 
stances. He  agreed  also  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  what  he  had  said  of 
the  personal  merits  of  Prince  Alexander. 
That  Prince  was  called  to  the  Princi- 
pality of  Bulgaria  at  a  very  early  age, 
and  had  shown  in  the  course  of  his 
career  an  increasing  capacity  for  dealing 
with  the  difficulties  of  the  position  iu 
which  he  was  placed.  He  had  displayed 
not  only  courage  and  firmness,  but  a 
tact  and  judgment  which  would  have 
raised  him  to  a  high  place,  had  he  re- 
mained in  Bulgaria,  among  the  Bulors 
of  Europe.  His  behavioiir  not  only  in 
the  war  with  Servia,  but  in  the  last  crisis, 
when  ho  was  kidnapped  and  carried  off, 
had  excited  sympathy  not  only  in  this 
country,  but  in  almost  every  countrv  in 
Europe.  But  he  thought  there  was  bet- 
ter evidence  of  the  faith  of  the  Bulgarian 
people  in  Prince  Alexander  than  that  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentlem^i  {ap- 
pealed. The  right  hon.  GenUeman' 
must  have  forgotten  that  he  was  not  ad-* 
dressing  an  election  meeting  at  Burnley 
when  he  referred  to  the  opinion  of  the 
people  of  this  country  at  the  last  General 
Election  as  a  solemn  and  final  decision 
of  a  great  issue.  The  popular  majority 
at  that  election  was  but  a  small  one; 
the  confidence  of  Bulgaria  in  Prince 
Alexander  was  manifested  by  a  far 
more  emphatic  and  unanimous  declara- 
tion. As  he  had  before  observed,  he 
agreed  with  much  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  with  regard  to  the 
perEonal  merits  of  Prince  Alexander, 
and  did  not  blame  the  Government  for 
thinking  that  the  continuance  of  Priace 
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Alexander's  authority  in  Bulgaria  offered 
the  best  means  of  securing  the  welfare 
of  that  country.  It  was  fairly  open  to 
them  to  advise  him,  when  he  was  at 
Xiemberg,  to  return  to  his  Principality. 
But  what  he  complained  of  was  that 
some  time  after  his  return,  when  Her 
Majesty's  Government  might  have  seen 
that  the  restoration  of  Prince  Alexander 
was  not  likely  to  produce  peace  in  Bul- 
garia, or  to  bring  about  a  happy  state 
of  relations  between  that  country  and 
Sussia,  they  not  only  urged  the  Prince 
to  remain,  but  they  addressed  two  de- 
spatches to  Vienna  and  Berlin,  with  the 
-view  of  sounding  the  Governments  of 
Austria  and  Germany  as  to  the  view 
tliey  would  take  of  such  a  proposal. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  ought  to 
have  known  beforehand — and,  indeed, 
must  pretty  well  have  known— that 
overtures  of  that  sort  would  not  be 
well  received.  They  invited  a  snub, 
and  tliey  received  a  snub.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gfovemment,  however,  continued, 
after  this  marked  disapproval  by  Ger- 
many and  Austria,  to  insist  on  Prince 
Alexander  remaining  in  Bulgaria  in 
face  of  his  own  unwillingness  to  do  so, 
and  in  face  of  his  telegram  to  the  Ozar, 
and  of  the  Czar's  hostile  reply.  In 
those  respects  he  thought  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Grovemment  had  gone  beyond 
the  path  which  dignity  and  prudence 
marked  out  for  them.  By  the  action 
they  had  taken  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  given  the  Prince  the  worst 
advice  for  himself,  and  had  exposed  this 
country  to  very  serious  risk.  A  country 
that  gave  advice  like  that,  which  was 
not  a  mere  tender  of  friendly  counsel, 
but  a  strong  pressure,  implied  liability 
on  the  Government  which  gave  it ;  and 
ke  believed  Her  Majesty's  Government 
incurred  liability  of  a  nature  which 
-would  have  proved  very  dangerous  had 
not  the  good  sense  and  foresight  of  the 
Prince  himself  made  him  refuse  to  follow 
it.  Now,  what  was  the  nature  of  the 
interest  which  England  had  in  Bulgaria? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  had 
admitted  that  it  was  not  a  direct  one.  It 
was  not  one  which  justified  any  active  in- 
tervention. It  was  a  very  slender  and  re- 
mote interest,  and  it  scarcely  went  beyond 
that  philanthropic  interest  which  Eng- 
land had  in  the  freedom  and  the  peace 
of  a  people  whose  conduct  they  respected 
and  whose  welfare  they  desired.  The 
Ooveraraent  ought  to  have  felt  that  the 


interests  of  our  own  people,  the  lives  of 
our  soldiers,  and  the  revenues  of  this 
country  should  not  bo  risked,  any  more 
than  the  bones  of  Prince  Bismarck's 
Pomeranian  Grenadier,  for  the  sake  of 
interests  so  remote  and  so  distant  as 
those  which  we  had  on  the  Lower 
Danube.  In  truth,  the  policy  in  refer- 
ence to  Bulgaria  had,  during  the  mo- 
mentous month  of  September  last,  an- 
swered to  Lord  Derby's  old  phrase  of 
'^^  meddle  and  muddle."  It  was  a  policv 
which  had  made  no  progress  and  which 
had  borne  no  fruit,  and  which  had  ex- 
posed this  country  to  a  continuous  suc- 
cession of  slights  and  of  disappointments. 
He  was,  however,  inclined  to  complain 
still  more  of  the  speech  at  the  Guildhall 
of  the  noble  Marquess  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury).  That 
speech  had  put  England  into  an  un- 
worthy and  humiliating  position  when 
it  expressed  the  wish  that  wo  should 
follow  Austria,  and  should  be  guided  by 
her  views  and  wishes  in  the  Bulgarian 
Question.  In  the  noble  Marquess's  view 
England  was  to  attach  herself  to  Austria 
as  a  small  boat  is  attached  to  the  stem 
of  a  yacht  and  towed  behind  wherever 
the  larger  vessel  goes.  The  policy  of 
England  ought  not  to  be  determined  by 
that  of  any  one  other  Power  of  Europe, 
and  least  of  all  by  the  policy  of  a 
Power  placed  in  so  difficult  and  critical' 
a  position  as  Austria  undeniably  was. 
He  (Mr.  Bryoe)  objected  to  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Marquess  because  it  was 
derogatory  to  the  dignity  of  England. 
He  was  sorry  to  think  that  the  Ministry 
of  a  Party  which  professed  to  value  the 
dignity  of  England,  and  which  claimed 
to  be  the  exponent  of  a  spirited  foreign 
policy,  should  have  placea  this  country 
in  such  a  humiliating  position.  But  he 
had  another  objection  to  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Marquess.  It  was  a  provo- 
cative speech.  While  it  subordinated 
England's  action  to  that  of  Austriaj  it 
also  said  to  Austria — "  Go  on  wherever 
you  like,  and  we  will  help  you."  It  was 
a  speech  which  thrust  Austria  forward, 
and  endeavoured  to  press  and  urge  her 
nearer  the  dangers  which  she  was 
anxious  to  avoid,  and  thus  it  placed 
England  in  a  position  of  danger  by 
stimulating  Austria  to  a  more  active 
and  menacing  policy,  and  by  promising 
that  this  country  would  support  her  in 
whatever  action  she  might  take.  A 
foreign  newspaper  had  well  said  at  the 
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time  that  Lord  Salisbury  was  Larking 
in  order  that  Austria  might  bite.  What 
had  been  the  results?  There  was  an- 
other Power  which  had  as  much  in- 
terest in  this  matter  as  any  other  Power 
in  Europe,  and  a  greater  influence  over 
its  determination  tnan  any  Power  except 
Eussia.  He  would  be  glad  to  know 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
been  equally  anxious  to  keep  in  touch 
with  that  Power  as  they  were  to  keep  in 
touch  with  Austria.  That  Power  was 
Germany.  He  would  have  thought  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  have 
seen  the  advantage  of  keeping  in  accord 
with  Germany.  It  was  the  great  merit 
of  the  deliverances  of  German  statesmen 
in  her  foreign  policy  that  they  were  not 
afraid  to  speak  their  mind  plainly.  The 
German  Chancellor  had  furnished  the 
most  conspicuous  example  in  recent  times 
of  a  policy  of  distinct  enunciation  of  prin- 
oipl^Sy  and  he  was  inclined  to  believe 
that  much  of  his  success  was  due  to  his 
perfect  frankness  and  candour.  He  did 
not  know  why  we  should  not  be  lust  as 
plain-spoken,  and  state  what  we  thought 
about  the  interests  of  our  counti^  as 
Germany  was  plain  in  stating  her  inte- 
rests. We  had  no  interest  in  going 
into  an  armed  struggle  with  Austria  for 
our  only  ally,  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment know  perfectly  well  that  the 
people  of  this  country  would  not  sanc- 
tion their  doing  it.  But  what  had  been 
the  result  of  the  incitements  used  to 
Austria  by  Lord  Salisbury?  It  was 
clear  that  they  had  obliged  Count  Kal- 
noky  to  use  language,  in  addressing  the 
Delegations  of  the  Austro-Hungarian 
Monarchy,  which  went  beyond  the  point 
to  which  he  would  otherwise  have  gone. 
Then  Eussia  took  offence,  and  Germany 
felt  the  dangers  of  the  situation.  Prince 
Bismarck  could  not  afford  to  allow  Aus- 
tria to  embroil  herself  in  a  quarrel  with 
Eussia,  because  there  were  perils  on 
another  frontier  of  Germany  which  in 
that  event  would  show  themselves. 
Therefore,  it  was  probable  that  many 
of  those  alarms  to  the  peace  of  Europe, 
which  had  caused  such  deep  concern 
to  every  Member  of  the  House,  were 
due  -lo  the  unfortunate  impulse  which 
prompted  the  unwise  utterance  of  the 
noble  Marquess.  The  interpretation 
which  was  placed  on  the  Uiiildhall 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  was  clear 
from  an  article  which  appeared  in  The 
Times  the  next  morning,  which  stated 

Mr,  Bryce 


that  if  Austria  was  compelled  to  come 
to  conflict  with  Eussia  with  respect 
to  Bulgaria  she  would  not  be  left  with- 
out the  support  of  England.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  accused  the  Government  witli 
wanting  to  stir  up  war  with  Eussia; 
but  he  entirely  acquitted  the  Govern- 
ment of  any  such  intention.  He  fully 
believed  that  they  desired,  according  to 
their  lights — which  might  sometimes  be 
very  faint  lights— to  preserve  peace ; 
but  that  they  had  been  following,  so 
far  as  Eussia  was  concerned,  a  policy  of 
brag.  They  had  been  under  the  im- 
pression that  there  wasa necessary  and 
deep-rooted  hostility  between  this  coun- 
try and  Eussia  by  seeking  to  alarm  and 
worry  Eussia—an  impression  entirely 
unfounded — and  they  had  acted  accord- 
ingly. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  said  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment endeavoured  to  induce  the  Powers 
to  fulfil  their  Treaty  obligations  by  pro- 
mises of  moral  support.  He  did  not 
know  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  by  moral  support,  nor  huw  far 
he  meant  to  convey  that  these  Treaty 
obligations  were  obligations  which  Eng- 
land was  hound  to  enforce,  even  though 
those  who  were  equally  narties  to  them 
declined  to  act.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  anxious  to  give  moral  sup- 
port and  all  that  that  implied.  In  tho 
last  resort,  support  to  those  who  relied 
on  tho  promises  of  a  great  Power  took 
the  form  of  battalions  of  men.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  sought  to 
push  first  Prince  Alexander  and  then 
Austria  on  by  their  moral  support  to  a 
position  in  which  they  might  have  de- 
manded the  physical  support  of  this 
country,  and  tnen  it  would  have  turned 
out  that  this  country  was  unwilling  to 
give  them  any  such  armed  aid.  In 
carrying  out  the  concert  of  Eurojpe  it 
was  highly  desirable  that  the  Ministers 
of  this  country  should  use  no  language 
implying  that  they  would  give  more 
than  they  knew  the  people  of  this 
country*  would  sanction.  With  regard 
to  the  actual  state  of  affairs,  he  (Mr. 
Bryce)  felt  a  great  difficulty  in  saying 
anything,  because  they  had  no  infor- 
mation on  the  subject — no  despatches 
coming  near  to  the  present  time.  He 
would  quite  admit  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  might  havo  strong  reasons  for 
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not  giving  the  House  (he  despatches  up 
to  date,  nor  would  he  press  for  them ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  Ihey  ought  to 
have  something  more  distinct,  something 
raore  explicit  from  the  Government  than 
they  bad  received  with  regard  to  their 

f  resent  attitude  and  fiitnre  policy.  The 
Touse  ought  toknow  whether  the  policy 
of  the  (Jovemment  was  btill  that  of  the 
Guildhall  speech,  and  whether  it  was  a 
policy  of  relying  upon  Austria  and 
Austria  alone. '  The  House  ought  to 
know,  in  other  words,  whether  it  was  a 
policy  of  humbly  following  Austria  and, 
at  the  same  time,  speaking  so  as  to  pro- 
voke a  conflict  between  her  and  Kussia, 
or  whether  it  was  a  policy  strictly  limited 
to  the  maintenance  of  such  obligations 
and  interests  as  the  other  signatory 
Powers  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlm  were 
prepared  to  maintain  against  any  Power 
attempting  to  violate  them,  and  con- 
ducted with  full  conECiousness  of  the 
fact  that  the  interests  of  England  Xrere 
not  fi(uch  as  to  warrant  armed  interven- 
tion in  these  East  European  disputes. 

The  FIRST  LOED  of  toe  TEEA- 
8TJRY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Sir,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  jnst  sat  down  (Mr.  Bryce),  and 
who  but  a  few  months  ago  held  the  re- 
sponsible position  of  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  is  very  well 
aware  that,  in  speaking  of  foreign 
affairs,  a  Minister  undertakes  a  respon- 
Btbility  which  extends  beyond  the  coun- 
try with  which  he  is  identified.  The 
lion.  Gentleman,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  has  made  certain  appeals  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  Be  wants  to 
know  whether  it  is  our  intention  to  lead 
on  Austria— to  push  Austria  into  the 
dtscharge  of  duties  which  he  implies 
Austria  is  unwilling  herself  to  discharge, 
in  order  to  bring  about  a  disturbance  of 
the  peace  of  Europe.  Sir,  nothing  can 
be  more  baseless  than  the  suggestion 
that  that  is  any  portion  of  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  never,  in  any 
utterance  which  they  hate  made,  in  any 
letter  or  despatch  which  they  have 
written,  in  any  suggestion,  laid  them- 
ElJves  open  to  the  charge  which  the  hon. 
Member  suggests.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Mar- 
qoess  the  Pritne  Minister  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  at  the  GuildhaU.  What 
/jio    noblo   Marquess  say  ?     Ho 


0r^ 


"  This  country  has  an  intorcat,  but  it  is  not 
an  isolated  interest.  It  is  a  corporate  interest 
in  connection  with  the  Powers  of  Europe  who 
havo  signed  that  Treaty.  There  rests  upon  us 
no  isolated  duty  to  vindicate  that  Treaty  if  it 
should  be  broken.  If  the  Powers  of  Europe,  or 
any  eonsfiderable  portion  of  the  Powers  of 
Eorope^  reoognno  the  duty  to  Tiadk»te  the 
Treaty  under  any  conUngencies  that  may  arise, 
I  am  sure  the  English  people  will  not  be  back- 
ward to  recognize  their  duty." 

Does  that  imply  that  Austria  alone  is  to 
be  pushed  backward  by  the  little  boat 
that  is  being  towed  at  her  stem  to  un- 
dertake the  liabilities    which    Austria 
hereelf  is  not  willing  to  discharge  ?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  suggested  that  Austria 
was  the  big  boat  on  the  river,  and  was 
being  pushed  forward  by  the  little  boat 
towed  to  her  stern.     We  are  supposed 
to  push  on  Austria  to  undertake  liabili- 
ties which  she  herself  is  not  willing  to 
discharge.     There  was  one  other  refer- 
ence to  Austria  in  this  speech,  and  it 
was    simply  to    this   eflfect — that    un- 
doubtedly Austria  had  a  very  great  in- 
terest, and  a  much  stronger  interest  than 
this  country  has,  in  the  events  which 
were    progressing  in    Bulgaria.     Un- 
doubtedly she  had  a  much  stronger  in- 
terest; and,  therefore,  an  opinion  and 
expression '  of   feeling  on  the  part  of 
Austria  would  weigh  considerably  with 
Her  Majesty's  Government.    The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  good  enough  to  ex- 
press great  sympathy  and  interest  with 
the    Bulgarian  nationality.      "What  is 
really  the  charge  against  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ?    We  were  right  up  to  a 
certain  point;  we  were  right,  so  far  as  I  ( 
can  gather  from  the  hon.  Gentleman,  up 
to  the  period  of  the  intention  being  ex- 
pressed by  Prince  Alexander  to  abdi- 
cate, and  that  we  were  wrong  to  use  our 
influence  to  persuade  him  if  we  could — 
a  moral  influence  only — never  in  any 
one  instance  backed  by  the  promise  of 
any   mateiial   support  —  a    moral    in- 
fluence to  induce  him   to    remain    in 
the   positioh    to    which    he  had   been 
callea  by  the   voice  of  the  people    of 
Bulgaria,   a  position  which  had   been 
ratified  by  the  concurrence  of  the  Powers 
of  Europe  under  Treaty,  and  in  which 
he  was  approved  and  supported  by  the 
Porte,  the  Suzerain  .Power.     What  is 
tlie  charge  against  Lord  Iddesleigh  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government?    It  is  that 
they  persisted  in  insisting  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Prince,  and  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  people  of  Bulgaria,  that 
he  should  remain.    Wo  were  told  that 
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we  did  wrong  because  the  other  Powers 
would  not,  or  did  not,  sustain  the  opi- 
nion and  concur  in  the  view  which  Her 
Majesty's  Oovernment  expressed.  But 
it  is  alleged  against  us  that  we  have 
submitted  England  to  a  rebuff  and  to  a 
humiliation,  because  we  did  not  go  about 
in  the  first  instance  to  ascertain  what 
the  other  Powers  of  Europe  would  say 
on  a  matter  of  this  kind,  and  because  we 
had  the  temerity  to  express  an  opinion 
without  having  first  of  all  gone  to  them 
and  asked  whether  it  was  an  opinion 
which  they  would  sustain  and  support. 
It  is  a  rebuff  because  we  have  given  an 
opinion  which  we  believe  was  a  sound 
one,  and  which  we  believed  would  be  to 
the  advantage  of  that  country  itself  and 
was  consistent  with  the  public  honour 
and  with  the  interests  of  Europe.  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  the  results 
have  not  justified  the  opinion  which  we 
expressed?  Have  not  the  withdrawal 
of  Prince  Alexander  and  the  circum- 
stances which  accompanied  it  brought 
about  a  condition  of  affairs  which  cer- 
tainly is  not  one  that  tends  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  Europe  or  the  security  of  the 
peace  of  Europe — a  condition  of  affairs 
which  might  nave  been  averted — I  do 
not  say  it  would  have  been  averted— if 
Prince  Alexander  had  seen  his  way  clear 
to  remain  in  Bulgaria?  Another  remark 
has  been  made  oy  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  which  I  must  take  exception.  He 
said  that  wo  have  no  interest  in  Bul- 
garia. He  said  that  our  interests  there 
were  slender  and  remote,  and  purely 

Ehilanthropic.  But  that  is  not  the 
tnguage  that  was  used  some  years  ago 
when  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria  was  a  rebel 
against  the  Turks.  I  say  that  this  coun- 
try, when  it  has  put  its  signature  to  a 
solemn  Treaty,  has  an  interest  which  it 
may  not  be  its  duty  to  maintain  by  force 
of  arms ;  but  it  has  an  interest  in  seeing 
that  these  Treaty  obligations  are  ob- 
served, and  in  maintaining  the  public 
faith  of  Europe.  I  say  that  it  is  our 
duty  to  concern  ourselves  with  any 
affair  to  which  we  are  bound  by  Treaty, 
and  in  which  the  public  faith  of  this 
country  is  concerned.  More  than  that 
we  have  not  said,  and  further  than 
that  we  have  not  gone.  Well,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  suggested  that  there 
is  not  the  complete  and  perfect  un- 
derstanding that  he  could  desire  to 
see  existing  between  this  country  and 
Germany.    I  assure  him  that  his  view 
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is  entirely  incorreet,  and  that  I  can 
satisfy  him,  at  all  events,  on  that  point. 
But  I  must  say  one  word.  I  had  hoped 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House  who  were  in  an  official  and  re- 
sponsible position  would  have  recognized 
at  least  this  one  thing — ^that  it  is  the 
duty  of  Governments  to  endeavour  to 
preserve  continuity  in  our  foreign  rela- 
tions, to  endeavour  to  present  as  a  people 
a  united  face  to  Europe  in  moderation, 
in  judgment,  and  in  good  faith.  That 
is  the  object  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  now  in  view.  We  have  not  re- 
versed any  one  of  the  steps  which  were 
taken  by  our  Predecessors  in  the  Foreign 
Office — ^not  a  single  one.  We  had  no 
reason  to  do  so.  We  have  followed  pre- 
cisely in  the  lines  that  were  laid  down, 
and  with  which  general  approval  has 
been  expressed  in  the  country  at  large. 
But  I  wish  to  say  to  the  House,  and  to 
the  country,  that  language  held  lightly 
about  foreign  affairs  in  the  East  of 
Europe  at  this  moment  is  language 
which  is  not  to  be  oommended,  and  is 
not  in  the  least  patriotic.  We  feel  that 
the  responsibility  of  affairs  at  this  mo- 
ment is  great.  We  are  clear — we  are 
open — in  the  language  we  hold  as  to  tho 
policy  which  we  advocate,  and  which  we 

Eursue.  There  is  no  difference  of  any 
ind  whatever.  We  are  aiming  at  pre- 
serving the  peace  of  Europe.  We  aim 
at  discharging  the  duties,  preserving 
the  interests,  and  fulfilling  the  obliga- 
tions of  this  country ;  and  if  we  are  asked 
to  particularize  we  tell  you  what  we  said 
on  the  first  night  of  the  Session  with 
reference  particularly  to  Bulgaria.  Tho 
instructions  which  have  been  given  to ' 
the  Diplomatic  Bepresentatives  of  Her 
Majesty  are,  first  of  all,  that  they  shall 
have  regard  to  tho  Treaty  obligations  of 
this  country ;  next  that  their  aim  shall 
be  to  maintain  and  preserve  the  liberties 
of  the  people  which  those  Treaty  obliga- 
tions were  intended  to  conserve;  and, 
last  of  all — I  do  not  wish  to  put  it  in 
invidious  terms  —  that  the  susceptibili- 
ties and  interests  of  Russia  shall  be  ob- 
served with  all  due  regard  to  these  two 
preceding  conditions.  These  are  the 
views  with  which  we  still  maintain  any 
negotiations  and  any  transactions  which 
we  may  have  with  reference  to  that  part 
of  the  world.  We  have  nothing  what- 
ever to  be  ashamed  of  in  the  course  we 
have  pursued.  Wo  are  perfectly  pre- 
pared to  give  a  good  account   of    tho 
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coarse  we  have  taken  in  our  deal- 
ing with  Foreign  Powers ;  but  we  have 
regard  to  the  interests  which  are  im- 
posed upon  U8  by  negotiations  with  other 
Powers;  and  to  their  susceptibilities 
and  our  relations  and  obligations  to 
them,  and  we  cannot  at  the  present  mo- 
ment give  any  further  information  of 
that  kind  to  the  House. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  (Derby) : 
Sir,  if  this  debate  has  no  other  eO'ect 
than  that  of  having  elicited  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gfentloman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr,  W.  H. 
Smith),  it  is  entirely  justified.  I  agree 
with  eTorything  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  eaid  as  to  the  responsibility  of 
using  lightly  language  with  reference  to 
foreign  affairs  in  critical  circumstauces. 
It  is  because  I  believe  that  the  rash  and 
mischievous  language  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Prime  Minister  (the  Marquess 
of  Salbbury)  has  been  the  cause  of  all 
the  disturbance— the  main  cause  of  all  the 
disturbance  which  has  since  occurred — 
that  I  agree  with  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  It 
was,  therefore,  desirable  to  elicit  that 
which  I  regard  not  as  an  explicit,  but  a 
substantial,  disavowal  of  the  policy  of 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury).  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury — 
who  is  a  man  of  peace,  and  uses  very 
sensible  language  in  regard  to  foreign 
afiioirs — ^had  been  select^  instead  of  the 
nobl«  Marquess  to  speak  at  the  Guild- 
hall on  November  9,  Europe  would  be 
in  a  far  more  peaceful  condition.  He 
ia  not  a  man  of  brag,  and  does  not  think 
It  necessary  to  pose  before  the  world  as 
a  great  master  of  spirited  foreign  policy, 
who  afterwards  runs  away  from  his 
valiant  declarations.  What  we  complain 
of  in  the  Guildhall  speech  is  what  wo  be- 
lieve was  the  substance  of  it.  The  noble 
Marquess  referred  to  the  circumstances 
under  which  this  country  would  go  to 
war,  and  said  we  only  went  to  war  when 
we  had  Allies ;  and  he  pointed  his  mean- 
ing by  referriDg  to  the  Eussian  advance 
on  Adrianople  in  1 829,  to  the  Crimean 
War,  and  to  the  action  of  the  late  Earl  of 
Beaconsfield's  Government  in  1878.  He 
then  said  it  was  not  an  isolated  question 
ferns;  and^  having  shown  that  the  ques- 
tion oi  peace  or  war  for  us  depended 
on  whotiiev  or  not  we  had  Allies,  where 
M  he  indicate  we  should  find  Allies  ? 
Speaking' of  the  peace  of  Europe,  and  the 
TfeJ^y  of  Berlin,  he  made  not  one  single 


allusion  to  Germany.  Who  is  the  Power 
who  is  interested  in  this  matter,  and  who 
is  to  take  the  lead  ?  I  do  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  criticisms  upon 
my  hon.  Friend's  (Mr.  Bryce)  illustra- 
tion of  the  point  was  justified.  If 
you  say  to  a  man,  **  You  go  on,  and  I 
will  follow,"  it  is  very  likely  you  may 
induce  him  to  go  on ;  and  that  is  pre- 
cisely the  course  taken  on  this  occasion. 
What  are  the  words — **In  this  matter 
Austria  is  on  the  look  out."  Well,  I 
suppose  we  were  on  the  look  out  too, 
and  so  were  Germany  and  Eussia  and 
everybody  else — 

*'  Bot  the  opinion  and  judgment  of  Austria 
most  weigh  with  eoormous  weight  in  tho  Coun- 
cils of  Her  Maje8t^'*s  Government,  and  the 
policy  which  Austria  pursues  will  contrihuto 
very  largely  to  shape  the  policy  of  England.** 

What  does  that  mean  ?  It  means  that 
if  Austria  came  to  issue  with  Eussia, 
England's  policy  would  be  shaped  by 
that  of  Austria.  I  say  that  is  both  a 
humiliating  and  a  dangerous  policy. 
Supposing  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria,  acting 
on  your  advice,  had  remained  where  he 
was,  would  not  England  have  been  in  a 
dangerous  position  ?  l?upposing  Austria 
had  come  to  issue  with  Eussia,  We  should 
have  been  in  the  position  of  having  in- 
duced Austria  to  put  herself  in  a  posi- 
tion of  great  peril.  If  you  had  attempted 
to  give  effect  to  the  Guildhall  speech, 
you  would  not  have  remained  the  Go- 
vernment of  England  24  hours.  Prince 
Bismarck  knew  that  if  he  were  to  take 
the  part  of  Austria  it  would  bring  him 
into  conflict  with  Eussia  and  France. 
He  was  determined  that  no  such 
calamity  should  occur.  He  said  to 
Austria — '^I  will  not  have  this;  I  will 
not  have  you  pushed  on  by  the  Guild- 
hall speech,  and  this  Anglo-Austrian 
Alliance  shall  not  be  a  peril  to  Europe." 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Quote  his 
words. 

Sir  WIUJAM  HAECOUET :  That 
is  exactly  what  I  want  to  do,  to  quote, 
and  that  is  why  I  have  asked  for  the 
correspondence  with  Austria,  Eussia, 
and  Germany,  which  followed  the  Guild- 
hall speech.  I  want  to  know  what  has 
followed  upon  this  offer  of  England  to 
shape  her  policy  according  to  the  policy 
of  Austria  ?  It  is  that  which  has  more 
disturbed  Europe  than  anything  that 
has  happened.  It  was  a  most  invidious 
statement.  It  was  invidious  towards 
all  the  other  Powers  who  wero  Pnities 
to  the  Treaty  of  ^^MStb^^O^el^lE 
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could  be  more  dangerous  or  inconsistent. 
The  statements  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  and  of  the  right  hon.  Geotle- 
man  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
AflPairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson),  how- 
ever, happily  show  that  the  Q-ovem- 
ment  have  retired  altogether  from  the 

r)ch  of  the  noble  Marquess  at  the 
IdhalL  The  very  object  of  this  de- 
bate is  to  make  it  plain  that  they  have  so 
retired.  That  speech  was  an  ablolute 
contradiction  of  everythiug  that  has 
been  said  in  this  debate  by  the  Oovem- 
ment  to-night.  I  sincerely  hope  that 
the  policy  of  the  Guildhall  speech  is 
abandoned.  It  is  a  most  dangerous  and 
mischievous  policy,  and  during  the  last 
t^ree  months  it  has  done  infinite  harm 
in  Europe,  and  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  now  have  an  assurance  that  it  is 
totally  and  finally  abandoned.  It  has 
been  for  years  the  weakness  of  the 
policy  of  the  noble  Marquess  that  he 
has  always  been  hankering  after  an  ex- 
clusively Anglo- Austrian  alliance.  It  is 
what  he  culs  ''Glad  tidings  of  great 

joy." 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  A  German  and 
an  Austrian  alliance. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  If  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquees  of  Salis- 
bury) meant  a  German-Austrian  Alli- 
ance, I  hope  that  the  next  time  he  goes 
to  the  Guildhall  he  will  remember  to  put 
the  word  ^*  Germany  "  into  his  speech. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  These  were  the 
very  words  he  used.  He  spoke  of  an 
alliance  between  Germany  and  Austria 
as  being  **  Glad  tidings  of  great  joy.'* 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  I  am 
speaking  of  the  Guildhall  speech  in 
November  of  last  year,  and  the 
marked  omission  of  any  reference  to 
Germany  was  most  mischievous  and  in- 
jurious. There  was  nothing  more  mis- 
chievous than  the  omission  of  any  notice 
of  the  interests  of  Germany.  I  have 
nothing  whatever  to  say  against  the 
principles  of  the  policy  now  stated  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  If  he  would 
withdraw  all  that  language  about  the 
possibility  of  war  depending  upon  the 
Alliance  they  might  succeed  in  securing ; 
if  he  would  say  that  England  would  act, 
not  according  to  the  views  of  Austria 
specially,  but  in  the  views  of  all  the 
Powers  of  Europe  generally — including 
Russia— for  I  am  speaking  without  any 
of   that  unworthy  jealousy  of  Russia 
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which  has  done  so  much  mischief  to  this 
country — and,  acting  in  the  interests  of 
the  liberties  of  all  the  Powers  of  Europe, 
more  especially  of  the  weak  and'  the 
strufrgling  Powers ;  if  that  be  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  €h)vemment,  I  think 
we  may  even  condone  the  humiliations  of 
this  Blue  Book,  which  exhibits  England 
going  hat  in  hand  round  Europe,  and 
having  her  proposals  rejected  by  every 
Power.  The  sagacious  proposals  of  our 
Foreign  Office  have  been  rejected  by 
every  CkanetlUrie  in  Europe.  This  was 
not  pleasant^  but  it  was  wholesome,  and  I 
hope  that  in  future  the  Government  will 
not  go  about  exposing  themselves  at 
evevy  Court  in  Europe.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  sent  three  or  four  Circulars 
to  afl  the  Powers  of  Europe,  and  all  of 
them  were  sent  back  endorsed  ^'  Decliiied 
with  thanks."  That  is  the  Bhie  Book 
which  is  laid  upon  the  Table  by  this 
*' spirited  foreign  policy  (Jovernment." 
I  hope  that  the  Government  will  return 
to  a  more  sober  state  of  mind,  and  tliat 
they  will  pursue  the  great  interests  of 
peace  by  methods  which  are  more  likely 
to  succeed. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  thb 
DUCHY  OF  LANCASTER  (Lord  John 
Mannebs)  (Leicestershire,  E.) :  Sir,  the 
great  schoolmaster  has  just  spoken  and 
the  uneducated  and  ignorant  lads  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  receive  with  humble 
submission  the  lesson  and  advice  which 
has  been  so  kindly  tendered  to  them. 
But  whether  the  speech  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  has  delivered  is 
likely  to  be  productive  of  good  and  bene- 
ficial results  in  Europe  remains  to  be 
seen.  Perhaps  it  may  be  that  at  all  the 
Foreign  Courts  of  Europe  a  more  correfet 
estimate  is  formed  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  of  his  influence  in  this 
country  than  is  formed  by  his  Friends  in 
this  House.  I  think  that  the  exhibition 
we  have  witnessed  to-night  will  prevent 
the  unpatriotic  sentiments  to  which  we 
have  been  listening  from  being  produc- 
tive of  any  ill  result  in  any  capital  of 
Europe.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  has  delivered 
an  oration  which  consisted  mainly  of 
very  long  extracts  from  the  Blue  Books, 
with  comments  and  glosses  of  his  own. 
I  rather  wondered  what  is  the  nkotive 
which  induced  him  to  stay  our  proceed- 
ings in  order  to  make  that  oration.  The 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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McD>ber      for     Derby     ex[laiDS      the 
mjeterj.     No  doubt  it  was  to  enable 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  to  discharge 
liimself  of  that  venom  against  the  noble 
liaxquess  the  Prime  Minister  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  which  has  so  long 
possessed  his  soul.     Why,  Sir,  there  was 
many  a  more   convenient  opportunity, 
even  darin|(  this  present  Session,  for  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  to  make  his  charge 
and   his    oomplaints  agaiost  the  noble 
Marquess.      May  I  a^  him,  for  instance, 
why  he  did  not  deliver  that  speech  on 
the    27th    of  January,  when  the  right 
hon   Gentleman  who  occupies  the  most 
important  and  powerful  position  ^n  the 
other  side  of  the  Houss— the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  {Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone) — ^touched  on  the  Bulgarian 
question  and  the  deposition — as  it  has 
beeA    called — but    which  we   call   the 
kidnappinic  ^  Prince  Alexander  ? 

Sir  ^WTLI/IAM  HAKOOUET  :  I  had 
not  irot  the  Papers. 

LOBD  JOHN  MANNERS  :  I  beg  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  Has 
he  been  con6mog  his  observations  to  the 
Blue  Book  ?  I?  he  thinks  he  did,  I 
shall  qnote  the  observations  of  the  rifrht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  who  spoke  on  the  27th  of 
January  without  the:  Blue  Book.  This 
is  what  the  riiic^t  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  fbr  Mid  Lothian  said  upon  that 
occasion  and  upon  that  question — 

*'  On  the  qiieetion  of  foreign  policy  I  am 
booBd  to  say  that,  as  far  as  I  know,  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  now  the  Foreign  Secretary,  and 
the  late  tord  Iddealeigh,  as  Foreign  Secretory, 
hare  taken  jnst  views  of  the  position  of  the 
recently  emancipated  races  in  the  Balkan  Penin- 
sula, and  of  the  reciprooal  obligations  between 
them  and  the  Porte.  Yet  th^  was  a  speech 
deliTer«d  by  Lord  Salisbury,  at  the  Gnildhall, 
vhibh  raised  in  many  minds  some  apprehension, 
and  appeared  to  lay  a  foundation  for  the  ques- 
tion whether  it  was  trae  that  we,  in  onr  ncgotia- 
tiona  upon  the  politics  of  the  Balkan  Peninsnla, 
had  indicated  to  one  particolsr  Foreign  Powor 
that  if  she  were  disposed  to  take  a  particular 
eonrae,  and  that  course  led  to  a  conflict  with  any 
Pow«r,  we  should  be  prepared  to  range  ourselves 
on  her  side.  I  ahall  not  enter  into  any  discus- 
sion el  that  matter.  I  makeno  assertion  beyond 
the  fact  that  such  was  the  idea  conveyed  to 
many  minds,  and  I  simply  express  the  hope 
that  upon  that  subject  we  shall  receive  assur- 
ances from  Her  Hajesty*s  Government  in  the 
eonrse  of  this  debate  which  will  entirely  remove 
any  «n^  impression."-— [3  flansard,  (310)  96.] 

Tho8y  in  the  course  of  that  debate,  these 
Msarances  were  given ;  and  from  that 
dar  to  the  preeent  momoDt  the  right 
ion*  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has  never 


expressed,  in  the  slightest  degree,  any 
condemnation  of  the  policy  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  pursued  in 
that  matter.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  heen  searching  not  only  Bine 
Books,  but  also  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Marquess  at  the  Guildhall.  The  hon. 
Memoer  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  put  his  gloss  upon  every  extract 
from  the  Blue  Book  ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  following  his  example,  has 
put  hb  gloss  upon  the  noble  Marquess's 
speech.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
has  stated  that  from  that  speech  the  Go- 
vernment never havereceded, and  have  no 
intention  of  receding.  To  that  speech  we 
adhere,  and  yet  the  right  hon. Gentleman 
was  pleased  magnanimously  to  grant  us 
hiscondonation  on  the  supposition  that  we 
repudiated  the  noblo  Marquess's  speech, 
and  were  going  to  reverse  the  Eastern 
policy  of  that  speech.  I  ask  him  to  take 
back  his  condonation,  and  give  us  back 
his  condemnation.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  pointed  to  the  omission  from 
the  noble  Marquess's  speech  of  Ger- 
many. I  suppose  that  if  the  word 
Germany  had  been  introduced  into  the 
speech,  then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
no  doubt,  would  have  had  no  complaint 
to  make.  Why,  one  of  the  roost 
notorious  facts  in  modern  pohtics  is  that 
Germany  and  Austria  are  allied  in  the 
closest  and  most  intimate  manner ;  and 
when  wo  talk  of  Austrian  policy,  all  the 
world  knows  that  German  policy  and 
Austrian  policy  mean,  practically,  one 
and  the  same  thing.  Something  has 
been  said  about  Prince  Bismarck's 
speech,  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  was  cballeoged  to  quote.  What 
was  the  speech  to  which  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  was  referring?  He  said, 
**  How  could  I  quote,  because  I  had  not 
the  Blue  Book  ?^' 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT:  That 
is  not  what  I  was  asked.  I  was  asked 
about  the  negotiations  which  took  place. 
I  did  not  understand  that  I  was  asked 
to  quote  Prince  Bismarck's  speech. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS:  I  quito 
understand  now  that  there  has  been  a 
misunderstanding.  But  what  I  want  to 
remark  upon  is  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's comments  on  Prince  Bismarck's 
speech,  and  upon  the  speech  which 
Count  Kalnoky  delivered  at  the  Dele- 
gation. The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  not 
content  to  put  his  gloss  upon  the  Guild* 
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hall  speecli  of  tlie  noble  Marquees,  pro- 
ceeded further  to  put  an  interpretation, 
first  on  Count  Kalnoky,  and,  secondly, 
on  Prince  Bismarck,  and  attributed  both 
these  speeches  to  the  speech  made  by 
the  noble  Marquess  at  the  Guildhall. 
Now,  observe  how  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman not  only  penetrates  the  secrets  of 
the  Ministers  of  iiis  own  Sovereign,  but 
penetrates  the  secrets  of  the  German 
Chancellor,  and  quite  penetrates  the 
secrets  of  the  Austrian  Prime  Minister. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  holds  that  the 
speech  of  Count  Kalnoky  would  have 
been  in  a  very  different  strain,  and 
would  have  tended  to  the  preservation 
of  European  peace,  if  it  had  not  been 
for  the  unfortunate  speech  of  the  noble 
Marquess  at  the  Guildhall.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  having  informed 
us  of  this,  brings  Prince  Bismarck  into 
the  field,  and  states  that  Prince  Bis- 
marck felt  obliged  to  come  to  the  rescue 
of  his  unfortunate  Colleague,  and  to 
take  every  precaution  that  the  noble 
Marquess's  speech  should  not  drive 
Austria  and  Germany  into  a  war  with 
Bussia.  The  peoplo  of  this  country,  and 
the  people  of  Germany  and  of  Austria, 
will  be  of  opinion  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  as  much  and  no  more 
of  the  secret  reasons  which  actuate  the 
speeches  of  the  statesmen  of  Austria 
and  Germany  as  he  does  of  those  of  his 
own  country.  I  have  confined  myself  to 
a  few  comments  on  the  speech  of  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  feel  that  the 
situation  at  present  is  still  very  grave ; 
and  when  we  talk  of  the  policy  to  be 
pursued  in  Eastern  or  Western  Europe, 
we  are  bound  to  speak  with  the  Kroatest 
reserve  and  prudence.  After  that  ad- 
mirable exposition  of  tho  policy  of  Eng- 
land given  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  I  shall  say 
no  more ;  but  I  entreat  this  House  and 
this  country  to  judge  between  my  right 
hon.  Friend  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

SOUTH  AFRICA-AFFAIRS  OF  ZULU- 
LAND.- OBSERVATIONS. 

Db.  CLABK  (Caithness),  who  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  in  the  follow- 
ing terms : — 

"And  hambly  to  represent  to  Your  Mnjesty 
the  desirability  of  reconsidering  tho  proposed 
arrangement  in  Zuloland  with  a  view  oi  pre- 

LordJohn  Manners 


venting  an  important  section  of  the  Zulu  people 
being  separated  from  their  own  nation," 

said :  Since  the  House  met  last  Session 
a  new  policy  has  heen  determined  upon 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  regard 
to  South  Africa. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Membera  wero 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  being  found  present, 

Db.  CLABK :  I  was  about  to  say  that 
the  new  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  caused  considerable  discussion 
in  South  Africa,  and  I  believe  that  onu 
result  of  that  policy  is  that  the  Natal 
Executive  Council  has  strongly  opposed 
the  settlement  proposed  by  the  Gt>vem- 
ment,  and  has  even  gone  so  far  as  to 
petition  Her  Majesty  to  remove  the  Go- 
vernor who  made  it.  We  have  been 
presented  with  a  Blue  Book  on  South 
African  affairs;  but  the  last  despatch 
contained  in  that  Blue  Book  is  dated 
July  in  last  year,  so  that  this  House 
has  had  no  means  of  arriving  at  a 
conclusion  as  to  the  wisdom  of  the 
policy  carried  out  in  South  Africa, 
especially  with  regard  to  the  Zulus. 
Now,  Sir,  the  Zulus  are  a  brave  and 
chivalrous  race  that  I  have  taken  an 
interest  in  for  many  years ;  they  are  th^ 
finest  of  the  Basutu  races ;  but  our  policy 
towards  them  has  been  a  sad  one,  and 
many  crimes  have  been  committed 
against  them  by  both  the  Liberal  and 
Conservative  Governments.  The  Con- 
servative Government  is  to  blame,  or 
rather  is  responsible,  for  the  initial 
crime — for  the  unwarrantable  invasion  of 
Zululand,  and  the  unnecessary  and  un- 
justifiable Zulu  War  of  1879.  I  say  they 
were  responsible,  although  it  is  well 
known  they  were  not  in  fietvour  of  the 
war.  It  was  forced  on  by  one  man  — 
Sir  Bartle  Frere.  I  do  not  desire  to 
make  this  a  Party  question,  or  I  would 
require  to  denounce,  or  deplore,  the 
want  of  moral  courage  which  the 
Liberal  Government  afterwards  dis- 
played —  their  cowardly  indecision ; 
their  mean  attempt  to  evade  the  respon- 
sibility that  had  been  incurred;  and 
their  miserable  half-hearted  settlement 
of  sending  Cetewayo  back  with  his 
hands  tied— a  condition  of  things  that 
necessarily  meant  failure.  I  have  no 
desire  to  blame  either  Party ;  but  I  think 
I  ought  to  say  this — that  for  every  Zulu 
killed  in  the  war  of  1879  there  have  been 
10  killed  since  by  war  and  famine,  be- 
cause we  have  refused  to  interfere.  It  is 
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well  known  that  after  the  war  of  1 879  we 
divided  Zululand  into  16  Kingdoms, 
ahout  one-fourf  h  of  the  entire  country 
being  set  aside  as  a  Heserve.  For  several 
years  civil  war  and  anarchy  prevailed. 
When  the  late  Liberal  Government  at- 
tempted a  settlement  by  sending  Cete- 
wayo  back  they  sent  him  back  so  tram- 
melled by  conditions  that  it  was  utterly 
impassible  for  him  to  govern  the  land. 
He  was  soon  driven  out ;  he  became  a 
wanderer,  and  died  either  of  a  broken 
heart,  or  committed  suicide  in  the  bush. 
The  Zulus  were  compelled  to  enter 
into  negotiations  with  the  Boers  on 
the  Border.  These  negotiations  were 
entered  into  by  Oetewayo's  Prime  Minis- 
ter and  son.  They  offered  terms  to  the 
Dutch  Boers  for  their  assistance  in  put- 
ting down  the  rebels  who  had  driven 
them  out  of  their  territory.  The  Boers 
gladly  wentj  to  their  aid,  but  before 
they  could  arrive  Oetewayo  was  dead. 
Terms  were  soon  arrived  at  between 
Getewayo's  son  and  brother  and  a  num- 
ber of  their  Dutch  defenders,  who  were 
I  able    to    drive    the    invaders    out    of 

I  Zululandy    and    who    entered    into    a 

I  Treaty  by  which  they  received  a  large 

portion  of  Zululand  for  the  services  they 
had  rendered.  Now,  the  Zulus  and 
similai^  races  have  no  idea  of  magnitude 
and  Talue;  and  it  is  certain  that,  al- 
though a  large  territory  was  ceded,  the 
Zulus  did  not  fully  understand  what  they 
were  doing.  I  may  mention  an  instance 
that  occnired  on  one  oec^ion  to  myself. 
I  obtained  some  milk  from  a  Native,  and 
I  offered  him  half-a-dozen  matches  or  a 
fihilling.  He  chose  the  matches  in  pre- 
ference to  the  shilling.  There  has  now 
been  a  new  Bepublic  established  in  Zulu- 
land,  and  the  original  settlers  have  sold 
their  farms.  Now,  I  think  that  the  policy 
of  allowing  the  White  man  to  interfere  in 
Native  quarrels  in  South  Africa  is  a  very 
bad  one ;  and  I  hope  the  Colonial  Go- 
vemmenty  no  matter  which  side  of  the 
House  may  be  in  power,  will  determine 
on  some  fixed  policy  for  the  future,  by 
which  they  will  be  able  to  prevent  the 
condition  of  thinffs  that  has  been  ex- 
perienced in  Zululand  arising  else- 
where. The  only  way,  I  believe,  in 
which  this  can  be  done  is  by  refusing 
to  recognize  any  grants  made  by  the 
Native  Chiefs  or  Kings  to  White  adven- 
turers. I  do  not  intend  to  dispute  the 
conditions  laid  down  by  the  late  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies.  On  the  whole, 
they  were  probably  as  satisfactory  as 


could  be  arranged ;  but  I  maintain  that 
the  present  setlloment  docs  not  carry  out 
all  tiie  conditions  laid  down  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  is  now  Secretary 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope).  We  have 
allowed  a  large  number  of  White  men 
to  settle  in  Zululand,  and  it  is  neces- 
sary, doubtless,  to  recognize  the  present 
position  of  things  as  accomplished  facts. 
Had  the  Government  merely  made  an 
arrangement  recognizing  those  facts, 
and  providing  that  the  land  given  to  the 
White  people  should  be  held  by  them, 
the  rest  of  the  country  being  retained 
by  the  Zulu  people,  I  should  not  have 
brought  the  subject  before  the  House. 
But  my  objection  is  this — that  land  that 
was  never  asked  for  by  the  Boers ;  land 
where  the  Boers  had  never  been ;  land 
which  has  always  been  in  the  possession 
of  the  Natives,  has  been  enclosed  within 
I  the  new  Bepublic  ;  and  that  a  portion  of 
I  the  territory,  on  which  farms  have  been 
established  and  which  the  farmers  are 
to  keep,  has  been  placed  in  what  is  now 
to  be  called  Eastern  Zululand.  If  any 
class  of  men  have  a  right  to  be  con- 
sidered it  is  the  Zulus,  and  especially 
the  brother  of  Cetewayo,  who,  during 
the  Zulu  War,  assisted  us  and  fought 
on  our  side.  Yet  now  we  are  assisting 
to  drive  him  and  his  people  away  from 
Zululand,  or  to  leave  him  at  the  mercy 
of  this  new  Bepublic.  The  Boers,  so 
far  as  the  North-East  of  Zululand  is 
concerned,  are  not  there ;  and  conse- 
quently the  result  of  the  new  Treaty  is 
to  separate  the  Zulu  people  into  two 
districts—one  being  Eastern  Zululand 
and  the  other  the  new  Bepublic.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  Zululand  has  been  di- 
vided, as  this  House  is  divided  with  a 
central  portion  between  the  two  ranges 
of  Benches.  Upon  one  portion  there 
are  about  BO  farmers,  and  by  the  new 
Treaty  the  Dutch  farmers  are  to  remain 
there,  so  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we 
have  in  Eastern  Zululand  some  80 
farms  and  400  people  with  which  it  is 
proposed  to  begin  as  a  new  State  for  the 
coloured  population.  I  want  to  know 
from  the  Government  on  what  ground 
they  are  taking  away  land  of  this  kind 
and  placing  White  men  upon  it,  and 
why  this  portion  of  Zululand,  which  the 
Boers  never  asked  for,  has  been  given 
to  them  ?  It  is  stated  that  necessity  of 
securing  a  trade  route  is  the  reason  of 
the  new  arrangement.  But  what  is  the 
value  of  a  trade  with  50.000  or  60,000 
Zulus  who  are  not  ii^jl^^Ji^hlt/^l^'t 


91     Address  in  Answer  (o  th$       {COMMOXSj         Qmen's  Speech. --Report,      92 


ing  clothes?  Zululand  is  bounded  by 
the  Transvaal  and  the  Portuguese  Do- 
miaions,  and  there  is  no  trade  with  the 
interior  except  through  the  one  or  the 
other,  so  that  the  trade  with  Zululand 
is  of  80  little  value  that  it  cannot  be 
worth  considering.  And,  moreover, 
under  the  existing  Convention  we  have 
every  condition  necessary  for  carrying 
on  trade  with  the  different  territories 
freely  and  safely.  We  have  a  right  to 
open  up  roads  throughout  the  entire 
territory,  and  we  have  a  right  to  have 
our  waggons  and  goods  carried  through 
without  any  transit  duties.  The  Ke- 
public  has  adopted  the  principle  of  Free 
Trade ;  the  roads  are  to  be  kept  open, 
and  no  Customs  duty  is  charged  upon 
any  produce  passing  through  the  coun- 
try, 80  that'  everything  that  could  be  got 
from  the  standpoint  of  trade  exists  al> 
ready.  I  do  not  say  that  we  are  to  re- 
cede from  the  Treaty  which  has  been 
entered  into  ;  but  I  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  to  consider  the 
matter  a  little  more  before  the  Govern- 
ment finally  adopt  the  Convention.  This, 
after  all,  is  only  a  preliminary  Treaty, 
and  it  may  be  possible  to  get  back  for 
the  Zulus  a  portion  of  the  land  of  which 
they  have  been  deprived.  I  do  not  see 
how  the  matter  can  be  affected  by  any 
question  of  trade.  It  may  bo  possible 
to  eive  to  the  White  farmers  all  the 
land  they  have  occupied,  and  allow  the 
Natives  to  keep  the  land  they  have  at 
present.  This  would  enable  tlio  Zulus 
to  continue  possession  of  land  Uiat  is 
much  more  valuable  to  them  than  land 
nearer  the  coast.  It  may  be  said  that  it 
is  not  wise  to  bring  the  Boers  nearer  the 
coast ;  but  it  only  amounts  to  a  question 
of  about  10  miles  either  one  way  or  the 
other.  Then  there  is  the  condition  of 
Swaziland.  Swaziland  is  intimately 
connected  with  Zululand.  The  Swazies 
are  Zulus,  and  in  whatever  way  you 
solve  the  Zululand  question  you  must 
sole  the  Swaziland  question.  Swaziland 
is  now  in  a  condition  of  anarchy.  There 
is  a  very  curious  condition  of  things 
established  there.  You  have  a  King 
who  has  granted  concessions  for  money 
and  liquor  to  Englishmen  and  Dutch- 
men. A  roaring  trade  in  liquor  ap- 
pears to  be  carried  on  there.  There  is 
no  licence  or  duty  required  to  be  paid  ; 
there  is  no  tax  of  any  kind,  and  ardent 
spirits  are  introduced  and  sold  by 
the  Natives  at  Cd.  a  bottle;  so  that 
drunkenness  has  become  very  common 
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The  King  has  already  made  large 
concessions  of  mineral  rights  to  Eng- 
lishmen, and  of  grazing  rights  to 
the  Dutch  farmers.  I  understand  that 
about  one-half  or  two-thirds  of  Swazi- 
land has  been  given  away  to  English  and 
Dutch  adventurers.  I  am  told  that  a 
somewhat  favourite  method  of  dealing 
with  the  Natives  is  to  put  down  the 
figure  nine,  and  then  to  add  another  nine 
ajfter  it,  making  99.  I  hope  to  hear 
from  the  Qovemnient  whether  they  have 
any  definite  policy  with  respect  to 
Swaziland  and  to  the  general  ques- 
tion of  South  Africa,  and  on  what 
lines  they  intend  to  go  until  the  new 
conditions  have  been  developed  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  very  well  aware 
that  we  have  now  got  gold  fields  in  the 
Reserve.  There  are  gold  fields  also  in 
Swaziland  and  in  North  Bechuanaland. 
The  question  to  bo  considered  is  whether 
you  intend  to  have  a  state  of  anarchy  be- 
fore you  take  steps  to  produce  order,  or 
whether  you  will  take  time  by  the  fore- 
lock and  arrange  as  to  the  conditions  on 
which  the  Natives  and  Whites  may  live 
and  develop  South  Africa  f  The  con- 
dition of  things  in  the  Reserve  at  the 
present  time  is  not  very  creditable  to  us. 
Some  time  ago  a  vagabond  Boer  shot 
Dabulamanzi  —  Cetewayo's  brother,  in 
the  Reserve.  Now,  there  is  no  law  in 
the  Reserve,  and  therefore  the  mur- 
derer cannot  be  tried  in  the  Native 
Reserve,  nor  can  he  be  tried  outside  the 
Reserve  for  anything  that  occurred  with- 
in it,  nor  by  the  new  Republic,  and  the 
result  is  that  this  gentleman  is  to  this 
day  walking  about  with  a  number  of 
other  murderers  in  Swaziland,  and  he 
cannot  be  touched.  Something  cer- 
tainly must  be  done  to  put  an  end  to 
the  anarchy  which  now  exists.  I  also 
strongly  urge  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  necessity  of  not  only 
considering  this  question,  but  also  the 
condition  of  other  Native  territories  in 
South  Africa.  Tou  have  the  Zulu 
Question,  the  Basuto  Question,  the 
Pondo  Question,  and  the  Northern 
Bechuanaland  Question.  All  of  them 
require  settling,  and,  speaking  from  the 
reports  and  telegrams  received  from 
South  Africa,  I  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  the  telegrams  which 
have  appeared  in  The  Times  as  to  the 
treatment  of  the  Zulus  by  Mr.  Osbom 
can  possibly  give  a  true  representation 
of  the  actual  state  of  affairs  ?  I  cannot 
believe  the  statements,  which  havtbecn 
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madO)  because  I  know  tliat  two-thirds  of 
the  news  sent  here  is.  altog^ether  untrue, 
and  I  am  satisfied  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  soon  send  Mr.  Osborn 
about  his  business  if  he  had  done  anything 
to  justify  the  charges  which  have  been 
made  against  him.     I  think  it  is  high 
time  for  the  Qovemment  to  cease  their 
presei^t  policy  of  doing  things  by  halvos 
in  South  Africa,  and  to  resolve  upon 
some  definite  course  of  action.      They 
ought,  as  soon  as  possible,  to  come  to 
some  conclusion  and  determination  upon 
their  eeneral  policy  which  would  prevent 
tbo  Native  tribes  from  falling   into  a 
state  of  anarchy.    If  a  state  of  anarchy 
arises  you  will  have  expeditions  such  as 
that  which  you  have  had  to  Bechuana- 
land,  costing  you  £  1,000,000  or  so,  and 
inyolving     an     extra    expenditure    of 
£100,000  or  so  a-year.     Perhaps  the 
wisest  course  would  be  to  send  out  a 
Commission  to  South  Africa.    I  see  in  his 
place  the  hon.  Baronet  who  represents 
the  City  of  London  (Sir  Bobert  Fowler), 
who  has  long    been    a  friend  of   the 
Aborigines,  and  who  knows  something 
about  South  Africa,  and  also  my  hon. 
Friend  the    Member   for   one    of   the 
Divisions   of   Perthshire  (Sir    Donald 
Currle),    who    also    knows    something 
about  South  Africa.    Why  not  send  out 
some  gentleman  of  that  kind  to  ask  the 
Cape  and  Natal,  and  also    the    Boer 
Sepublic,    to    come    to    some   general 
arrangement    which  might    settle    the 
qoestton?    At  present  you  have  Natal 
and  the  Cape  Colony  fighting  each  other 
by  tariOfi,  and  trying  to  steal  the  interior 
trade  from  each  other.  If  Commissioners 
went  out  and  obtained  accurate  informa- 
tion, instead  of  depending  on  Beports 
which  are  generally  the  reverse  of  truth, 
and  doing  in  the  future  what  we  have 
done  in  the  past,  it  would  be  possible 
to  devise  and   adopt   a  more  prudent 
policy  than  it  is  now.    At  the  present 
moment,  with  the  best  possible  intentions, 
we  are  simply  destroying  the  nations  we 
profess  to  serve.     I  do  not  intend  to 
press  the  Besolution  I  have  placed  upon 
the  Paper  to  a  Division,  but  I  appeal  to 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  to  see  that  the  policy  of 
this  country  should  not  be  allowed  to 
press  hardly,  as  I  think  it  does,  upon 
the  Native  tribes,  and  that  we  should 
not  saciifice  the  Natives  for  the  benefit 
of  the  people  of  Natal  or  anybody  else. 
Ws  may,  at  least,  secure  to  the  Zulus 
fii^iaad  which  is  now  occupied  by  them, 


and  upon  which  there  are  no  Wbite 
people. 

Siu  BOBEBT  FOWLEB  (London) : 
I  am  glad  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  has  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  bringiog  this  importajit  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  and  I  listened 
with  great  interest  to  the  speech  which 
he  made.  Both  he  and  I,  in  and  out  of 
this  House,  have  considerable  differences 
of  opioion  ;  but  it  was  with  much  plea- 
sure that  I  listened  to  his  remarks  on 
this  occasion,  because  there  was  much 
in  them  with  which  I  fully  agree.  As  the 
hon.  Member  said,  the  history  of  our 
connection  with  Zululand  is  a  very  un- 
fortunate history,  and  by  one  «tep  after 
another  we  have  reduced  that  country 
to  a  very  sad  state.  The  Zulus  were  a 
powerful  people.  We  once  thought 
them  too  powerful ;  but  we  have  now 
brought  them  down  to  very  great 
poverty.  It  appears  from  the  Blue  Book 
just  delivered  to  hon.  Members,  in  ro« 
gard  to  the  affairs  of  Zululand,  that 
Sir  Henry  Bulwer  was  opposed  to  the 
policy  which  has  resulted  in  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  Zulus.  I  should  have  liked,  in 
speaking  of  this  matter,  to  have  done  so 
in  the  presence  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Denbighshire  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan),  who  represented  the 
Colonies  in  the  last  Parliament;  but, 
unfortunately,  ho  is  not  in  his  plase. 
Lord  Elimberley  has  been  blamed  for 
the  course  he  took  in  regard  to  the 
restoration  of  Cetewayo,  and  it  was 
strongly  opposed  by  Sir  Henry  Bulwer. 
Certainly,  it  was  not  likely  to  be  a  suc- 
cessful policy  when  the  persons  who 
were  to  carry  it  out  were  strongly  op- 
posed to  each  other.  In  an  interesting 
and  able  document  at  the  commencement 
of  the  Blue  Book  we  have  the  views  of 
Sir  Henry  Bulwer,  and  I  think  that 
Memorandum  fully  justifies  the  remarks 
I  have  ventured  to  make  in  former  de- 
bates. I  know  it  may  be  said  that  it 
turned  out  that  the  restoration  of  King 
Cetewayo  was  an  error;  but  I  lay  no 
blame  upon  Lord  Kimberley  for  that. 
I  myself  headed  a  deputation  to  the 
noble  Lord,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
recommend  him  to  take  that  course 
which  afterwards  turned  out  to  be  a 
mistake.  At  the  same  time,  the  evil 
results  of  the  restoration  were  in  part 
due  to  causes  that  might  have  been 
avoided.  *  One  of  the  causes  of  that  mis- 
take is,  I  think,  clearly  shown  in  the 
Book  now  before  us.    %}^^i^^  ^  ^?^^le 
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despatcli  contained  in  it,  at  page  36, 
from  Lord  Granville  to  Sir  Arthur 
Havelock,  which  I  look  upon  as  a  most 
admirable  despatch.  There  are  other 
Members  in  this  House  besides  myself 
who  take  a  large  interest  in  South  A&ica, 
and  who  are  anxious  to  hear  the  views 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  who  now  repre- 
sents the  Colonies  in  this  House.  One 
Eatisfactory  result  of  recent  political 
changes  is  that  the  Colonies  are  now  re- 
presented in  this  House  by  a  statesman 
of  Colonial  experience  and  sympathies, 
and  knowing  more  of  Colonial  matters 
than  any  of  his  Predecessors.  We  all 
recognize  my  Hgnt  hon«  Friend  as  a 
great  authority  on  all  Colonial  questions 
in  this  House— altogether  unlike  the 
generality  of  Ministers,  who  are  too  fre- 
quently pitchforked  iato  Offices  for  which 
they  have  no  capacity.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  has  gone  to  the  Colonial  Office 
with  a  thorough  knowledge  of  every- 
thing concerning  the  Colonies;  and  I 
therefore  congratulate  him  as  well  as 
the  House  and  the  country  upon  his  ap- 
pointment, and  upon  the  fact  that  so 
important  a  position  has  been  filled  by 
a  Minister  so  admirably  qualified  for 
it.  I  have  no  doubt  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  give  to  the  important  ques- 
tions of  South  Africa  that  attention  which 
they  eminently  deserve.  'Our  present 
difficulties  are  due  to  the  fact  that,  at  the 
close  of  the  Zulu  War,  we  shrank  from 
the  responsibility  of  taking  the  country, 
and  making  ourselves  responsible  for 
the  government  of  it.  Successive  Go- 
vernments shrank,  the  House  shrank, 
and  the  country  generally  shrank,  from 
annexing  Zululand.  I  believe  that  after 
the  Zulu  War  there  was  but  one  course 
left  for  us,  and  that  was  to  take  the 
country.  We  have  incurred  great  re- 
sponsibilities to  that  country,  and  we 
ought  to  meet  them  directly,  and  under- 
take the  government  of  it.  The  hon. 
Member  opposite  has  mentioned  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  murder  of  Dabula- 
manzi,  a  distinguished  Zulu  Chief, 
brother  of  King  Cetewayo ;  and  yet  the 
fact  that  no  one  has  been  tried  for  that 
murder  is  a  forcible  instance  of  the 
anarchy  which  now  prevails.  We  were 
unwilling  to  take  the  course  of  annexing 
the  country ;  but,  seeing  the  close  con- 
nection which  England  has  had  with  the 
history  of  Zululand,  I  think  the  best 
course  for  the  Government  of  this 
country  to  have  taken  would  have  been 
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to  make  ourselves  directly  responsible 
for  the  government  of  Zululand.  We 
see  now  that  a  number  of  English  and 
Dutch  farmers  are  seizing  the  land  from 
the  unfortunate  Zulus.  That  is  a  con- 
dition from  which  we  ought  to  endea- 
vour to  protect  them ;  and  the  only  way 
in  which  we  can  do  that  is  to  take  over 
the  country,  and  take  a  more  direct  share 
in  the  responsibilities  of  governing  it. 

Mr.  0.  V.  MOEGAN  (Battersea) :  I 
am  sure  that  we  are  all  agreed— at  least, 
all  of  those  who  know  anything  of  South 
Africa — that  it  would  have  been  much 
better,  after  we  defeated  the  Zulus, 
if  we  had  annexed  the  country.  We 
made  a  great  mistake  in  breaking  up  the 
power  of  the  Zulus,  because  the  Zulus 
were  never  hostile  to  us;  and  if  they 
had  desired  to  go  to  war  with  any  White 
people,  it  would  certainly  not  have  been 
with  the  English.  Those  days,  how- 
ever, have  now  passed,  and  we  find  our- 
selves in  our  present  difficulty.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Caithness 
(Dr.  Clark)  told  us  that  we  have  reduced 
the  Zulu  people  to  some  6,000  or  8,000, 
whereas  in  former  times  they  could 
muster  40,000  fighting  men.  I  believe 
that  if  we  rule  the  Zulus  fairly,  and 
give  them  sufficient  land,  they  will 
rapidly  increase  in  numbers— much 
more  rapidly  than  White  people.    In 

{>oint  of  fact,  they  double  their  popu- 
ation  every  25  or  30  years.  All  I  would 
recommend  is  this.  It  is  most  desirable 
that  we  should,  as  far  as  possible,  come 
to  a  common  understanding  with  the 
Presidents  of  the  Orange  Free  State  and 
the  South  African  Republics.  It  is  to  be 
regretted  that  the  Boer  population  hold 
views  different  from  those  of  English- 
men—that they  will  not  admit  the 
equality  of  Black  men  before  the  law, 
and,  as  a  rule,  are  not  willing  to  grant 
the  same  measure  of  justice  to  the 
Blacks  that  the  English  people  are. 
There  is  no  chance  of  dealing  fairly 
well  with  them  unless  we  can  come  to 
a  common  understanding  with  the  two 
Republics.  It  is  also  desirable  to  enter 
into  a  Customs  union  with  the  Dutch 
Republics.  I  believe  that  if  we  could 
enter  into  some  such  arrangement  it 
would  result  in  a  much  better  feeling 
than  exists  at  the  present  day  between 
the  English  and  Dutch  Colonists.  At 
present  the  Cape  Colony  and  Natal  are 
cutting  each  other's  throats.  I  would, 
therefore,  implore  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
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tleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  to  use  his  influence  in  per- 
suading the  Ministry  of  Cape  Colony, 
and  the  Qovemor  and  Council  of  NataJ, 
to  enter  into  some  Customs  Union  be- 
tween themselves  and  the  Dutch  States. 
By  a  Customs  arrangement  such  as  now 
exists  between  the  States  which  form 
the  German  Empire,  I  believe  it  would 
be  possible  to  produce  a  better  feeling 
than  that  which  now  exists  between  the 
Engh'sh  in  Cape  Colony  and  the  Dutch 
in  the  two  Bepublics. 

8m  DONAIiD  CUEEIE  (Perthshire, 
W.)  :  A  short  time  ago  I  heard  the  late 
SecTOtary  of  the  Colonies  express  his 
regret  that  it  was  impossible  for  this 
country  to  remedy  the  unfortunate  state 
of  affairs  in  Zululand.  Now,  I  do  not 
believe  that  it  is  too  late.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  perfectly  right  in 
saying  that  the  Zulu  War  was  begun 
by  the  Party  who  are  now  in  power; 
but  it  was  continued  by  the  weakness 
and  vacillation  of  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment. In  1884, 1  headed  a  deputation 
to  a  Liberal  Government,  represented 
in  tho  person  of  Lord  Derby,  and  I 
spoke  in  favour  of  the  Zulus.  I  told 
his  Lordship  then  that  in  the  opinion  of 
a  large  number  of  persons  connected 
with  South  Africa,  who  were  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  policy  which  had 
been  pursued  in  that  country,  we 
had  broken  up  the  Zulu  Gk>vemment, 
their  military  system,  their  social  order, 
and  their  nationality;  that  the  Zulus 
were  our  friends;  that  they  had  ever 
been  our  allies  ;  and  that  we  had 
been  a  cruel  and  unjust  nation  in  our 
dealings  with  them.  I  urged  upon  Her 
Majeety'sGovemmentin  the  most  earnest 
terms  I  could  employ  for  the  sake  of  the 
Zulus,  for  the  credit  and  honour  of  this 
conntry,  for  the  time  that  was  coming, 
and  for  the  sake  of  future  peace  in  South 
Africa  itself,  to  take  the  Zulus  immedi- 
ately under  the  protection  of  Great 
Britain.  I  remember,  after  the  battle 
of  Ulundi,  the  Kaffirs  coming  to  our 
soldiers  with  assegais  in  their  hands, 
and  shields  on  their  backs,  to  ask  who 
was  to  rule  them,  and  what  chief  they 
must  look  to  for  guidance  and  protec- 
tion. Never,  on  any  occasion  since  the 
battle  of  Ulundi,  has  a  Zulu  touched  a 
British  subject.  But,  as  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Caithness  {Dr.  Clark) 
has  said,  the  gallant  Zulu  people  have 
been  crushed  by  cruelty  and  by  famine 
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alihost  out  of  existence,  and  now  we 
complacently  rob  them  of  their  land, 
banish  them  from  their  homes,  and  rele- 
gate them  to  a  Eeserve,  in  which— al- 
though we  claim  to  possess  an  authority 
—there  is  no  law.  Li  Natal  itself,  to 
which  the  Zulus  fled  long  ago  from 
Cetewayo's  dominion,  they  find  them- 
selves crushed,  and  are  largely  diminish- 
ing in  number,  without  tho  prospect — 
which  they  ought  to  have,  of  returning 
back  to  their  native  land.  It  is  a  sin- 
gular thing  that  in  March  last  42  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  presented  a  strong 
remonstrance  to  Lord  Granville  against 
the  deplorable  condition  of  things  then 
existing  in  Zululand  being  allowed  to 
continue.  The  Address  presented  to  tho 
noble  Lord  was  signed  by  sympathizers 
with  the  Zulu  people  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  Liberals  and  Tories  joining 
together  in  formulating  the  document, 
which  concluded  by  expressing — 

"  The  hope  that  youi*  Lordahip  will  be  pleased 
to  take  immediate  steps  to  place  the  Zulus 
under  British  protectioD,  which,  we  believe,  they 
will  welcome. 

It  is  a  singular  fact  that  only  a  month  or 
two  before  Sir  Heniy  Bulwer  had 
written  these  words  in  January,  1886 — 

<*  The  outlet  for  the  Native  question  of  Natal 
lies  in  Zululand ;  and  I  will  go  further,  and  say- 
that  tho  outlet  for  every  Native  question  in 
that  part  of  South  Africa  lies  through  Zululand 
and  the  Native  territories  that  adjoin  it  to  the 
vast  African  Continent  beyond  the  region  of 
European  occupation,  that  way  lies  a  golden 
bridge  for  tho  Native  questions  of  the  future. 
But  let  that  outlet  be  closed,  let  that  golden 
bridge  be  destroyed,  and  there  will  remain  pent 
up  within  our  limits,  unable  to  escape,  the  ele« 
ments  of  burning  questions  which  for  want  of 
their  natural  outlet,  must  some  day  be  kindled 
into  flames  in  our  very  midst." 

Sir  Henry  Bulwer,  one  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished men  ever  sent  to  South  Af- 
rica, persistently  but  fruitlessly  urged 
upon  the  late  Government  to  take  tho 
charge  of  this  Zulu  question  into  their 
own  hands,  and  to  protect  one  of  the  most 
gallant  races  that  ever  lived,  against 
the  inroads  of  the  £oers  who  were  going 
into  their  country  under  false  pretences. 
In  the  month  of  March  a  deputation  of 
messengers  from  Umyamana,  Ndabuko 
and  Dinuzulu,  and  the  headmen  of  the 
Zulu  people  on  the  Eeserve,  made  a 
statement  and  presented  a  petition  to 
the  Judge  of  the  Native  High  Court,  in 
which  they  made  an  earnest  request  to 
the    Government    to    be   taken  under 
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Di  tirfh.  proteotion.      What   did   they 
say — 

**  Wo  ftsk  that  this  aon  of  hin  (Cetewayo*«) 
may  bo  ruled  by  Her  M^yetty,  aad  taken  under 
her  wing  as  she  did  his  father  before  him,  that 
he  may  oe  raised  by  her  and  guided  by  her,  that 
he  may  govern  the  land  that  bhe  ffav«  to  Ma 
father.  That  he  may  be  ttppointed  undttr  the 
same  la  W0  as  those  with  whioh  his  f»ih«r  was 
returned,  and  by  which  he  was  guided.  We 
ask  that  the  Boei*s  may  bo  removed  from,  and 
go  out^of.^our^counlry ;  we  cannot  look  at  one 
another  ;|wo  ctmnot  live  in  peace  ^ith  them. 
We  wish  to  return  to  our  own  poople-«*the 
BritiBh— and  to  live  undsr  thd  Queen  who  has 
alwavA  ruled  over  ua.  The  heads  of  the  Zulu 
people  have  sent  us  to  do  homage  for  them,  and 
to  await  the  reply  of  the  Gnvernment,  whether 
it  be  that  we  are  to  be  left  to  die,  or  whether  it 
be  &At  we  are  to  be  succoured  from  thU  oar 
great  trouble  thftt  is  destroying  us.*' 
That  was  about  tho  hundredth  petition 
whioh  the  Zulus  kayo  presented ;  it  was 
delivered  in  person,  and  it  met  with  no 
response.  We  talk  of  sympathising 
with  the  Bolgarians,  and  we  have  heard 
a  great  deal  of  recrimination  upon  a 
subject  which  certainly  does  not  affect 
the  honour  of  this  country  as  much  as 
the  cruel  war  waged  against  the^  Zulu 
people,  our  wicked  neglect  of  themi 
and  our  indisposition  to  protect  them 
against  the  ^unjust  and  unmanly  treat* 
ment  they  are  receiving  at  the  hands  of 
the  Boers.  The  Boers  have  taken  from 
them  the  land  which  was  reserved  for 
them  and  employed  it  as  pasturage  for 
themselves.  An  arbitration  was  ap« 
pointed,  and  the  decision  was  atgainst 
tho  possession  ofthisldnd  bytho  Boera; 
but  we  failed  to  protect  them  against 
the  annexation  of  tneir  territory  by  the 
Boers.  Moreover,  we  assisted  in  the 
destruction  of|Seccoconi.  Oar  conduct 
was  not  only  unjust  but  Illogical,  And 
everywhere  we  displayed  the  most  cruel 
neglect  of  those  we  were  bound  to  pro- 
tect. I  protest  against  our  unmanly 
treatment  of  the  ^ulu  people,  and  I 
trust  that  lor  the  honour  of  this  country 
something  may  yet  be  done  to  release 
us  of  the  painful  position  in  which  we 
are  now  involved.  I  hope  that  the 
Queen's  Government  will  see  to  it,  and 
some  better  arrangement  is  made  than 
now  prevails,  and  so  remove  the  stigma 
which  is  now  cast  upon  us.  Although 
Sir  Henry  Bulwer  told  us  in  one  of  his 
despatches  the  other  day  that  we  have 
gone  past  the  time  when  the  evil  can  be 
remedied — ^that,  in  fact,  we  are  two  years 
beyond  the  time  when  it  is  possible  to 
do  anything ;  I  trust  to  hear  from  the 
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Secretary  of  State  for  the  Golooiesaoine- 
thing  that  will  be  distinctly  for  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  Native  tribes  in  South 
Africa,  or  I  am  afraid  that  before  long 
we  may  witness  a  blase  such  as  we  have 
never  seen  before,  which  may  involve 
this  oountry  in  dishooowr  and  disgraee. 
Thb  secretary,  of  STATE  foe 
THB  COLONIES  (Sir  Heney  Holland) 
(Hampstead):  I  have  listened,  I  need 
hardly  say,  with  vary  great  interest  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness  (Dr.  Clark) ;  for  if  there  is  one 
man  in  this  House  who  undorstands  tho 
question,  from  personal  loiowledge  of  the 
country,  and  of  the  different  tribes,  it  is 
the  hon.  Member,  and  therefore  w«  natu- 
J^y  pfty  i^at  attention  to  anything 
that  falls  from  him.  I  oannot  help  ex- 
pressing my  regret  that  he  has  chosen 
this  time  to  bring  forward  this  Motion  ; 
for^  although  I  have  done  my  best  to  get 
the  Papers  before  the  House^  we  have 
been  able  only  to  present  Papera  which 
really  do  not  deal  with  the  questions 
whioh  have  been  brought  forward  by  the 
hon»  Member  this  eveaing.  Therefore,  we 
are  in  aome  difficulty,  beoauae  hon.  Mem- 
bers are  not  acquainted  with  the  actual 
state  oliaots;  and.  on  the  other  hand,  I 
am  rather  afraid  of  giving  too  many  de- 
tails on  the  subject.  It  is  not  my  busi- 
ness, or  desire  to  go  into  many  of  the 
ii|uestions  touched  upon  to-night.  Many 
hon.  Members  know  that,  as  fia^as  I. am 
concerned^  I  opposed^  and  with  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  fbr  India  (Sir  John  Gbrst), 
voted  against  the  Conservative  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  upon  the  Zulu  War.  >  I 
have  always  been  of  opinion  that  that 
war  wae  a  most  unjust  war,  and  I  hold 
that  opinion  now  streDgtbened  as  it  is  by 
the  results.  Nor  is  it  my  business  to 
contend  against  the  policy  of  the  late 
Liberal  Government^  which  I  consis- 
tently aiyl  most  persistently  attacked, 
ahnost  to  weariness,  in  this  House.  I 
disagreed  with  the  return  of  Cetewayo 
to  Zaluland;  for  I  believed  he  woi^d 
not  return  in  a  position  to  hold  his  own 
against  the  intri^es  which  were  certain 
to  spring  up  agamst  him  or  against  the 
bad  counsel  of  his  family.  That  opinion 
also  proved  to  be  correct.  I  pass  on  to 
the  beginning  of  1886,  when  the  Me- 
morandum was  written  by  Sir  Henry 
Bulwer,  to  whose  merits  only  a  just  tri- 
bute has  been  paid.  Now,  the  position 
of  affairs  is  very  clearly  stated  in  that 
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Memorandum.  Sir  Henrr  Bulwer  shows 
thai,  after  the  death  of  Oetewayo,  the 
Boers  were  inrited  iti  to  assist  the  Zulus. 
Thereupon  an  arrangement  was  made 
between  the  Boers  and  the  Zulus,  of  a 
natnre  which  everyone  might  expeet, 
with  Boers  on  one  side  and  ignorant 
Zulus  on  the  other.  It  was  very  muoh  in 
favour  of  the  Boers.  The  Zulus  agreed 
to  give  to  the  Boers  land  equal  to 
2,700,000  aeres>  about  half  of  Zuiuland ; 
at  the  same  time  giviog  them  the  right 
t^  establish  an  independent  Eepublic, 
and  placing  themselves  under  the  super- 
vision and  subject  to  the  control  of  the 
new  Bepubiio.  That  arrangement  Sir 
Henry  Bulwer  jusl4y  charMterises  as 
disastrous.  Under  the  circumstances, 
we  had,  however,  no  right  to  ignore 
that  arrangemenf,  and  Sir  Henry  Bui* 
Wer  advised  that  we  should  negotiate 
with  iiie  Boers.  Lord  Granville,  in  a 
despatch  of  Maroh  11,  1880,  instructed 
Sir  Arthur  Havelook  to  open  negotia* 
tions  with  the  Boers,  and  Sir  Arthur 
Hav^oek  acted  on  these  instructions.  I 
ma^  quote  a  part  of  the  despatch  that 
beats  on  the  position  of  the^  Zulus,  which 
is  important,  since  w^  have  heard  so 
mu^  of  the  Zulus  protesting  and  being 
mutfh  injured  by  the  result  of  the  ar- 
rangement which  we  hare  concluded 
with  the  Boers.  Let  us,  therefore,  see 
what  %^as  the  condition  of  the  Zulus 
when-  Sir  Arthur  Havelock  began  the 
negettatkmd.    At  page  60  he  says-^ 

<*  It  ifl  clear  that  the  pover  of  the  Zulus  is 
utterly  broken,  'lliey  have  neither  the  heart;, 
nor  tb«  strength  to  resist  the  Boers.  Unless 
they  receive  support  from  Her  Majesty's  Gto- 
TfTDHMttt,  tiiej  must  evsDtiiaUy  sobmit  to  any 
terms  tba  Bom  may  think  fit  to  impose,'' 

That  shows  that  our  intervention  at  this 
time  was  nothing  short  of  the  salvation 
df  th^  Zulus,  who  would  certainly  have 
fallen  a  very  easy  prey  to  the  Boers 
if  we  had  not  intervened.  Ilbat  action 
was  approved  by  Lord  Granville,  and 
subsequently  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
my  F^eoeBsor  at  the  Colonial  Office 
(Mr.  £.  Stanhope);  and  Sir  Arthur 
Havelock  was  requested  to  use  every 
effort  to  settle  the  question  befoi*e  fur- 
ther difficulties  and  dangers  should  arise. 
I  am  not  now  going  further  into  the 
negotiatioiie,  which  are  described  in  a 
despatch  that  will  appear  in  the  Papers 
which  I  will  present  at  the  earliest  op- 
portnni^ ;  hut  on  the  32nd  of  October 
an  ifg'r^ment  was  signed  by  the  Repre- 


sentatives of  the  new  Republic,  by 
which  the  Protectorate  over  Zuiuland 
was  abandoned  by  the  Boers,  and  a  new 
line  of  demarcation  was  settled.  With 
respect  to  that  line  of  demarcation  the 
hon.  Member  for  Caithness  finds  a  good 
deal  of  fault,  and  I  admit,  at  once,  that 
there  were  great  difficulties  in  regard  to 
that  line ;  and,  if  it  could  be  done,  I 
should  be  very  glad  to  see  those  diffi- 
culties removed.  They  arise  from  the 
circumstance  that,  on  the  eastern  side  of 
the  new  line  of  demarcation,  there  are 
some  80  farms,  held  by  some  200  or 
300  Boers,  and  those  farms  are  in 
Eastern  Zuiuland,  and  under  the  pro- 
tection of  British  authority ;  and  I  roar, 
as  the  hon.  Member  fears,  that  those 
difficulties  which  are  apt  to  arise  be- 
tween the  Boers  and  the  Natives  may 
occur.  But,  with  the  leave  of  the  House, 
I  will  read  what,  of  course,  the  hon. 
Member  has  not  yet  bad  an  opportunity 
of  seeing — a  passage  from  the  despatch 
of  Sir  Arthur  Havelock,  dated  October 
24th,  1686,  in  which  he  states  the  terms 
of  the  arrangement  come  to  and  de- 
scrihes  the  negotiations.    He  says*- 

^  I  do  not  consider  the  line  of  demarcation 
established  tinder  the  terms  of  settlement  to  be 
saiisfaotory  in  all  particolats ;  Imt  I  feel  confi- 
dent that,  had  I  insisted  on  a  line  more  faronr* 
able  to  the  interests,  and  more  in  accordance 
with  the  wishes  of  the  Zulus,  I  should  have 
risked  a  complete  failure  of  the  negotiations ;  " 

and  I  think  it  will  be  found  that  he  was 
right  in  that.  With  regard  to  the  trade 
route,  to  which  great  importance  was  at- 
tached. Sir  Arthur  Havelock  was  unable 
to  bring  the  line  of  demarcation  more 
to  the  east,  and  an  exchange  of  terri- 
tory was  made  to  the  north  of  Zuiuland. 
He  goes  on  to  say — 

**  The  concession  to  the  Boers  of  the  portion 
of  tho  country  between  the  northern  border  of 
Zuiuland  and  the  Mkusi  Itiver  will  tend  to  make 
moro  complete  than  it  already  is  tho  isolation  of 
Swaziland  with  regaxd  to  Zuiuland." 

Here  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  in 
his  observation  as  to  the  importance  of 
keeping  up  our  communication  with 
Swaziland,  and  not  to  have  the  Boers 
coming  in  between  us  and  that  country. 
The  despatch  continues — 

"  I  have  sought  to  minimize  this  defect  by 
making  it  a  condition  that  a  free  right  of  pas- 
sage from  Mkusi  to  and  across  the  Fongolo 
should  he  reserved  for  all  persons  of  all  nation- 
alities without  let  or  hindrance^  and  without 
payment  of  tolls  or  licence.  Under  the  terms  of 
settlement  the  Zulus  will  retain  fully  half  the 
area  of  Zuiuland  outside  tho  Reserve  territory, 
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an.l  M^  half  inolades  nearly  Uie  wKoIe  of  that 
portion  oi  the  country  lying  hetfvreen  the  Whit« 
and  Black  Umfolosi,  described  as  *  the  cradle  of 
the  Zulu  nation,' in  which  are  situated  Ulundi, 
the  sites  of  the  Royal  residence  and  of  the 
Hoyal  burial  places,*  and  the  kraals  in  which 
BinLiuln  Dmyamyana  and  the  priaoipal  chiefs 
now  reside." 

Therefore,  it  is  erident,  from  what  has 
been  stated,  that,  so  far  as  the  Zulus  are 
concerned,  they  have  not  suffered  under 
this  agreement  when  you  compare  it 
with  the  state  of  things  that  eiisted 
under  the  arrangement  with  the  Boers 
made  in  1884.  In  a  despatch  from  my 
i*ight  hon.  Friend  td  Sir  Arthur  Hare- 
lock,  dated  November  2tid,  1886,  it  is 
said— 

"  Referring  to  your  telegram  of  October  22, 
Her  ]MaJ9sty*s  Government  arjo  prepared  to 
accept  the  agreement  signed  by  you  with  the 
Leaders  of  3io  Boers,  and  you  have  authority 
ix>  ap|M»nt  Boundary  CooHnissiohirB.  They  wiU 
be  prepared  to  recomnuend  to  llpr  Majesty  the 
assumption  of  British  protection  over  Eastern 
Zululand,  with  the  consent  of  the  Zulus.  Th'd 
provisions  bf  th6  Oonvfentlott  will  have  to  be 
carefully  oonsiderod,  and  provision  made  lor 
giring  free  passage  to  traders." 

Having  run  thus  briefly  through  the 
negotiations  and  the  arrangement  that 
has  been  come  to,  I  may  meation  two 
points  in  connection  with  the  agreement. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  Zulu  Chtefe 
have  protested  against  this  agreement; 
but  their  position  has  been  materially 
and  substantially  improved  by  this  ar- 
rangement, as  compared  with  their  des- 
perate  condition  in  the  beginning  of 
1886,  which  Sir  Arthur  Havelock  called 
a  state  of  collapse.  But  it  is  incorrect 
to  say  that  the  Zulus  were  ta[ken  by 
surprise.  Sir  Arthur  Havelock,  in  a 
despatch,  shows  that  in  March,  in  April, 
and  in  May,  on  several  occasions,  the 
Zulu  Chiefs  were  told,  in  i^ply  to  their 
request,  exactly  what  could  and  what 
could  not  be  done  for  them;  and  he  said 
to  the  last  deputation  of  Zulus,  who 
found  themselves  in  difficulties  aad 
asked  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
intervene  on  their  behalf,  that  the  Go* 
vernment  were  willing  to  help  them; 
that  they  could  not  get  for  them  all,  or 
nearly  all  they  wanted,  but  that  the 
Government  would  try  and  get  them 
something.  The  Chiefs,  after  that  inter- 
view, thanked  Sir  Arthur  Havelock  for 
his  reply  to  them,  and  therefore  it  is 
inaccurate  to  say  that  thoy  have  been 
taken  by  surprise^  and  it  is  equally 
incorrect  to   say  that    they  were  not 
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heard  agiunst  l^e  arrangement.    They 
had  interviews  with  the  Secretary  of 
Native  Afibirs  in   October,  and  inter* 
views  with  Sir  Arthur  Havelock  in  No- 
vember.   Now  that  they  have  been  told, 
and  understand,  that  this  agreement  is 
final,  and  that  British  proteottenwill  be 
extended  over  ^^tern  Zaluland,   ih» 
principal  Chiefs  have  expressed'  their: 
approval  of  the  arrangement ;   and  Ir 
wcmld  urge  on  many  persons,  urot  only- 
in  this  countiy ,  but  in  Nttal,  that*  the^ 
real  Mends  of  the  Zulus  aret  those  who^ 
Will  nowencoatiige  them  an  that^oufse; 
and  not  s^ve'to  kieep  up  in  t^em% 
^rit  «yl  (ttsconteat  with  this  axtaago*. 
ment  made.    Every  oneoi  ua  would  be 
glad  to  be  able  to  do  more  for  tiM  Zulus; 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  "thejr 
themselres first  plaeed  irain^adiffieuliy' 
by  inviting  the  Boers  >  into  Zolul^Uid^^ 
The  Government  «re  bound  to't^new" 
Bepublie  by  the  eagagentiezitthe^iba^^^ 
made,  and  they  etmuG^  nov^  tfeeede;&fOm 
it.   If,  Oft  atiy  ema}ler  poihts,' B'iurther 
arrangemeat  can    be  madev  witiL.Ihe; 
coneeat  of  the  new  Bepufalio,  that  wowU: 
tend  te  remove 'difficu^les  -or  oomptioa4 
tions  in'  the  iuturev^  'tke^  Govemmedt' 
would  be  only  too  glad' to' take  that  :al0fir 
The  aeeond^nt  Ihave  partly  dealt  with: 
already^^nomely, '  that  eomaeoted  vritifer^ 
the  trade  route  mnd  the    neoeseiity  of 
dealing  with  some  200  or  800  Boerft  asd^ 
about  80  farms  in  Eaatem  Zuktkad;: 
Tii»  oemproiai»e  come  to  on  that  ?matteq[ 
may  not  be  altogether  as  satiafaoto^  ag 
•outd  be  desired;  but  it  certainly  was 
not  effected  without-  oonsidecabk  diffi.^ 
culty.      As  Sir'Arthar;  Havidock   ha^ 
pointed  out»  if  he  had  insisted  upon  an>> 
other  line,  there  would  ha^re*  been  pro^ 
bably  a  complete  fathize  of  tka  nbgotia<* 
tions.    What  will  be  the  ptraitiou  of  iht^ 
Boera  in  Baetern  Zuiuland  ?    They  wDl 
possess  the  ordinary  rights  of  owaeralniat 
of  the  lands  granted  them;  itkey  wi& 
have  no  jurisdietiob  over  the  Nativea  ; 
and  they  will  be  entitled  ufider  thai 
agreement  to  be  secured  in  those  kittda^ 
I  have  been  asked-^but  I  regret  t^mt  I 
must  disappoint  the  House  in  this  pserv- 
ticular^what  is  to  be  the  poUoy  of  Hef 
Majesty's  Government  with  respect,  not 
only  to  Zuiuland,  but  to  Bechuanalaaid 
and  to  Swaziland,  although  the  hen« 
Member's  Ameadmeot  is  in  teiais  oom- 
fined  to  Zuiuland.    I  am  free  to  admit 
that  I  think,  speaking  generalfy^  that 
the  timQ  has  arrived  for  a  oompvdiea*^ 
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ttve  scheme  ler  the  serfctlement  of  tho 
South  Afrioftn  diifiovUies  and  eomplica- 
tioiia  X  am  f]*ee  to  admit  that,  unless 
some  symlk  oooKprehefiBive  echeme  ia 
aattled,  thooe  daogpera  aad  difficulties 
which  were  pojuted  out  bj  the  hon. 
Member  lor  Gaithnee^  may  be  antioi- 
pated.  As  regards  Sastera  2kilulaDd, 
the  OoTonua^Bt  a«e  not  furepared^  as  at 
peeent  aivisied*  to*  entertain  the.  pro- 
poial  made  that  Eastern  Ziriuland  should 
be  aaneoced  to  Natal.  There  is  no  efiri- 
denoe^  in. the  first 'plaoe,  that  the  Zulus 
desire  aonezaidoB  to  Natal ;  and  I  think 
there. is  a  ^ery  leoneiderable,  aad  vto^r 
gi«Yeibrabt<1koir:£Br  the^  Natal  laws  and 
adnnhiateaftioQwofuId'be  auited  to  Beat* 
em  Zulufeadi  1?he  finances  of  Natal» 
moiieoTerv^  are  in  aii<  unaaiisf aeiorjr  state* 
andare  quiteitaaUdto  beartheooet  of- 
estaUiehiogt  and.  maintaining  Ciril  Es* 
tabUskment^  ia  a  nesr  and  wida^-ex- 
tending' temtory;  and,  therefore,!  it  is 
nottAtendad,  for  the  present  At  iiX  eyentu, 
tilatEflBlemZaliahaid  should  beianiiexed 
taNalal.  Then  comes  tltt  qiLestioii  as  to 
iha  goTeitoment.  oC  Eastern  Zuhiland. 
I  .oaq  asanve  hatu  MiaiD^jers.  that  the 
aubiQet  is  receiTing  rery  eiMlnl  c»on-^ 
simatiQii  -at  the  htmda  of  the  GoveriiT 
meot.  I  think  hon-  ICeaifoecs.who  have 
afodtedihe^aestiQn  will  agree  th^t  the 
Kmitedoontrol  ^  preaent  eaermiedover 
UMtBeeerfTO' 'Would  ixait  be  atifficienttkt 
BMtent  Zulnbiad.  We  miiat  have  the 
power !to  eetabliiBSi  ikmrta  of  Iiaw,  and 
tor  epBe«cifl»  a>  eriminal  jarisdietifm)  not 
oily  over  NatiTes^  bi^i.over  BnUidkr 
svlifscte  -  and  otluBra  within,  the  tenri* 
tm^. ,  .Tim.  we  eannot  ^at  present  do 
in  tthe  .Reaerre^  aad  the  queetion  ia 
BOW;  usdeir  coiiflid^atianr  whether  we  can 
get  sufficient  powess  nndeor.  wliatis  or^ 
manly  reoogi|iaed  as  a  Brotectorate,  or 
whether  we  should  hinre  to  aaaex  ZulUn 
laiid:a4  onie.  It  has  been  suggested 
AM  we  might  bring  Eaatem  Zululand 
uader-tihe  eonttol  of  the  Goremor  of 
Natali  mweh  in  the  aame  way  as  Bechu^ 
anafamd  ia  uoder  the  control  of  the 
GhnremorofOapa Colony;  soastolegiB-> 
latebyProclnnatk)n.  I  hare  manticmed 
those  points  in  order  to  show  that  the 
matter  is  reodTtng  careful  consideration, 
Wt  that  the  difficulties  are  very  great. 
I  will,  nf  course,  pay  attention  to  the 
saggeetaon.  thrown:  out  by  thehon.  Meid«i 
ber  far  Oaithneasy  ii^ith  the  object  of  secH 
iag.wbethaff  aome  kind  of  sa&factoi^ 
arrattgement  could,  be  made  by  wfaiofa 


the  different  rights  of  different  countries 
would  be  settled  once  for  all  in  South 
Africa.  It  is  a  very  tempting  sebeme ; 
but  when  such  schemes  come  to  be  looked 
into,  Ihey  are  found  to  be  more  difEouU 
than  c^peared  at  first  sight.  I  hope  £ 
have  shown  two  things  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers— first,  that  this  arrangement  which 
has  been  so  much  cavilled  at  by  the 
friends  of  the  Zulu3  is  an  arrangement 
really  calculated  to  benefit  them,  and  to 
pat  thorn  in  a  far  better  position  than 
they  were  in  at  the  beginning  of  188^; 
and,  secondly,  that  the  questions  con* 
nected  not  onl^  with  Zululand,  but  with, 
other  fcenritories  in  South  Africa,  are 
receiving,  and  will  receive,  the  careful 
consideration  of  the  Government. 

CRIME    AND    OUTRAGE    (IRELAKD)- 
THE  BARBAVILT^A  KURDER  TRIAL. 
Mb.  TUITE  (Wertmeath,  N.)  roee  to^ 

move  the  folio  wing  additicm  to  theAd* 

dress  :— 

♦♦  And  hambly  to  represent  to  Your  Majesty 
thai  it  is  the  doty  of '  Vonr  GovemmeDt  to  in- 
stitute a  full  and  •earoking  inquiry  into  the 
moans  .by  which  convictions  were  obtained 
a^inst  certain  persons  at  present  undergoing 
penal  senHtade  for  an  alleged  conspiracy  to 
murder  at  Bat^avillA,  In  the  county  dt  Weat^ 
meath.*' 

lit  support  of  his  Motion  the  hon.  Mem^ 
ber  recited  at  leogth  the  i^ircumstaacea 
oonnadaed  with  the  trials  and  reviewed 
the  ev'denoe  in  order  to  show  that  it  did 
not  warrant  a  conviction.  It  had,  lie 
said,  transpired  since  the  trial  that  the 
evidence  of  the  chief  Crown  witnesses/ 
-*-the  M'£eowns-t-waa  concocted,  their 
statements .  being  nothing  short  of  Ot 
tissue  of  falsehood;  and  in  the  whole 
circumstances  be  contended  that  there 
was  an  unanswerable  case  for  a  full  and 
impartial  investigation.  In  England^ 
whenever  a  conviction  was  impugned, 
the  practice  was  to  hold  an  impartial  in- 
quiry ;.  but  in  Ireland  there  was  no  such 
inquiry.  The  inquiries  held  there  were 
of  such  a  character  that  Irishmen  had 
no  confidence  in  them.  If  an  impartial 
inquiry  was  given ^  he  believed  that  it 
would  result  in.  throwing  open  the  prison 
gates.  He  would  divide  the  House  upon 
the  question,  and,  if  defeated,  would 
take  every  opportunity  of  re-opening  it. 

Mb.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath,  P.) 
seconded  the  Amendment. 

Ameadm^it  proposed, 

^  t  the  end  of  the  12th  paragraph,  to  insert  the 
weods-«<<  And  hmmhly  to  represent  to  Tour  Ha- 
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j«8iy  that  it  it  Ihe  doty  of  Tonr  GoTernmeni  to 
institute  a  full  and  searching  inquiry  into  the 
means  by  which  convictions  were  obtained 
against  certain  persons  at  present  undergoing 
penal  servitude  for  an  alleged  conspiracy  to 
murder  at  Barbavilla,  in  the  oounty  of  Wott- 
meath."--(J/r.  Ti/t^.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  r  Mcdonald  (siigo,  n.)  said, 

he  thought  that  it  was  a  pty  that  m 
this  Jubilee  year  of  Her  Majesty's  fieign 
the  Oriental  eustom  which  we  ^A 
adopted  in  India  of  relea^ng  priooneni 
had  not  been  followed  in  Qreat  Britain,  in 
the  gaolfl  of  whieh  a  large  number  of  in- 
nooent  prisonerawere  confined.  p'Oh ! "] 
It  was  the  duty  of  those  who  held  that 
opinion  to  bring  before  that  House  any 
evidence  of  which  they  had  cognizance 
which  would  tend  to  show  that  those 
who  had  been  found  guilty  of  a  crime 
had  been  unjustly  convioted ;  with  the 
object  of  satisfying  the  demand  for  in* 
quiry  made  by  the  public,  who  cried  out 
against  these  unjust  eonyictions.  Seven 
Years  ago  there  was  committed  in  Ire- 
land a  foul  and  most  brutal  murder— an 
unjustifiable  mutder.  [^AlaughJ]  W^l, 
all  murders  were  UBJustifiaUe.  He  did 
not  offer  a  word  in  palliation  of  such  a 
murder.  He  should  be  ashuned  to  eay 
a  word  in  defence  of  a  orioie  of  soch  a 
nature.  It  was  an  inhuman  murder, 
and  it  was  a  crime  against  the  laws  both 
fdyil  and  divine.  That  murder  took  place 
at  a  time  when  the  county  was  in  a 
niate  of  panic,  and  when  the  Government 
of  the  day  itself  was  in  a  state  of  panic. 
The  consequence  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  anxious  to  secure  a  convic- 
tion by  any  and  every  means.  Two  in- 
effectual trials  had  taken  place,  and  at 
the  third  trial  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  resorted  to  that  expedient  which 
was  becoming  so  common  in  Ireland, 
and  whieh  was  the  scandal  to  the  ad^ 
ministration  of  the  law — he  meant  i^e 
system  of  jury  -  packing.  [€rie9  of 
''Order!"]  ^ 

Ma.  SPBAKEB :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  not  in  Order 
in  goinginto  that  subject. 

Mb.  p.  MCDONALD  said,  that  he 
would,  of  course,  bow  to  the  Speaker's 
ruling;  but»  at  the  same  time,  it  had 
been  stated  in  the  newspapers  of  the 
day  that  the  jury  had  been  selected  for 
the  occasion,  probably  from  the  men  of 
independent   thought.    Owing   to   the 


M'Keowns  having  concoeted  a  story  pre*- 
pared  for  the  purpoee  of  obtainiug  a 
conviction  of  the  men  charged  with  this 
crinM,  the  jury  came  to  tbe  conclusioa 
that  they  were  guilty,  and  they  were 
now  suffering  f\rom  five  to  six  years' 
imprisonnient.  After  tho  conviction  of 
these  innooent  men,  the  wileof  ono  of 
theM'Keownsmade  a  stataoienft  acknorw* 
ledging  that  her  hnsband  had  given 
fake  evidenee,  and  that  she  had  en- 
couraged him  to  do  so.  The  husband 
subsequently  admitted  timt  he  had  oem* 
mitted  perjury.  After  these  revslatioiMi 
had  been  made,  a  memorial  was  for- 
warded to  the  Lord  Lientenant  praying 
for  an  inquiry  into  the  case  of  theso 
poor  men.  That  had  not  been  aeceded 
to,  and  he  new  joined  in  tfaa  apfoiil  ^ 
his  hon.  iViends  to  the  Attorney  General 
and  the  Chief  Baoretary  to  re-oomsider 
t^  matter,  aoid  grant  an  inquiry  intor 
tin  oase. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  G£NBBAL  mk 
IRELAND  (Mr.  HcHJCsa)  (DubMn  Uni* 
versity):  I  do  not  think  that  the 
speeches  which  havte  been  made  by  hoa« 
GentlenMn  oppoaito  have  brought  for- 
ward much  that  is  new.  Their  epeecliea 
seem  very  strongly  to  resemble  thoee 
whkh  were  delivmd  in  this  House  in 
September  last,  and  I  am  afraid  that 
I  can  only  repeat  what  I  said  on  that 
occasion.  One  expression  has  been  made 
use  of  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  intro- 
duced the  subject  (Mr.  Taite)  more  titan 
once,  which  it  is  necessary  that  I  should 
notice.  He  has  stated  that  the  appeal 
which  was  made  to  the  Lord  Lientensmt 
in  the  case  of  the  Barbavilla  prisonera 
was  dectded  by  persons  who  had  been 
interested  in  sustaining  the  oenvtetiea. 
Now  I  can  assure  the  li^n.  Member  that 
nothing  can  be  farther  from  the  fact. 
There  were  no  persons  eonnf  oted  with 
the  Irish  Government  who  were  inte- 
rested in  maintaining  these  oonvietioas, 
or  any  other  convictions  which  have  been 
referred  to  from  time  to  time  in  this 
House.  No  Member  of  the  present 
Administration  had  anything  whatever 
to  do  with  the  Government  of  Ireland  at 
the  time  the  prisoners  in  question  were 
convicted.  They  were  prosecuted  by  larw 
officers  nominated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  and  reference 
was  made  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  that 
period.  There  was  no  reason  whatever 
why  the  present  Administration  should 
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ttot'cone  to  the  conBideralion  of  tlM6aie 
irith  perfectly  o^fn  miaida.  I  may  At 
onoo  say  tkat  I  have  Bot  the  elighteal 
uttentioB  of  disonseing  in  this  House  to- 
fengiit  the  endence  gt^en  at  th«  trtak,) 
vhiek  wite  oontmeDtad  on  by  the  counsel 
on  both  sides  and  referred  to  by  the 
learned  JaJgea  who  directed  the  se? ^al 
jmes^  and  which  Icamed  the  bfts&s  of 
tbo  TerdictB  of  tltosc  juries*  The  pri^ 
aooexs'  in  this  pailimiiar  «a«e  were  de-* 
fended  by  some^of  the  ablost  men  at  the 
Itieh  Bar.  I  have  veod  the  reports  of 
Ae  triaby  and  I  can  say  l^at  no  siogle 
topac  liae  been  brought  forward  in  this 
Home  whidi  was  ilot  urged  before  the 
jories  who  convioted  the  prisoners; 
Nothing  was  omitted  by  the  coun^ 
sd  wlio  delended  the  prisonerB.  Both 
&e  Goart  and /the  jury  had  all  the 
facta  £nrly  before  them ;  all  the  argu* 
nranta  that  couM  be  addmed  en  either 
side,  and  all  the  statements  and  reasons 
wkich  eirald  possibly  influeace  their 
jodgment^  In  the  end  they  ciinie  td 
eartain  ^ercMcts.  Therelbre^  I  an  not 
prepared  to  re4ry  here  a  ease  which 
seeaia  to  me  to  hare  been  trkd  by  a 
proper  -Mbunal  who  bad  all  Idie  facts 
befoce  it.  All  I  propose  to  ref^  to 
is  what  took  place  subsequently.  The 
first  oonriction  was  obtained  before  tbe 
Lard  Chief  Baron  in  the  month  of  Aprils 
1864/  and  ike  6uibseqiient  coafiction-  en 
tite  9th  of  June  in  the  same  year.  Yot 
soako  months  afterwitrda  no  application 
waa  made  to  the  Lord  Lieuteaant  feir 
Ike  exercise  of  the  preregatire  of  mercy. 
But  Bomewhere  towards  the  end  of  1681 
an  appHqation  was  made  to  the  noble- 
man who'  was  then  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
exercise  l^e  prerogatire  of  mercy.  The 
ease  was  carefully  reriewed,  and  tke  re- 
sult of  the  investigattbn  was  that  the 
law  was  allowed  to  take  its  course. 

Mr.  TUITE:  An  application  was 
made  a  few  weeks  id'ter  the  second  batdi 
of  pnaoaers  was  convioted. 

Mb,  HOLMES:  AUI  know  is  that 
tihe  ease  was  very  fully  and  carefully  in- 
Tsetigated  by  titie  Lord  Lieutenant.  I 
have  seen  the  pi^rs  that  were  before 
him ;  I  have  seen  Ihe  various  subjects 
into  ^hkh  he  inquired  ;>  I  know  the 
advice  he  sought,  and  I  am  satisfied  that 
no  person  could  iiave  taken  more  care 
to  eee  how  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
could  best  be  exercd^  than  the  noble 
Lord  wkO;   at  that  time,  occupied  the 


poettion  of  Viceroy  of  Ireland.  The  re- 
sult of  the  investigation  was  that  the  law 
\ras  allowed  to  take  its  courAo.  Now  the 
friends  of  prisoners  have  aright  to  make 
fresh  representations  of  any  new  facts 
which  may  arise ;  and  thf  y  have  a  per- 
fect right  to  call  on  those  who  represent 
the  Crown  to  reopen  the  matter.  In  this 
case,  the  friends  of  the  prisoners  were 
not  satisfied,  and  in  the  Autumn  of  1885 
all  the  facts  were  brought  before  Lord 
Oaarnarron.  No  person  could  be  more 
disposed  to  consider  a  case  of  this  kind 
with  care  and  caution,  and  with  a  strong 
leaning  to  the  side  of  mercy,  than  that 
noblemaa.  I  can  assure  bon^  Members 
oprposile  that  he  entered  into  the  case  in 
themost  full  and  complete  manner;  but 
anxious  ais  he  tras  to  temper  justice  with 
mercy,  be  too  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  decision  at  which  hHs  Predecee- 
sor  had  arrived  wasa  right  decicdon,  and 
that  the  law  must  take  ite  couree.  A 
Viceroy  has  advcuktages  in  making  in- 
quiries whidi  no  one  in-  thia  House 
possesses.  He  can  communicate  witii 
the  learned  Judges  who  tried  the  ease. 
In  this  case  he  did  comiimnlcate  with 
the  learned  Judges,  of  whom  no  less 
than  three  or  four  had  taken  part  in  the 
trials,  and  of  course  th^  judgment 
would  guidis  him  very  much*  If,  with 
all  these  advantages,  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant is  unable  to  come  to  a  correct 
conclusion  in  reference  to  a  subject  of 
this  kind,  I  think  it  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult to  ascertain  how  acorrect  ooBclusion 
can  be  arrived  at  But  that  is  not  all. 
At. a  later  date-*!  believe  in  the  month 
of  May  laet  year— a  diffepeast  Viceroy  of 
Irekmd  -^  Lord  -  Aberdeen  *-«-  ooamdered 
the  ease.  He  had  a  right  to  do  so,  al- 
thotigh  the  question  had  been  brought 
be&>re  his  PVedecessor ;  and  Ihe  result 
of  his  coasideratioa  was  the  same  as  be- 
fore—-namely,  a  confirmation  of  the  view 
which  had  been  taken  by  two  ol  his 
Predeoeesors.  In  the  month  of  Oc- 
tober last  the  matter  was  brought 
under  the  notice  of  Lord  Londonderry, 
the  present  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  the 
same  decision  wajs  arrived  at.  It  will, 
therefore,  be  seen  that  the  verdicts  re- 
ceived the  approbation  of  tho  learned 
Judges  who  tried  the  oases ;  and  that 
the  subsequent  investigation  by  succes- 
sive Viceroys  disclosed  no  new  fieKsts  that 
would  justify  the  verdicts  being  dis- 
placed.   On  the  last  occasion  I  stated 
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that  the  caee  would  be  bvooght  before 
the  Vioeroj.  It  was  ao  brought,  and, 
after  oaref  al  consideration,  the  decision 
of  the  Viceroy  was  announced.  In  the 
month  of  Noyember  last  the  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  addressed  a  letter  to  the  Lord 
lieatenant.  The  letter  oontained  no 
new  facte ;  but  it  referred  in  particular 
to  a  statement  made  by  Constable  Fitz- 
gerald. 

Mb.  TUITE  :  I  did  not  atate  that 
there  were  any  new  facts ;  but  I  relSerred 
to  facts  which  had  occurred  since  the 
trials. 

Mb.  H0LMB8 :  The  fact  is  that  the 
statement  of  Constable  Fitzgerald  was 
not  only  before  Lord  Aberdeen  and 
Lord  Oaritarronj  but  it  was  also  before 
Lord  Spencer.  The  statement  itself  has 
been  read  by  the  hon.  Oe&tleman  to- 
night I  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
leeing  that  statement,  and  of  comparing 
it  with  another  statement  by  Constable 
Fitzgerald  txintaiDed  in  a  letter  written 
to  his  superior  officer.  Constable  Fitz- 
gerald was  aaked  it  he  had  ever  made 
the  statement  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member ;  and,  ateo,  whether  he  had 
made  the  statement  which  is  contained 
in  his  letter  to  hia  commanding  officer. 
He  answered  both  questions  in  the 
affirmative.  He  said  that  he  had  made 
a  statement  in  the  month  of  September, 
1884,  and  that,  in  the  same  month,  he 
had  addressed  a  letter  containing  the 
same  statement  to  his  chief.  Now,  it  so 
happened  that  the  letter  which  he  bad 
written  was  forthcoming.  I  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  reading  it,  and  I  find 
that  there  is  the  greatest  possible  diver- 
gence between  the  two  statements.  In 
point  of  fact,  the  statements  upon  which 
the  hon.  Member  relies  are  not  contained 
in  that  letter  at  all.  After  careful  con- 
sideration, we  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  Constable  Fitzgerald  was  under  the 
impression  that  he  had  made  certain 
statements,  but  that  his  letter  was 
written  in  such  a  state  of  mental  ex- 
citement as  rendered  it  unreasonable  to 
hold  the  writer  responsible  for  the  state- 
ments contained  in  it. 

Mr.  TUITE :  We  have  the  statement 
made  by  the  constable  in  our  possession, 
and  it  is  signed  with  his  own  nand. 

Mb.  holmes  :  No  doubt  Constable 
Fitzgerald  made  the  statemeot  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  referred  to ;  but 
he  always  asserted  that,  at  the  same 
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time,  he  had  made  a  aimiiar  staitetpqat 
to  his  commandiikg  officer  in  November, 
11)84.  We  have  that  letter,  and,  com- 
paring it  with  the  statement,  there  is 
not  the  slightest  reaemblanoe  between 
the  two.  Moreover,  he  states  in  his 
letter  that  he  has  written  all  he  ie  able 
to  assert.  When  we  find  the  constable 
making  two  statements,  in  the  same 
month,  differing  so  much  in  their  oha- 
raoter,  it  is  impossible  to  pkce  mnoh 
reliance  on  them.  They  have  evidently 
been  written  in  such  a  state  of  mantid 
excitement  that  it  would  be  cruelty  to 
any  man  to  hold  him  responsibie  for 
them.  I  do  not  think  it  is  neoessary 
to  say  more.  We  hare  had  precisely 
the  same  discussion  to« night  as  we  had 
in  the  month  of  SeptemlMr  last.  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  a  vary  useful  oeco- 
pation  for  the  House  to  indulge  im  a 
prolongation  of  the  debate^  The  faots  of 
the  case  have  been  fully  considered  by  the 
Court  and  the  jury ;  they  were  also  dis- 
cussed in  the  House  last  year,  and  it 
would  be  most  inconvenient  to  |^  into 
these  mattes  again.  I  belieye  that 
whoever  occupies  these  Benches  must 
give  the  same  answer  that  I  hav<e 
given. 

Mr.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.) :  I  do  not 
propose  to  ooenpy  the  attentioB  of  thie 
House  for  many  minutes,  while  I  call 
attention  to  another  case  in  which  there 
was  not  a  single  drop  of  blood  ehed,  and 
yet  a  dozen  men  were  sent  to  prison.  If 
there  had  been  anything  like  a  con- 
spiracy to  murder,  it  would  have  got 
aoroad  somehow  or  other,  and  someb^y 
living  in  the  locality  would  have  heard 
of  it.  But  even  the  Boyal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary, who  are  pretty  well  acquainted 
with  the  feeling  that  exists  throughout 
the  country,  when  any  conspiracy  is 
being  hatched,  knew  nothing  of  thie; 
and  the  f^^eneral  fedingof  thecoontry 
is,  that  there  has  been  a  great  miscar- 
riage of  justice  in  the  conviction  of  the  un- 
fortunate men  to  whom  I  refer.  I  think 
it  is  a  case  in  which,  upon  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Gbvemment,  the  Pre- 
rogative of  mercy  might  be  exercised  by 
the  Crown.  We  are  often  told  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House  that  it  would 
be  becoming,  oa  the  part  of  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Members,  if  they  VFOuld 
assist  the  Government  in  controlUng 
the  affairs  of  Ireland.  Now,  I  know  of 
no  better  means  by  which  the  Irish  Na* 
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tkiiiidttt'MJeinbdrt  ^uld  aasiet  the  Go- 
Temment  in  periomuog  the  dUBcult 
task  of  goremiog  ttufortunato  Ireland 
ihan  by  bringing  eases  of  Ihis  kind 
.nBdar  tibeirnotioe.  It  is  all  veiy  well 
for  the- Gevemment'  to<  say  that  it  is 
tfasir^utj  ta  nMuntain-the  law^  tba^laiF 
may  be  maintained  witboutresortiDg  to 
luunli  4Uid  tjrannioal  measateB. .  There 
ovight  to  be  justioe  temiMred  with 
wamoy ;  and  the  majority  ef  ^he  Irish 
X»eaaaata  ava  under  the  impression  that 
in  matters  of  this  kind  taere.  is  veiy 
little  either  of  mercy  or  j  usticei  although 
there  majf  be  a  good  deal  of  law.  In 
agcavian  mattera  the  Irish  peeple  look 
fop  naitfaer  men^  nor  justioe  from  Her 
Maj  eflt3r'a  Courts  of  Law.  It  is  an&MV 
tanate.that  that  should  be  so ;  fmd  I  think 
4hat  something  might  be  done  to  remedy 
the  state  of  feeling  which  now  exMfe  in 
Iselaud)  if  ELer  Majesty's  Oorernment 
iroaU  g^ve  the  matter  their  ca veful  oon- 
sideratioB; 

:  Mr.  P- J,  POWER  (Waterford,  JE.): 
In  r^aid  toi.  the  Barbayilla  oaae,  I 
would'  remiod  the  right  hen.  and 
.learned  Oentiemaa  the  AttomeyrGene- 
wai .  for  Ireland  that  fresh  laets  bure 
come  to  our  knowledge  which  are  net 
in  the  t>ossessio&  of  .the 'Government; 
mid:  theve  would  be  g^ieat  diffiauU^  in 
puttLug  them  in  posseaskon  of  those 
huatSf  iunlees  they  consent  to*  grant  the 
inquiry  for  whiefa  we  ask.  I  would  also 
poial  out  to  the  right  hon»  and  learned 
-  Bentiesian  that  one  of  the  jurors  who 
triedr^the  Bavbayillaeasehas  distinctly 
stated  that  il  he  had  known  that  the 
two  M*Keown»had  had  an  opportunity 
of  eonuDunieating* with- each lether*  he 
would  not  hare  been  a  party  to  a  €9u- 
vicikm*  We^hall  be  able  to  prove  that 
the  two  M*Keowns  were  in.  oommumh 
eation  with  each /Other,  and  that  they 
aonooeted  their  story  in  consequeace.  I 
eaa  aasuie  the  Honse  that  we  do  not  go 
baok  upon  this  matter  with  any  amount 
of  plensujve;  it  is  only  a  sense  oi  daty 
-that  indttcee  us  to  bring.it  forward. 
It  is  a:  story  we  eaanot  look  on  with 
anyth^ig  but  a  feeling  of  shamho..  ^vt 
we  know  that  at  the  time  the  deed  was 
dooa  bribea  ot  an.  enormous .  amount 
were  offered  whiph  would  have  had  the 
cifeot  of  br^ging  about  perjury  not 
^j  in  Ireland,  but  in  av^  other 
ooontiT  in  ^ha  world*  Under  these  oir* 
auDstancea  I  sincerely  h(^  the  right 


Iio!i.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  use 
his  influence  with  the  Government  to 
enable  us  to  place  before  thej]^  the  fresh 
facts  we  have  been  able  to  obtain. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Addxea^  Mffreed^io:-^Tt  be  pvesentcd 
by  Privy  Oonneiliors. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
j  '•  (IRELAND)  BlLL.-^t^aL  I.] 

I        {Sir  I^ichacl  SieRs-J^enehy  lifr  faeksou.) 
I  COMMITTEE, 

I     Order  for  Commtttee-ycadi     i 

V  :Fhe  CHtTrIF  SEGEETxVr.Y  pjr  TTVE- 
ii  AND  (Sir  Michael  IIicKs- Be  ACiT  J  (Bris- 
tol, W.)  :  It  13  not  my  intent  ion  to  pro- 
coed  with  tliis  Bill  tb- night,  but  to  pro- 
pose that  tlio  Cummittee  ho  doferrod  till 
Monday.  1  wimid,  however,  like  to  ns\ 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  op p(>- 
poaite  whetWr  they  iatend  to  persist,  la 
the  numerous  AmendniDnta  which  they 
have  put  on  the  Paper.  If  tboy  do  bo, 
it  will  be  inipofi^iblo  for  me  to  proceed 
with  the  Ijill  fiirther.  Tlie  Amend- 
ments really  opera  un  a  wido  iieltl  of 
questions  which  ought  not  to  be  dis- 
cussed at  all. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALT  (Cork) : 
Mr,  Speaker,  I  should  like  to  say  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  has.  by  the  appeal  he 
has  made,  put  us  m  a  position  of  some 
difficulty.  The  Bill  of  which  ho  has 
given  Notice  to  take  the  Committco  on 
Monday  next  raises  a  fo  mo  what  largo 
question.  I  do  not  intend  to  discuss  the 
provisions  of  the  measure ;  bat  I  must 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  G^entlemfln 
that  there  is  really  no  urgenrjy  ivhatao- 
ever  in  the  matter  with  whk'li  the  Bill 
proposes  to  deal.  Upon  n  previous  occa- 
sion the  right  hon.  Gi^ntleman  ha^  as- 
serted as  a  reason  for  bringing  in  the 
Bill  that  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
cannot  be  fully  constituted  until  the  ap- 
pointment suggested  is  made.  That  is 
not  the  fact.  Tlie  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  18  fully  constituted  with  two 
Judges,  and  under  the  present  system 
two  Judges  can  sit. 

Mr.  SPEAKER;  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  now  discussing  the 
merits' of  the  Bill. 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 
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FIRST    OFFENDERS    BILL.- [Bill  132.] 

[i!i\  Howard  Vincent,   Lord  Randolph  Spencer 

Church m,  Sir   Henry    Selwin^Ibbetton,    Mr, 

Jloare,    Mr.    Addison,    Mr.     Hattings,    Mr» 

Latcson,  Mr,  Molloy), 

SECOND    BBADIKO. 

Order  for  SecoDd  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
*ime." — {Mr,  Soicard  Vincent,) 

Mr.  ADDISON  (Ashton-imder. 
Lyne),  in  rising  to  move  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  said,  I  do  not 
think  that  it  is  one  which  will  pronkote 
any  eort  of  opposition  from  any  part  of 
the  Honse ;  indeed,  it  is  one  that  has 
already  received  the  sanction  of  this 
House,  and  been  read  a  third  time.  It 
is  to  do  away  with  an  inconTenienoe 
which  those  who  have  to  administer 
justice  sometimes  feel  when  they  have 
brought  before  them  persons  accused  of 
offences  for  the  first  time,  and  against 
whom  the  offences  are  proved.  Often  a 
youth  who  has  committed  some  offence, 
or  a  servant  girl  who  has  been  guilty  of  a 
slight  act  of  pilfering,  is  brought  up  and 
although  the  case  is  proved,  the  magis- 
trates feel  very  strongly  the  cruelty  of 
sending  such  offender  to  prison,  thus  ma- 
king him  or  her  one  of  the  criminal  dass, 
and  subjecting  himorherto  theoontamin 
ations  of  the  prison  surroundings.  This 
modest  Bill  merely  proposes  to  give  the 
magistrates  tho  power  —  not  to  compel 
them — when  a  person  is  brought  before 
them  for  the  first  time  charged  with  an  off 
ence  punishable  with  imprisonment  only, 
to  direct  that  he  shall  be  conditionally  re* 
leased  upon  probation  of  good  conduct. 
I  believe  that  legislation  of  this  kind  is 
in  operation  in  some  of  the  American 
States — ^in  the  State  of  Massachusetts 
for  instance— and  I  am  told  that,  quite 
lately,  Bills  of  this  kind  were  passed  in 
some  of  our  own  Colonies.  I  hope  there 
will  be  no  opposition  at  all  to  the  second 
reading,  which  I  now  beg  to  move. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  this  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Addison.) 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  in  supporting  the  second 
reading,  I  will  trouble  the  House  with 
but  few  observations.  The  object  of  all 
legislation  in  relation  to  crime  should  be 
to  prevent  future  crime,  not  merely  to 


infltot  punitive  rengeanoe,  and  it  is 
because  I  feel  that  this  Bill  proceeds  in 
that  direction  that  I  desire  to  support* 
it.  The  efforts  alrsady  made  in  the 
direction  of  reformation  have  diminished 
crime.  I  connect  that  diminQtion  of 
crime  in  the  last  few  years  more  par- 
ticularly to  the  progress  of  education. 
This  salutary  effect  of  education  is  in- 
creasing, as  shown  by  the  remarks  of  the 
various  Judges  of  A  ssise.  I  believe  this 
Bill  will  so  protect  some  peopie  from 
being  rendered  permanently  criminal  by 
the  contagion  of  imprisonment,  and 
therefore  I  heartily  support  it 

Mr.  SCLATER- BOOTH  (Hanla, 
Basingstoke) :  Sir,  I  think  tho  House  is 
indebted  to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Addison)  for  introducing  this  Bill ; 
but  I  should  be  glad  to  hear  from  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  whether  he  is  able  to 
support  it  as  it  at  presMit  stands,  or 
whether  he  thinks  it  requires  any  amend- 
ment. In  my  opinion,  many  eriminais 
are  sent  to  prison  who  woald  be  mudi 
better  out  on  nrobatien ;  and  I  do  not 
think  there  is  the  danger  which  used  to 
be  apprehended  of  the  peoj^e  whom  the 
Bill  is  intended  to  benefit  being  at  large. 
I  trust  the  Secretary  of  State  'will  be 
able  to  see  his  way  to  support  ihb  Bill. 

Thb  secretary  o^  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  department  (Mr. 
Mattbews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Sir,  I 
must  admit  I  have  had  some  difficult 
in  understanding  what  the  objects  of 
the  framers  of  this  Bill  are.  I  think  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Addison), 
who  moved  the  second  reading,  must  be 
aware  t^at  by  the  Summary  Conviction 
Act,  1679,  all  Courts  of  Summary  Juris- 
diction have  very  much  the  pow^  he 
proposes  to  confer  upon  them.  A  Court 
of  Summary  Jurisciietion  may  now, 
without  proceeding  to  a  convietioB,-  dis* 
miss  any  information  which  is  laid  before 
them  and  order  the  person  diarged  to 
pay  damages  not  exceeding  4#«.  and 
oosts,  or  either  of  those  things.  Far- 
thermore,  the  Court  has  power  now  to 
discharge.  [Mr.  Addiboit:  Oh,  oh!] 
I  hear  mj  hon.  mad  lei^ned  Friend  ex- 
press dissent;  I  think  he  can  hardly 
have  read  the  section.  A  Court  of 
Summary  Jurisdiction  can  now,  upon 
conviction,  disdiarge  the  person  con- 
victed, upon  condition  of  him  giving 
security,  with  or  without  sureties,  to 
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appear  for  sesteiioe  in  Oout  t,  or  to  be 
of  good  behavioar,  or  upon  payment  of 
damages  and  costs,  or  either  of  them,  as 
the  Oourt  may  think  fit.  I  hardly  know 
In  what  way  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friesbd^s  view  will  be  promoted  by  the 
daiisee  of  this  Bill.  The  intention  of 
enaUiBg  any  Oonrt— a  Oourt  of  Assize 
or  otherwi8^*-4o  avoid  sesding  a  first 
offendfir  to  prison  is  a  good  one.  If 
that  were  an  object  not  attainable  in 
the  preaest  state  of  the  law,  I  shonld  be 
entirely  in  fevonr  of  any  Bill  baring 
such  an  object.  I  believe  that  by  the 
Act  of  1879  the  power  in  question  was 
given  to  Oovrts  of  Summary  Jurisdic- 
tk»>  and  that  they  possess  it  now  in  an 
ample  way.  I  admit  that  the  power  in 
the  hands  of  Judges  of  Assise  or  of  the 
Superior  Courts  or  Quarter  Sessions  is 
not  so  ampler  I  beheve  those  Courts 
can  only  dtacbarge  an  ofBsndev  upon  him 
giving  security  te  appear  for  sentence 
when  oatted  npen  to  do  so.  That,  how* 
ever»  in  effect,  enables  the  Sitperior 
Cbnrtn  to  release  a  first  offender  without 
sending  hioa  to  pmon;  therefore,  the 
obfeots  that  are  sought  by  this  Bill  are 
peifeotly  capable  of  attainment  by  the 
kw  a»  it  standa  On  the  other  hand) 
let  the  Honse  consider  for  a  moment 
what  the  Cramers  ot  this  Bill  propose  to 
do.  The  promoters  of  the  Bill  propose 
to  altow  the  Coui*t  to  dismiss  a^  first 
offender  without  sentencing  hira»  but  to 
make  him  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  F^veetion  of  Crime  Acts  of  1871 
and  1879^  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
House  realizes  how  extremely  penal 
those  Acts  ai«.  Under  these  Acts  con* 
Ticts-or  habitual  offenders  are  subjected 
to  polioe  supervision,  which  involves 
penftlties  of  a  penal  eharacter.  A  per^ 
aon  who  is  released  on  licence  is  required 
to  report  his  residence  periodically,  and 
if  he  fails  to  report  himself  he  is  liable 
to  a  yearH»  imprisonment  with  hard  la- 
bour. It  wiE  thus  be  seen  that,  by  this 
Bill^  if  a  first  offender  does  not  eomply 
with  tbo  coaditieos  laid  down  upon  his 
release,  he  will  b#  subjected  to  a  year's 
impriaonmeot,  which  is  probably  a  much 
longer  period  than  that  by  which  his 
offsnoe  in  the  first  inrtaace  is  punishable. 
Bat  there^  are  other  conditions  which 
attach  by  the  Prevention  of  Grime  Acts 
of  1871  and  1879.  If  a  licensee  asso' 
eiates  with  bad  characters— a  rather 
elsstio  phrase,  which  may  extend  to 
Tsriofis  elaseea  of  B0ciety--he  is  liable, 


under  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Acts,  to 
three  months  with  hard  labour.  That, 
equally,  might  be  the  utmost  sentence 
which  might  be  passed  upon  persons  for 
certain  offence««.  Then,  again,  if  the 
person  subject  to  the  police  supervision 
has  no  possible  means  of  obtaining  a 
honest  livelihood,  which  is  a  fate  not  un- 
common in  many  classes  of  society,  he  is 
liable  to  be  brought  up  and  sentenced 
to  three  months'  imprisonment.  I  really 
do  submit  to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
that  the  police  superrision  to  which  he 
proposes  to  subject  first  offenders  is  un^ 
necessary,  harsh,  and  severe. '  I  imagine 
it  is  the  desire  of  the  framers  of  this  Bill 
to  have  some  treatment  intermediary 
between  sending  a  first  offender  to  pri- 
son and  letting  him  go  scot  free,  and  in 
tliat  desire  I  entirely  concur;  and,  if 
the  Bill  could  be  modified  to  bring  about 
that  end,  I  should  heartily  welcome  it» 
Then,  I  think  the  promoters  of  the  1^11 
^ght  have  introduced  some  prorision 
with  regard  to  juvenile  offenders.  I 
should  be  extremely  glad,  for  instance^ 
if  in  the  ease  of  juvenile  offenders  power 
were  conferred  upon  the  Courts  of  Sum- 
mary Jurisdiction  to  stunmon  before 
them  the  parents,  and  iofiict  upon  them 
a  fine.  I  believe  some  such  modifioa^^ 
tion  of  tke  mode  of  proceeding  agaii^ 
first  offenders  would  be  extreo^y  valu- 
able; bat  this  drastic  way  of  putting 
first  offenders  under  Acts  Of  Parlia- 
ment which  were  intended  to  deal  with 
habitual  criminals  and  convicts  out  on 
licence-^the  very  worst  criminal  dasses 
we  have  in  the  country— seems  to 
me  not  quite  in  accordance  with  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend's  intentions^-* 
intentions  with  which  I  entirdy  sym* 
pathize.  Perhaps  the  hardest  cases 
are  those  in  which  imprisonm^it  is 
infiicied  because  the  offSsnders  can- 
not pay  a  fine.  There  are  numerous 
cases  where  the  punishment  usually  im- 
posed is  a  fine,  and,  in  default  of  pay- 
menty  imprisonment.  There  are  cases 
of  imprisonment,  ei^eeially  in  the  cases 
of  first  offenders,  I  am  very  sorry  to  see. 
One  cannot  regard  poverty  in  every  in- 
stance as  a  crime ;  and,  therefore, 
persons  who  are  most  deserving  oi 
^rmpathy  are  left  outside  the  scope  of 
the  Bill.  The  tod  clause  of  the  Billy- 
there  are  practically  only  two  clauses  in 
the  Bill— seems  to  be  totally  inad- 
missible, inasmuch  as  it  violates  all  the 
rtdes  which  Parliament  has  observed  in 
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legtelatkm  affeoting  oiimo.  I  do  not 
like  to  seem  bo  ungraoiouo  as  to  oppoee 
the  second  reading  of  a  BtU  which  con* 
tains  ike  eenns  of  a  useful  idea ;  but  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  those  germs  have 
been  hardfy  properly  developed— in* 
deed,  I  am  afraid  the  Bill  will  work  a 
bad)  instead  of  a  good,  ehange.  My 
right  hon.  Eriend  (lir.  8clater-Booth) 
suggeeted  that  the  Bill  might  be  taken 
up  by  the  Qovemment,  and  remodelled. 
If  the  sponsors  of  the  measure  will  be 
wiUio^  to  entruflt  it  to  the  care  of' the 
Qovemment  draftsman,  I  will  do  my 
best  to  see  it  put  in  audh  a  ahape  that  U 
will  work  a  benefioial  ehasga  in  the  law, 
and  not  impose  on  first  offenders  band-' 
ships  and  penalties  muoh  more  severe 
than  they  ought  to  be  subjeoted  to. 
Having  stated  these  objeodons,  I  shall 
offer  no  further  opposition  to  the  second 
reading. 

Ma.HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central) :  I  desire  to  si^  a  few  words  in 
support  of  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  It  is  a  Bill  in  which  I  have  taken 
the  deepest  interest;  and  I  see  many 
hon«  (Gentlemen  now  in  the  House  who 
will,  peiiiapa,  reodleot  the  signal  nnan^ 
imity  with  which  the  meais«re  was  re^ 
eeived  in  the  last  Failiameat.  The.  Bill 
passed  through  all  its  stages  in  the  last 
J^Arliam^ut;  indeed,  not  one  wovd  of 
ezoeption  was  tak^i  to  any  one  of  its 
provisions.  It  is  true  that  it  was  stopped 
m  the  House  of  Lords;  and  I  had 
some  reason  to  complain  of  the  course 
the  then  Administration  took  as  re- 
gards it.  The  Government  of  the  day 
allowed  the  Bill  to  go  quietly  through 
all  the  stages  in  this  House ;  but  they 
stopped  it  in  *^  another  place,''  whrae 
it  was  impossible  for  me  to  meet  any 
of  the  objections  which  were  raised 
to  it.  The  ri^t  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Matthews)  has  said  thai  he  bas  oon^ 
siderable  difficulty  in  aEcertaioing  what 
are  the  motives  of  the  framers  of  the 
measure  in  submitting  it  to  the  Judg** 
incnt  of  the  House.  The  desire  of  the 
framers  of  the  Bill  is  to  endeavour  to  do 
something  to  prevent  first  offenders 
being  turned,  by  imi»rieonment,  into 
habitual  criminals ;  to  endeavour  to  do 
something  to  convert  those  who  have 
committed  a  first  offence  into  honest  men 
and  useful  members  of  society.  I  am 
sure  the  House  was  impressed  by  the 
statement   of   my   hon.    and    learned 
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Friend  (Mr.  Addison),  that  a  measiftro  of 
this  kind  has  worked  for  many  yeiuv 
with  signal  snccees  in  Massadiusetts.  It 
is  nonew  experiment  which  we  are  seekt 
ing  to  introduce.  What  we  propose 
has  wolfed  amoBfpit  our  own  race,  and 
under  a  similar  system  of  jnrisprudenoe 
to  our  own,  toot  eight  yeara  past,  with 
great  success;  in  fact,  the  result  has 
been  i^600  reformed  lives,  and  a  saving 
in  hard  cask  of  noleas  than  £1^(^000.  1 
fori  suce  the  House  will  recognixe  that 
that  is  certainly  a  tangible  result.  I 
wish  to  repeat  tbe  statement  of  tke 
Mover  of  the  eeeomd  reading— 4hatiTriist 
we  propose  has  been  adapted  in  the€Uo* 
niea  of  New  Zealand  aniof  Quettislanti. 
It  was  unanimously  adopted  by  both 
Housea  of  LegisiMure  in  4111060  Cblon^. 
The  Honse  will,  of  iCours«t»  reopgnioethd 
difficulty  I  laboar  under  in  Allowing 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gtontleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  who  is  sowrtl^er^ 
in  all  the  intricacies  of  the  kiw ;  blit, 
even  after  what  he  has  said^  hon.  Memt 
ben  will,  I  aas  fiure«  feel  that  the.  Bill 
deserves  their  favourable  consideratiob/ 
My  right  hon«  and.  learned  il^rtend  his 
said  that  he  does  see  in  the  Bcli  the 
germs  of  a  good  change  in  the.  law. .  I 
hope,  therefore,  he  wiU  allow  the  sqccmd 
reading  to  pass. :  Hehaasaid,  if  we  will 
entvihst  the  Bill  to  tic  e  QoYecnment 
draftsman,  he  will  c^bis  beat  to  nuke  a 
good  measure  of  iL  I  shall  vary  gladly 
adopt  that  course.  No  Party  interests 
are  canoermed  in  the  Bill ;  and,  t^ers*' 
fore,  I  ea treat  h(m.  Mjsmbers  of  both 
sides  to  a^^ree  to  the  second  readings  I 
do  so  because  I  am  perfectly  eeBtak 
that  the  Bill  is  cmable  id  efficient  ad;* 
ministsation,  and  that  it  will  have  a  veiy 
great  tend^ey  to  redaoe  -crime,  and  to 
reduce  1^  expenses  incurred  in  the 
maintenanoe  of  crkniaals  in  the  country^ 
Mb.  MOLLOY  (Kind's  Co.,  Birr): 
My  name  appears  on  the  ba(^  of  the 
Bill,  and  I  wish  to  say  that  the  measure 
has  my  hekrty  ooncurreaoe.  The  Bill 
was  brought  forward  last  year ;  it  was 
passed  unanimously  by  tkie  Honsoy  uid 
therefore  it  is  rather  astoni^ng  to  find 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Ghsntleman 
the  Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews)^ 
who,  of  all  persons,  shonld  take  an  in« 
terest  in  any  measure  having  such  an 
object  as  this,  disposed  to  Uirow  coid 
water  upon  (die  Bill.  I  ahould  have 
thought  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  wouU  have  been  the  fint 
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pevsoniathe  House  to  hitTa  weleomed 
ntf  Bill  of  this  oharaetev;  but  ke  has 
madd  a  speeoh  oritioistsg  the  Bill  in  all 
lis  details;  in  fact,  his  speech  was  a 
SMi|^ioitiera(tion  of  speeches,  oaly  fit 
for  the  Ooannittee  stage.  The  object  of 
the  Bill  ia  oae  of  which  we  can  all  ap* 
pia?e;''Whj,  then,  ahooild  the  Home 
osoretary^  whose  daty  it  is  to  support 
sirerf  step  in  this  direotieii^  throw  cold 
#ater  ^ipoixthe  meatnre  P  My  advice  to 
the  hosv  and  Imirned  Oentleman  (Mr. 
Addison)  is,  that  te  dionid proceed  with 
the  Bfll  to  a  Drriston,  beeanse  we  are, 
is  a HMse,  pled^^ to  the  B&iUand-the 
fihsetmlicnis  wlim  weve  wade  bj  the 
Home^^eeretlU7are  obeenrations  which 
esa  be  dealt  with  in  Committee. 

«m  HBNBY  8BLWIN-IBBETS0N 
(B£SQKit]^>ping):  Mr.  Speaker,  asmj 
name  af^ars  on  thebaek  of  the  Bili^  I 
sbealdilifcB'te  sayalew  words  before  the 
Debate  ^oeee.  I  hare  taken  oonsiderable 
iDteresiia  this  subject  for  many  years) 
batXqaita  admit  t&  Ibroe  of  all  that  has 
been  said  by  the  right  hen.  and  learned 
Gutkmon  the  Home  Seorstary  (Mr. 
MattbSws)  aatothediffiouHies  suiTouad* 
kg  the  treatment  of  the  persons  we 
kaTeta:  view.  I  know  how  serious  are 
fte  prqfvisions  of  the  law  relating  to 
poKce  euperrieieot  aad  I  eaauaderaSand 
Ae  ahaan  with  which  my  right  hoD.  wui 
leoned  Eriend  fiews  the  psopoeal  to 
ezboul  sneh  a  ajeltem  te  fint  offenders 
BL  certain  oases.  Bat  what  I  bar« 
shraysrhad  in  tIow  has  been  to  estend^ 
if  posdble,  the  power  which  Petty  See* 
fional  Oourts  and  Uuatter  Beesions  hare 
■t  present  to  kit  persons  ont  on  their 
own  recogni^anees ;  a  power  which,  I 
tisnky  is. moat  uselbl,  but  which  is  so 
•sldoBs  exenised  at  the  present  timet  I 
wsnldurge  the  Hoese,  if  it  ^Kffirm  the 
priaeipto,  at  all  erents^-  of  extending  to 
iirst  offenders  some  mare  lenient  means 
ef  punishment  than  the  Beeessity  of 
pnsrnt  diadpUne,  which  is  now  almost 
the  only  means  arailable.  At  the  same 
time,  I  wefdd  advise  my  hon^  Friend 
(he  Member  for  Central  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Howard  YindeBt),whoTeally  has  brong^t 
inthisBill^  toad^thesuggestbnof  the 
HoBie  Secretary,  and  allow  the  3oirem- 
laent. draftsman,  in  eompaay  with  my 
ken.  Eiiend  himself,  to  go  orer  the  BiU 
sad  endeayour  to  surmount  the  diffi*- 
wdtiea  which  the  right  hen.  and  learaed 
Bstttlemaa  (Mr.  Matthews)  has  men- 
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offenders  treated  in  such  a  way  as  will 
enable  them  to  oome  back  to  society, 
without  being  subjected  to  the  contam^ 
ination  of  prison  discipline*  By  tiie 
adoption  of  the  suggestion  of  the  Home 
Secretaiy,  it  is  very  probable  a  solution 
of  the  difficulty  may  be  arriyed  at. 

Sir  BIOHAJID  PAGET  (Somerset 
Wells) :  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Home  Secretary  to  m(nutelyex«tnine 
aad  oriticiase  the  details  of  all  Bills  deal^ 
ing  with  theOrimioalLaw  of  theoountrt( 
and,  therefbre*  so  fkr  irom  accusing  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Matthews)  of  throwing  cold  water  upon 
this  Bill,  the  House  is  indebted  to  htm 
for  pointing  out  what  are  Uie  obvious 
deleotsinthe  Bill  as  it  at  present  stands. 
Of  course,  I  aympathize  with  the  objects 
of  the  measure  as  explained  by  the  pro* 
Queers.  I  had  great  satlsfiBkTtion  in 
serving  on  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Oommittee  some  time  ago,  and  in  taking 
part  in  the  drawing  up  of  the  veiy  pro- 
visioas  to  which  the  Home  Seorethry 
has  alluded  ;  and  which  place  it  in  the 
power  ol  evtory  Oouirt  of  Petty  Seseioae 
to  deal  with  first  offenders  ia  the  lenient 
way  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  described.  There  is  one  prevision 
ia  this  measore  which  commends  itself 
to  moy  and  that  is  that  the  powerr  in 
question  can  be  extended  eitW  to  the 
UighOoorfc  or  the  Court  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions or  other  Chriminal  Oourts.  I  trust 
the  House  will  not  be  put  to  the  neces^ 
sity  of  dividing  upon  the  second  reading } 
but  that  my  hon.  Friend  TMr.  Howard 
Vincent)  who  is  responsible  for  the  in« 
troduetion  c^  the  Bill,  will  accept  the 
offer  made  to  him  by  the  Home  Secretary 
^^namely,  that  the  Bill  should  be  read  a 
second  time,  upon  the  dear  undemtand<* 
ing  that  it  should  be  remodelled  under 
the  advice  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman.  I  heartily  a^rove  of  any-( 
thing  that  oaa  be  done  to  amend  the 
Onminal  Law,  so  as  to  prevent  the  stain 
of  imprisonment  attaching  to  first  offea^ 
ders.  There  are  dangeis  in  the  Bill ;  in-« 
deed  as  it  stands  I  think  the  Bill  might 
do  more  barm  than  good. 

Mr.  LAW60N  (St.  Pancras,  W.) :  As 
a  very  e»fnest  supporter  of  tliis  Bill  I 
hope  the  House  will  allow  me  to  express 
the  hope  that  there  will  be  no  more  talk 
upon  it.  There  is  another  very  impor- 
taat  measure  to  oome  on,  aad  paoticallyy 
we  are  all  agreed  as  to  the  principle. 
There  is  nothing  more  to  fight  about, 

Digitized  by  Vj^^ 


^le 


123  FirBt  Offiniden  {COMMONS} 

and  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  tbe 
House  are  quite  content  to  leave  the  Bill 
in  tbe  hands  of  the  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Matthews)  to  elaborate  it,  and  make  it 
efiectiye  for  the  humane  purpose  we  have 
in  view,     f  Cries  ^f  **  Divide ! "  1 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RicHABD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight): 
Notwithstanding  the  impatience  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  opposite, 
I  Irost  I  may  bo  allowed  to  say  a  word 
Qst  two  on  this  Bill,  because  it  is  a  Bill 
in  which  I  also  have  taken  considerable 
interest,  and  to  the  provisions  of  which 
I  have  given  some  attention.  The  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent)  who  in- 
tiroduced  this  Bill  last  year  has  made 
Bome  observations  with  regard  to  the 
fact  that  the  Bill  was  stopped  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  Well,  8ir,  I  do  not 
think  that  was  the  fault  of  Any  of  the 
present  Advisers  of  Hor  Mojesty;  if 
any  blame  did  attach  to  anyone,  it 
must  be  visited  upon  the  heads  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  now  sat  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench.  Probably 
there  were  reasons  which  me4o  it  diffli- 
cttlt  to  pass  tbe  Bill  last  year.  Cer- 
tainly tbu  Bill  does  require  some  care- 
ful consideration,  and  the  House  ought 
to  imderstand  its  provisions  a  little  more 
thoroughly,  I  will  not  say  before  they 
assent  to  the  prinmple,  but  before  they 
assent  to  its  passing.  I  entirely  agree 
that  the  Bill  should  be  read  a  second 
time;  but  I  wish  tbe  House  to  appreciate 
one  or  two  matters  they  will  have  to 
consider  in  reference  to  the  further  pro- 
gress of  the  measure.  It  is  not  quite 
right  to  suggest  that  my  right  bon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Matthews)  throw  any  cold  water  upon 
the  intentions,  or  spoko  disparagingly  of 
the  intentions,  of  those  who  havQ  intro- 
dooed  the  Bill.  I  heard  the  whole  of  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  speech, 
and  I  think  the  House  will  agree  with 
Bte  he  simply  pointed  out  the  serimis  de^ 
f  ects,  not  only  of  detail,  but  also  of  pnn- 
oiple  which  require  consideration.  There 
is  no  doubt  it  is  necessary  that  the  Bill 
should  be  remodelled,  in  order  that  the 
real  intentions  of  the  framers  of  tbe  Bill 
should  have  some  practical  effect  given  to 
them.  I  would  point  to  a  matter  which 
will  oommend  itself  to  lawyers  in  this 
Honse,  and  of  course  it  is  necessary  that 
a  Bill  of  this  kind  should  be  criticized  by 
some  of  those  who  have  experience  of 
the  practice  of  the  law ;  it  is  proposed 
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that  the  Bill  should  be  confined  at  pre- 
sent to  offences  for  which  a  person 
might  be  sentenced  to  imprisonment  with 
or  without  hard  labour.  Probably  those 
who  framed  the  I^ll,  not  having  for  the 
moment  all  the  offences  before  their 
minds,  forgot  that  oases  of  larceny  amd 
embezzlement,  which  can  be  punisbed 
with  penal  servitude,  would  be  eseepted 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill.  If  it 
is  desh*ed  that  this  Bill  shall  proteot 
juvenile  offenders  from  the  oontamina- 
tion  of  prisoners,  there  is  probably  ik> 
offence  in  respect  of  which  it  is  moi^ 
Kkely  to  be  applied  than  that  of  small 
larceny.  There  is  another  very  impor- 
tant matter  which  has  already  been  re^r- 
red  to  by  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews) 
and  others  who  have  addressed  th« 
House,  and  that  is  that  the  Bill  proposes 
that  the  persons  who  are  released  upon 
probation  may  be  -subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Prevention  of  Grime  Acts 
of  1871  and  1879.  I  have  no  intention 
of  detailing  tho  stringent  nature  of  those 
provisions ;  it  was  pointed  out  wiUi 
accuracy  by  the  right  hon.  and-  learned 
Gentleman,  although  at  the  time  ot^  of 
the  provisions  seemed  to  be  not-quit^ 
understood  bj  some  of  uiy  Friends  be- 
hind me.  I  Venture  to  enggest'that  it 
will  have  to  be  considered  whether  the 
Bill  shonld  apply  to  fitnt  oSenders  with- 
out any  limitotion  as  to  age;  We  think 
that  the  Bill  requires  revision,  having 
regard  to  tbe  fact  that  if  it  passed  into 
law,  first  offenders  would  be  subjet^  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Acts  of  187 1  and 
187&.  The  words  of  the  Bill  are  that 
first  offenders  should  be  '*oonditioim% 
rdeased.'^  I  think  the  Honse  sfamnld 
make  up  its  mind  as  to  what  shovld  be 
required  of  offenders  rdeased  under  this 
Bill,  because  it  would  not  be  proper  to 
apply  to  them  the  principles  which  guide 
Criminal  Oonrts  in  tbe  cases  of  older 
offenders ;  and  I  v^enture  to  think  that 
those  who  support  tiie  Bill  should  eoik- 
sider  whether  a  clause  should  not  be  in- 
serted to  ensure  that  there  should  be 
some  check  on  the  conduct  of  those  who 
are  released  without  punishment.  I  also 
think  it  would  be  of  very  great  advan- 
tage if  the  House  had  a  little  more 
knowledge  of  the  working  in  other 
countries  of  laws  which  have  provisions 
similar  to  those  in  the  present^ilL  An 
hon.  Member  has  toid  us  that  a  stmilar 
law  has  been  passed  in  Massachuaetts, 
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aiul  we  know  that  in  some  of  our  Oulo- 
meSf  also,  similar  laws  are  in  oxistence ; 
but  we  baye  not  been  ia formed  as  to 
tbeir  operation,  and  I  think  it  is  im- 
portant that  tboso  in  this  House  who 
desire  to  see  this  amendment  of  the  law 
sbonld  be  told  under  what  conditions 
tbose  Aet9  haye  operated  and  have  been 
loaad  suoceasful.  I  have  no  desire,  and 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Seisretarj  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment has  no  deaire,  to  depreciate  the 
intentions  of  those  who  have  introduced 
this  Bill.  On  the  contrary,  our  wish  is 
to  gi?e  erery  aasistanoe  in  properly  re- 
modelling it ;  and  it  is  with  the  hope  of 
ioiug  this,  eottsistently  with  the  prin- 
dple  cd  the  measure,  that  I  trust  the 
House  will  agree  to  the  Motion  for  the 
seeoftd  reading. 

Mb.  CHIIJ)£B8  (Edinburgh,  8.)  : 
Sir,  it  is  my  duty  to  state  that  when  this 
Bill^-whidh  was  brought  in  at  the  be- 
ginning of  last  Session,  but  was  only 
K toted  scNiie  months  later,  and  just 
fore  it  stood  lor  a  second  reading— 
came  before  me  at  the  Home  Office,  I 
foimd  it  to  contain  prineiples  of  BXuitL 
grare  importacnoe,  that  I  considered  it 
my  dnty  to  refer  it  for  the  opinion  and 
report  of  certain  Judges^  Chairmen  of 
Sess^ns,  Fpliee  Magistrates,  and  others, 
whose  viBwSy  derived  from  experienee, 
voald  be  of  yaluo.  These  reports,  how- 
erer,  had  not  been  received  when  the 
PlssolutioD,  after  the  defeat  of  the  late 
Ooventmenti  was  determined  upon ;  and 
I  eoadoded  that  no  further  progress 
would  be  mude  with  the  Bill,  when  I 
left  towa  to  canvass  my  constituents.  It, 
Lowever^  passed  this  House  in  my  ab- 
sence and  that  of  my  colleague  at  the 
Home  Offiee,  but  was  properly  stopped 
in  tine  House  of  Lords.  I  have  only  to 
add,  on  the  question  whether  the  Bill  is 
a  wise  one  and  one  which  ought  to  be 
adopted  by  the  House,  that  I  consider 
that  it  eontains  the  germs  of  valuable 
Wislaiion  ;  but  it  contains  much  to 
which  there  is  grave  objection,  and  I 
trust  that  if  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time,  it  will  be  dealt  with  in  the  manner 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
thmtleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston):  I  de- 
sire to  make  a  suggestion  with  regard 
to  this  Bill.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Heme  Seoretary  has  pointed  out  that  in 
order  to  make  the  Bill  of  value  it  is 


necessary  that  some  reference  should 
take  plac3  to  those  experienced  in  legal 
drafting;  and,  secondly,  it  is  said  that 
we  should  be  guided  by  the  working  of 
similar  provisions  in  other  countries. 
Both  these  objects  would  be  accom- 
plished, and  the  Bill  would  be  more 
likely  to  pass  from  this  House  in  such 
a  condition  that  no  difftoulty  should 
arise  afterwards  by  its  being  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  and  I  suggest 
that  it  should  be  so  referred,  if  the 
Motion  for  the  second  reading  li  agreed 
to. 

Mr.E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) : 
Sir,  as  the  hon.  Memb^  has  protracted 
his  frequent  discussion  of  this  Bill  until 
half-past  12  o'clock,  I  trust  he  will  not 
be  dissatisfied  if  we,  on  these  Benches, 
now  have  our  innings.  Although  I 
think  that  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  should  be  very  jealous  of 
thetreatment  of  first  o (Tenders— that  the 
most  severe  punishment  should  not  be 
meted  out  to  them— yet  1  do  not  see  the 
advantage  of  passing  a  Bill  of  which 
neither  the  Ist  nor  the  2nd  Clause  is  in 
harmony  with  the  views  of  the  House. 
Further,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen* 
tleman  the  Home  Secretary  has  stated 
that,  evem  if  the  Bill  were  to  get  the 
sanction  of  the  House,  these  clauses 
would  be  inoperative  and  nugatory.  I 
am  sure  that  this  House  joins  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Addison)  in  his  spirit  of  leniency 
to  first  offenders ;  but  I  think,  with  nil 
sincerity  and  seriousness,  that  it  is 
hardly  possible  to  make  a  rule  that  first 
offenders  should  get  off  scot-free  ;  and, 
further,  I  am  of  opinion  that  it  might 
happen  that  magistrates  in  Ireland 
would  avail  themselves  of  the  Bill,  in 
order  to  liberate  some  of  thoir  friends 
who  ought,  for  first  offences  committed 
by  them,  to  be  sent  to  prison.  If  the 
BUI  does  not  ensure  the  object  in  view, 
I  think  the  best  courso  would  be  to  ac' 
cept  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  he  should  confer 
with  his  Colleagues  upon  the  pi'ovisions 
of  the  measure.  Without  any  desire  to 
spin  out  the  present  discussion,  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  the  Bill  has  not  yet  re- 
ceived the  consideration  which  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject  demands;  and, 
therefore,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  oppose  the 
Motion  for  the  second  reading,  and  to 
move  that  it  be  read  this  day  six 
mooths.. 
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Amendnxent  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  **  now/'  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this 
day  six  months."— (ifr.  Edtcard  Bar- 
rington,) 

Question,  **That  the  i^ord  *now' 
stand  part  of  the  Questioa/'  put,  and 
negatkei. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  E.  R.  RUSSELL  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  Sir,  I  beg  to  more  that  the 
debate  be  now  adjourned.  ^ 

Mb.  speaker  :  Does  any  hou. 
Member  scoond  that  Motion  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreti  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  JUondai/  7th  March. 

CUSTOMS    CONSOLTPATION   AOT  (1876) 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 

{Sir  Ath$rt  RolUt,  Mr.  Seymour  Kttig/ 

]lfi\  Oourte^.) 
[bUAj   155.]       flKOONl>  HSADIWO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sir  ALBl^RT  ROtUT  (Islington, 
S.):  Sir,  as  I  understand  the  second 
readitig  of  this  Bill  will  not  be  opposed 
by  the  Government,  and  as  I  do  not 
anticipate  any  opposition ,  to  the  Motion 
I  am  about  to  make,  I  need  simply 
state  that  the  Bill  is  intended  to  pre- 
vent the  arbitrary  imprisonment  of  per- 
sons and  forfeiture  oif  ships  in  cases  of 
alleged  smuggling.  The  present  law  is 
that  if  a  vessel  enters  a  port  with  con* 
traband  goods  concealed  on  board,  the 
ship  is  absolutely  forfeited,  and  the  crew 
and  passengers  are  liable  to  detention, 
a  fine  of  £100,  and  to  imprisonment 
until  payment.  My  proposal  is  to  pro- 
vide that  this  shall  not  be  the  law  with 
regard  to  either  the  vessel  or  those  on 
on  board  unless  there  is  reason  to  be* 
lieve  that  there  has  been  complicity  on 
the  part  of  the  owner  of  the  ship  or  of 
the  persons  on  board  respectively.  If 
the  Motion  for  the  second  reading  is 
agreed  to,  I  am  willing  that  the  Com- 
mittee stage  of  the  Bill  should  be  de- 
ferred. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (5fr  Albert  Rollii,) 

The  secretary  to  ths  TREA- 
SUHT  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  Sir, 
on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 


it  is  not  necessary  lor  me  to  of>po«e  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill.  The  boo. 
Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill  (Sir  Albert 
Rollit)  has  stated  to  the  House  the  con- 
dition on  which  he  takes  the  s^eond 
reading— namely,  that  the  Cofmnittea 
stage  of  the  measure  shall  be  defearred, 
in  order  thdt  the  Oovernvent  may  hava 
an  opportunity  of  conaideriog  whethier 
they  will  accept  jit  in  its  present  fovoi^ 
or  propose  any  alteratien.  It. is  jk6^ 
necessary  for  me,  at  this  lata  Jbowr 
(12.40),  to  detain  the  Ho^u&a  with  many 
remarks  upqn  thecharactev  of  the  BiU; 
and  accordingly  I  will  oidy  remiad  boa. 
Members  that  the  proposal  which  my 
hon.  Friend  makes  is,  practically^  to.9» 
back  to  what  was  the  condition  of  the 
law  formerly— that  is  to  say^  beleore  tha 
year  1876,  when  an  Act  waa  pasaad 
which  did  not  contain  a  olause  that  wa« 
in  the  previous  AeU»  The  House  will 
possibly  feelthattherewillbesaine'diArt 
Gulty  in  accepting  the  words—**  Reaapn* 
at)le  grounds  for  the  esemptien  'Of  tiM 
owner  of  a  ship  from  hit  liAl4Jity*H 
The  otfencei  of  «muggliag  ia  Go^.&mk 
stands  very  much  .by  itaelf.  I  atn  lold 
it  ia  held  bj  a  very  lar|$e  n;uinbaE..^£ 
people  to  be  an  offenae  not  very  aeonieUS 
in  itself ;  but  I  would,  remind  tibefioua^ 
that  the  Customa  o£  this  countiy  »r^ 
responsible  for  more  than  i&2P>0()0,0(H> 
of  the  Revenues  I  think  t^e  Honea 
will  therefore  admit  that  before  yom. 
make  any  chajige  in  the  law  whkik 
might  in  any  senae  weaken  the  pove» 
of  those  who  have  )to  administer  it»  aa4 
assist  in  the  collection  o(  .this  eoociDQua 
Revenue,  tbe  greatest  care  should  be 
taken,  and  the  most  careful  consideca- 
tion  should  ba  given  to  the  questian. 
It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  say  more  on 
the  present  occasion.  I  will  not  oppose 
the  second  reading  of  the  BiU. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (ComwaU,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  feel  it  right  to  say  one  word 
in  reference  to  this  Bill,  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  probably  have  seen  that  until 
to-night  I  had  a  block  against  the  Bill  to 
prevent  it  from  coming  on  after  half 
past  12  o'dock.  I  would  explain— 4t  I 
may  be  permitted  to  do  ao — the  reaaon 
why  I  put  down  the  block,  andthereaaen 
why  I  took  it  off.  I  put  a  block  against 
this  Bill,  and  probably  against  aome  M 
other  Tory  measures,  because  the  Toij 
Whip  placed  a  black  against  a  Bill  of 
mine  before  it  was  printed,  and  even 
before  I  had  finished  drafting  it.    Now, 
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I  qoite  admit  that  the  practice  of  block- 
ing is  one  that  should  be  used  with  dis- 
elimination  ;  but  I  cannot  conceive  that 
thete  Ib  any  discrimination  whatever 
ezerdaed  on  the  part  of  the  Eepresenta- 
trre  of  the  Tory  Farty,  when  he  blocks 
a  Bill  which  has  not  yet  passed  from 
the  drafter's  hands.  I  do  not  consider, 
and  I  do  not  think  any  right-minded 
man  in  this  House  will  consider,  that 
that  is  fair  treatment  of  a  political 
opponent.  As  the  only  defence  in  my 
power,  I  have  placed  a  block  against 
every  Tory  measure  that  I  could  find. 
At  the  earnest  instance  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Sir  Albert  Eollit),  who  has 
laoved  the  seecmd  reading  of  this  Bill, 
I  remold  the  block  last  night,  and  I 
am  now  very  pleased  to  give  the  Bill 
my  aiipport.  \^Lau§ht9r.']  WeU,  so  I 
am.  I  understand  perfectly  well  what 
the  meannre  is— what  the  object  of  it  is, 
aad  what  the  grievance  is  it  is  intended 
to  remove.  It  is  not  a  matter  that  has 
oeme  under  my  notice  to-day  for  the 
first  tisM ;  and  if  I  choose  to  support  a 
Bieaeur^,  even  if  St  be  a  Tory  measure, 
I  shall  do  so  whMheir-hon.  Oentlemen 
oppotite  laugh  or  not.  If  any  hon. 
OMiHemeii  oppodte  feel  Ihemsefves  ag- 
giievied  or  inconvenienced  by  the  course 
that  has  been  forced  on  me — aud  I  know 
diat  I  have  personal  friends  opposite 
who  do  foel  inoenveaienee — I  beg  to  say 
it  9  their  own  Tory  Whip  who  is  to 
Uame.  6o  long  as  he  oontinues  to 
adept  nftfair  praetioes,  I  shall  continue 
tli»  ootine  I  origimdljr  adopted  in  the 
»ofthiaBill. 


Question  put,  and  agned  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
lot  Friday  18th  March. 

QUESTION. 


PARLIAMENT  —  PRIVILEGE  —  PREMA- 
TURE PUBLICATION  OF  THE  MER- 
CHAKDIZE  MARKS  ACT  (1862)  AMEND- 
MENT  BILL. 

Mr.  BTEON  BEED  (Bradford,  E.) : 
I  wish  to  ask  your  permission,  Bir,  to 
pot  a  Qoestion  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Bowd  of  l^ftde,  of  which  I  have  given 
hm  wivate  Notice.  Perhaps  you  will 
permit  cae  to  ozplun,  in  one  sentence, 
that  the  reason  I  adopt  this  unusual 
c^me  18  beeanse  the  Question  which  I 
wish,  with  yonr  permission,  to  put  refers 

yOL.    OOOXI.       [third  BBRIIS.] 


to  a  matter  of  Privilege,  and,  therefore, 
to  a  matter  of  urgency.  I  wieh  to  aek 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  publication,  in  The  Sheffield  and 
Hotherham  Independent  newspaper,  of  a 
summary  of  the  Merchandize  Marks 
Bill,  before  the  measure  was  in  the 
hands  of  Members  of  this  House ;  and 
whether,  in  that  case,  he  can  infiorm 
the  House  of  the  source  of  that  journal's 
information  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northampton): 
I  would  ask,  as  this  is  a  speciea  of 
debate,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Bright* 
side)  (Mr.  Mundella)  was  informed  of 
what  is  about  to  take  place  ?  It  seems 
only  reaeonable  to  the  right  hon.  Oen*^ 
tleman,  as  this  is  a  matter  that  concerns 
him,  that  he  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  being  in  bis  plaoe.  I  really  think 
that,  seeing  that  it  is  so  unusual  for  a 
Question  to  be  asked  at  this  hour,  if  the 
right  hon.  Goatleman  did  not  know  it 
was  to  be  put  it  should  be  deferred 
until  he  is  present, 

Mr.  BTKON  EEED  :  In  the  course 
of  the  evening,  as  soon  as  I  heard 
what  had  taken  place,  I  wrote  a  letter 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr* 
Mundella),  and  sent  it  to  him  by  one  of 
the  messengers  of  the  House. 

The  SECRETAKT  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Baron  Henrt  Db  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth):  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Bradford 
I  have  to  say  that  my  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  publication  of  an  accurate 
summary  of  the  Merchandize  Marks 
Bill  appearing  in  TheShefield  and  Roth$r- 
ham  Independent  of  this  morning.  I  have 
no  knowledge  of  the  source  from  which 
this  information  was  obtained.  I  have 
made  strict  inquiry  at  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  can  state  that  it  was  not 
communicated  by  anyone  in  that  De« 
partment.  Only  a  certain  very  limited 
number  of  copies  were  supplied ;  they 
were  in  the  hands  of  the  head  of  the 
Department,  and  can  be  accounted  for 
as  follows : — At  the  request  of  the  hon. 
Members  for  the  Brightside  (Mr. 
Anthony  J.  Mundella),  Hallam  (Mr.  C. 
B.  Stuart- WorUey),  Central  (Mr.  0.  E. 
Howard  Vincent),  and  Eoclesall  (Mr. 
E.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  Divisions  of  Shef- 
field, the  President  authorized  advanced 
copies  to  be  supplied  to  them.  This  was 
done,   and  by  last    night's    post   two 
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copies  were  iont  to  the  Cutlers'  Com- 
paay  and  to  the  Town  Olerk.  I  maj  add 
that  these  copies  oould  only  have  been 
delivered  at  Sheffield  this  morning  at  8 
o'clock.  The  two  remainiug  copies  were 
in  the  possession  of  the  President  and 
myself.  In  order  to  prevent  a  breach  of 
the  Privileges  of  this  House  by  the  pre- 
mature publication  of  a  Bill  not  then  in 
the  hands  of  Members,  the  President 
wrote  the  following  Minute,  which  was 
endorsed  on  each  copy,  and  bore  the 
President's  signature : — 

**  To  be  oonBidered  as  striotly  eonideBtial, 
and  not  to  be  eommaiuoated,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  the  Presa,  as  such  pablicatioa  has 
heen  decided  b^  the  House  of  Commons  to  be  a 
breach  of  Privilege." 

In  view  of  these  facts,  I  thought  it  my 
duty  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Central  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent),  Hallam 
(Mr.  Stuart-Wortley).  and  Ecclesall 
(Mr.  Ashmead  -  Bartlett)  Divisions, 
whether  this  unauthorized  publication 
was  in  any  way  to  be  attributed  to  them  ? 
I  had  not  the  opportunity  of  asking  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  th^  late  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella), 
Member  for  the  Brightside  Division, 
because  I  could  not  find  him  in  his 
place,  else  I  would  have  put  the  same 
question  to  him.  I  have  received  from 
the  other  Gentlemen  I  have  mentioned 
their  positive  assurances  that  such  is  not 
the  case ;  and  I  may  add  that  the  Bill 
in  question  does  not  appear  in  the  Con- 
servative organ  which  is  published  at 
Sheffield,  nor,  so  far  as  I  know,  in  any 
other  newspaper  in  the  United  King- 
dom. 


MOTIONS. 

OL^HABOARIKB  (FRAUDULENT  8AI«e) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Richard  Paffet,Bill  for  the 
better  prevention  of  the  Fraudulent  Sale  of 
Oleomargarine,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  hy  ^^ir 
Richard  Paget,  Hr.  Sclater-Booth,  Mr.  Elton, 
and  Mr.  Mark  Stewart. 
Q\3\pr€ienUdi  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  175.] 

SUPPLY. 
Resolvid,  That  this  House  will,  on 
Mitnday  next,  resolve  itself  into  a  Oom- 
mittee  to  oonsider  of  the  Supply  to  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty. 

Ordsredj  That  the  several  Estimates 
presented   to  this  House,   during  the 

Jfaron  Henry  De  TForms 


present  Session,  be  referred  to  the  Oom- 
mittee  of  Supply. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
Resokedf  That  this  House  will,  upon 
Monday  next,  resolve  itself  into  a  Com* 
mittee  of  Ways  and  Means  for  raising 
the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her 
Majesty. 

House  adjoamcd  at  ten  minutes  before 
One  o*clo6k  tilt  Monday  nezt« 


HOUSE     OF     LOBDS, 
Monday,  2Ut  February,  1887. 


MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bill  —  OommiUie  — 
Lunacy  Aots  Amendment  (7). 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)  —  SIR 
THOMAS  E8M0NDB,  M.P.,  HIOH  SHE- 
RIFF  OF  THE  COUNTY  OF  WATER- 
FORD. 

P08TPONBMBKT  OF  QUBSTION. 

Lord  BRABOTJENE,  who  had  on  the 
Paper  a  Notice  **  to  call  attention  to  the 
appointment  of  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde, 
M.P.,  as  High  Sheriff  of  County  Water- 
ford,  and  to  ask  for  an  explanation/' 
said,  it  might  be  convenient  to  (heir 
Lordships  to  state  that  he  had  been 
asked  by  the  Government  to  postpone 
the  Question,  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice,  to  a  future  evenii^.  He  there- 
fore proposed  to  postpone  it  until  Friday, 
the  4th  of  March,  unless  in  the  meantime 
the  Government  should  make  some  state- 
ment which  would  relieve  him  from  the 
necessity  of  calling  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject, or  of  asking  any  Question  at  all. 

LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
.  {The  Lord  Chancellor,) 
(no.   7.)       COMMITTBB. 

OiHler  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Oommittee  read. 

Movid,  **  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Oommittee  on  the  said 
BiU.''— (2%if  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Lord  GEIMTHOBFE,  in  moving,  as 
an  Amendment,  that  it  be  an  Inatruction 
to  the  Oommittee,  that  the  nnmbering  of 
the  clauses  throughout  the  Bill  should  be 
amended,  so  that  every  dause,  whether 
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DOW  numbered  as  a  section  or  a  sub- 
section, migbt  be  numbered  as  a  succes- 
sive section  of  * 'substantive  enactments," 
and  that  all  references  in  the  Bill  be 
altered  accordingly,  said,  that  Lord 
Brougham,  in  1850,  passed  a  BiU,  by 
which  erery  sectioQ  was  to  be  deemed 
substantive  in  itself,  and  diould  be 
numbered  by  itself,  for  the  purpose  of 
easy  reference  in  Oourts  of  Law.  But, 
afterwards,  a  more  complicated  provision 
was  gradually  introduced,  and  not  only 
sections,  but  sub-sections  and  sub-sub- 
sections had  been  adopted,  doing  pre- 
cisely the  opposite  of  wnat  was  intended 
by  that  Act.  This  system  was  extremely 
inconvenient,  and  that  seemed  to  him  to 
be  a  fitting  opportunity  to  instruct  those 
who  drew  up  Bills  to  prepare  them  in 
the  way  that  was  suggested  by  the  Act 
of  1850. 

Amendment  moved, 

**  That  the  nmnbering  of  the  chtiises  through- 
oat  the  BiU  be  amendod,  so  that  every  olause 
(vhether  now  numbered  as  a  section  or  a  sub- 
section) be  numbered  as  successive  sections  of 
*  substantive  enactments'  (except  those  now 
indicated  by  letters  psefized*  sjnd  which  are 
parts  of  one  sentence),  and  that  all  references  in 
the  BSU  be  altered  accordingly." —(Y^e£or<f 
Qrimlh6rp4.) 

Th*  Eabl  of  SELBORNE  said,  he 
objected  to  the  Instruction,  and  hoped 
it  would  not  be  agreed  to.  The  present 
svstem  of  dividing  the  main  clauses  of 
Bills  into  many  sub- sections  had  been 
in  use  for  a  good  many  years — 20  years 
at  least,  ^here  miffht  be  something  to  be 
said  both  for  and  against  it ;  but  ho 
was  against  interfering  with  it  in  the 
case  of  this  Bill,  which  bad  been  pre- 
pared by  a  very  careful  draftsman,  and 
waa  as  good  a  piece  of  work  as  it  could 
be.  If  their  Lordships  were  now  to  de- 
bate the  Instruction  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord^  they  would  be  called  upon 
to  discuss  the  general  question  how — all 
Bills  were  to  1^  drawn.  He  trusted  the 
House  wonld  at  once  go  into  Committee 
on  the  Bill. 

Amendment  i^g^Uped. 

Motion  agreed  to* 

House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Clauses  1  and  2  severally  agreed  to. 

Qhuiae  &  (Orders  for  recep^a  of  pri- 
vate patiflnhft  to  be  made  by  county  oonrt 
yiA^^  jMgiel^raKte,  or  jttstiM). 

loBD  OKIMTHOHPE,  in  moving,  as 
an  Amendment,  to  leave  out  Sub-sec- 


tions 9,  10,  and  11,  for  the  purpose  of 
substituting  other  words,  said,  the  three 
sub-sectionsj  in  question  provided  that 
the  judge,  magistrate,  or  justice  to  whom 
a  petition  had  been  presented  should 
give  the  alleged  lunatic  notice  thereof, 
unless  such  notice  would  be  prejudicial 
to  the  lunatic  or  dangerous  to  the  pub- 
lic, that  the  judge  or  magistrate  may — 
and  must  if  required  by  the  alleged 
lunatic— have  a  personal  interview  with 
the  alleged  lunatic  in  the  absence  of  the 
petitioner  and  the  certifying  practi- 
tioners, and  that  the  petition  should  be 
considered  within  seven  days.  In  lieu 
of  these  provisions  he  proposed  to  in- 
sert the  following : — 

~  *'  Upon  the  presentation  of  the  petition  the 
judge,  magistrate,  or  justice  shaU  oonsider  the 
evideDce  of  lunacy  appearing  by  the  medical 
certificates,  and  whether  it  is  necessary  for  him 
personally  to  see  and  examine  the  alleged 
lunatic ;  and,  if  he  is  satisfied  that  an  order 
may  properly  be  made  forthwith,  he  may  make 
the  same  accordingly ;  or,  if  not  so  satisfied,  he 
shall  appoint  as  early  a  time  as  practicable,  not 
bang  more  than  seven  days  after  the  presenta- 
tion of  the  petition,  for  the  consideration  there- 
of;  and  he  may  make  such  farther  or  other 
inquiries  of  or  concerning  the  alleged  lunatic 
as  ho  may  think  fit,  and  for  that  purpose  may 
summon  any  person  or  persons  to  give  evidence. 
and  may  take  evidence  on  oath ;  and  notice  of 
the  time  and  place  ^pointed  for  such  inquirv 
( unless  personally  given  to  the  petitioner)  shaU 
be  sent  to  him  by  post  in  a  registeiod  letter 
addressed  to  him  at  his  address  as  given  in  the 
petition." 

It  would  be  seen  that  he  proposed  to 
leave  out  the  notice  from  tlie  magistrate 
and  the  interview,  as  contained  in  the 
Bill  at  present;  for,  as  he  viewed  them, 
their  only  use  would  be  to  facilitate  the 
escape  of  alleged  lunatics,  and  impose 
upon  their  friends  the  neoessity  of  fol- 
lowing them  about  this  country,  if  they 
remained  within  it,  as  all  the  proceed- 
ings had  to  be  taken  within  a  few  days 
under  the  Bill.  On  receipt  of  the  notice, 
having,  as  they  had,  to  do  with  all  de- 
grees of  lunacy,  a  lunatic  would  probably 
get  out  of  the  way,  perhaps  out  of  the 
l[ingdom,  or  he  might  leave  the  world 
altogether.  There  was  one  well-known 
case  of  a  man  of  an  eminent  name  who 
had  been  found  a  lunatic  by  inquisition, 
and  who  was  now  living  abroad.  He  had 
received  and  would  read  to  their  Lord- 
ships a  letter  from  an  eminent  medical 
practitioner  stating  that  he  had  never 
Known  so  many  suicides  of  alleged  luna- 
tics as  had  occurred  within  the  last  two 
years;    and  the  writer   believed    that 
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sulcldea  wMfd  oomimtted  not  ao  much 
from  tiie  apprehettsion  of  the  legal  con<* 
eequences  of  being  declared  lunatics  as 
from  the  fear  of  publicity.  The  inter- 
vioTf  required  by  the  Bill  would  virtually 
be  nothing  else  than  a  trial  of  lunacy  of 
the  person.  Most  of  these  cases  would 
hare  been  curable  had  they  been  dealt 
with^  tame— ^  at  least,  said  the  letter 
he  referred  to.  A  great  deal  of  expense 
and  trouble  would  be  caused  under  the 
9iU,  which  need  not  be  incurred  if  the 
justice  or  judge  were  allowed  to  exercise 
his  discretion,  without  Itsteniag  to  the 
demand  of  the  lunatic  whether  he  should 
see  himi  or  not. , 

Amendment  moved^  in  page  4,  to  leav^ 
out  Sub-sections  9,  10,  and  11. — {7h4 

Thb  £ael  o^  8ELB0BNE  said,  he 
held  that  Sub-sections  9  and  10  of  the 
Bill  were  a  total  departure  from  the 
spirit  of  the  Bills  introduced  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Serschell) 
last  year,  and  by  himself  (the  Earl  of 
Selb^e)  the  year  before.  They  had 
given  careM  consideration  to  the  ques* 
tion ;  and  to^him  it  appeared  that  if  the 
Sub-eeotions  9  and  10  stood,  they  w^uld 
be  prejudieial  to  the  main  object  of  the 
Lunacy  Laws,  which  were  for  Ihe  bene- 
fit of  those  persons  who  required  to  be 
taken  care  of,  and  in  which  respect  alouQ 
these  laws  were  useftiL  The  main  object 
of  such  a  law  was  the  prompt  placing 
under  care  and  supervision  of  a  patient 
really  lunatic,  before  he  could  do  harm 
to  himself  or  anyone  else.  To  proceed 
in  the  case  of  such  a  person  as  if  he 
were  accused  of  a  (nrime,  and  to  put  him 
upon  his  defence,  would  be  a  departure 
from  the  whole  principle  of  the  law  and 
practice  of  lunacy,  it  was  assumed— 
the  fact  was,  unhappily,  too  certain — ^that 
there  were  a  number  of  persons  who,  un- 
fortunately, required  to  be  taken  care  of 
in  their  own  interests  and  those  of  so. 
oiety,  and  that  assumption  required  that 
they  should  be  promptly  dealt  with,  and 
without  unnecessary  delay.  He  entirely 
agreed  that  every  reasonable  security 
Uiould  be  taken  against  any  abuse  of 
the  law ;  but  it  should  be  remembered 
that  many  cases  were  curable ;  that  if 
patients  were  treated  promptly  they 
could  often  soon  be  restored  to  their 
friends;  but  that  in  such  cases  all 
might,  and  often  did,  depend  upon 
promptness  of  treatment.     The  clause 

Lord  Grimthorj^e 


as  it  stood,  in  fact,  would  tend  to.  de<* 
feat  that  object,  and  might  compel  the 
use  of  urgency  orders  in  almost  all 
eases ;  for  it  absolntdy  gave  the  lunatie 
the  opportunity  of  taking  vengeance 
upon  those  who  sought  to  place  him 
under  restraint  if  he  should  ao  wish; 
or,  if  his  tendency  were  suioidal,  to  d6 
harm  to  himself;  and,  in  all  cases  in 
which  he  was  not  so  mad  as  to  be  ua* 
able  to  read  and  understand  the  notioo, 
to  remove  himself  out  of  the  way,  and 
so  defeat  it.  Pe  einoa<ely  hoped  t^ir 
Lordships  would  agree  to  the  Amend- 
nkent. 

LoBD  HERSCHELL  said^  he  ao  m^ 
tirdy  r^mpathiced  witditbe  object  of. his 
noble  ana  learned  Friei^d  the  Ijord 
ChanoeUor  in  the  desire  to^  create  etrerf 
possible  safeguard  againtt putting  nski^ 
restraint  people  who  ought  not  to. be 
undef  restmnt,  that  he  assured  him  hJe 
approached  the  proposed  altenMon  trith 
every  desire  to  support  it  if  he.  could. 
Bui  he  could  mot  support  it^  It  wma 
highly  important  that  a  sane  pevson 
should  not  he  put  under  reslrault  ;r  bu^ 
it  WES  also  important  that  restraint 
should  be  applied  to  those  whom  it  was 
necessary  and  beneficial  to  restraiii. 
They  had  to^  steer  between  those  two 
dangers.  The  latter,  to  his  mind,  was  a 
very  real  danger.  There  were^  how** 
ever,  many  cases  which  were  undoubt- 
edty  curable,  if  the  patient  was  at  onuo 
removed  from  his  surroundings  and 
promptly  treated.  To  impose  delay  m 
such  cases  might  be  to  condemn  to  per* 
petual  lunacy.  It  was  essential  that  a 
safeguard  should  be  created  against  auok 
a  danger.  The  ver^  serving,  too,  of  a 
notit^  npon  a  lunatic  might,  as  had  been 
pointed  out,  cause  him  to  pat  an  end  to 
his  life.  Again,  some  lunatics,  with  an 
undoubtedly  dangerous  mania,  might  bo 
clever  enough  to  conceal  their  lunacy, 
when  they  were  informed  that  a  certain 
pereon  was  to  see  diem^  Were  they 
justified  in  running  such  risks  for  the 
chance  of  a  greater  safeguard  in  requir- 
ing a  magistrate  to  aee  the  allseed 
lunatic?  He  doubted,  moreover,  whe- 
ther a  magistrate  would  be  willing  to 
undertake  the  duty  of  seeing  every 
lunatic,  when  the  documents  he  received 
might  satisfy  him  of  the  lunacy  of  the 
man.  A  magietrate  was  to  be  bound  to 
see  the  alleg^  lunatic,  unless  an  emer^ 
genoy  order  had  been  issued,  or  it  might 
be  to  the  prejudice  of  tho  lunatic  or 
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daogerona  to  the  public.  He  did  not 
know  wiifither  the  magistrate  was  to  re* 
gard  himself  as  one  of  the  public ;  but  he 
Buppoeed  that  he  migbt.  He  was 
anxioaa  to  secure  persons  against  abuse 
of  the  law  of  restraint;  but  he  was 
afraid  that  the  sub* section  might  cause 
danger  ia  another  direction.  Therefore, 
he  was  not  easy  as  to  rnnning  the  risks 
pointed  out  by  hie  noble  and  learned 
Fnendy  f<>r  thone  perils  far  outweighed 
flie  advantages  of  greater  security  which 
the  present  sub-seotions  provided. 

THBliORD  OHANCELLOB  (Lord 
Haubbu&t)  said,  he  could  not  help  think* 
ia%  tlHit«:  good^L^oI  bad  been  mixed  up 
aiS*introlidiiced  into  the  diaonseion  which 
was  not  atrictiy  associated  with  it.  Their 
IcHtLshipe'koew  the  history  of  the  Bill, 
loir  all  wiio  iiad  charge  of  Bills  of  tbi4 
kind  bad  been  struck  with  the  necessity 
there  ^as  for  tlMih  to  resist  the  desire 
ol  the  Medical  Profession  to  have  the 
cerdfying  of  lunatics  entirely  in  theiK 
own  IUinds4  Even  the  Lunacy  Cottimis-' 
siooers  depreoated  the  iatevference  ol 
aoy  jixdroml  authority  in  these  oaatters. 
£bsnoble  and  learned  Friends  and  himn 
•cH  had  hAd  occasion  to  see  that  they 
nost  resist  thdtdesidre  of  medical  men; 
and  tlie  question  arose  in  what  form 
judicial  authority  should  bo  introduced 
with  tbe  least  annoyance  o£  danger  to 
tb^ikiaaatio  ?  If  tbe  principle  of  the  Bill 
**-jitdi6ial  rnterveation,  as  he  took  it^^ 
tras  admitted,. he  would  umdertake  to 
dter  the  form,  of  the  clause  so  as  to  meet, 
08  far  »B  possible^  the  chief  objectiona 
9\adk  had  been  raised.  What  he  de^ 
med  was  iiiat  every  person  accused  of 
knacy  should,  df  he  wished,  have  the 
right  to  demand  that  he  shcMld  be 
brought  befSore  a  iudicial  tiibanal.  It 
would  ^0  extremely  easy  to  mould  the 
danse  :bd  a»  to  provide^  that,  within  a 
certain  time,  say  24  or  48  hours  after  he 
hiid  been  takeli  care  of  under  a  medical 
fwtifieaie,  a  lunatio  should  have  served 
upon  him  a  notioe  enabling  him,  if  he 
inidied,  to  be  brought  before  a  magis* 
trate.  As  he  had  said,  if  that  principle 
were  oonoeded,  he  was  ready  to  mould 
the  machinery  of  the  dause  so  as  to  meet 
the  views  of  ndble  and  learned  Lords; 
and  he- did  iiot  think  it.  would  operate 
prejadicially,  eithetto  the  lunatic  or  to 
the  public^  Ho  did  not  see  how  the 
priodpleoould  operate  to  the  prejudice 
of  the  iuooatioy  or  how  an  investigation 
before  a  mag^strato  could  be  more  iur 
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jurious  to  the  lanatic  than  the  examina- 
tion which  mediccd  men  were  supposed— 
he  used  the  word  deliberately — ^to  make 
before  signing  a  certificate  for  his  re- 
moval; and  he  could  not  understand 
why  a  magistrate  should  not  be  as  com* 
potent  to  decide  the  question  with  as 
judicial  a  mind  as  a  medical  man.  The 
magistarate  would  be  quite  efficient,  and 
would  determine  the  question^  not  solely 
by  his  own  view^  or  hia  powos  of  detect* 
ing  mental  disease,  but  in  the  ordioAry 
way.  in  which  he  determined  any  matter 
which  came  before  him  in  his  judioAal 
capacity  upon  evidence^  and  could  do  so 
with  a  judicial  mind  unpoisoned  by  in* 
formation  received  from  other  persons. 
For  himself,  he  thought  an  alleged 
lunatic  should  have  an  absolute  right  to 
demand,  if  he  wished  it,  to  be  brought 
before  a  magietijate  before  his  liberty 
was  taken  away  from  him. 

Thb  Eabii  of  SBLBOBNE  said,  he 
understood  the  present  saggestion  of  tbe 
noble  and  learned  Lord  to  be  that  whesn 
a  person  was  actuaUy  under  care  as  a 
lunatic,  he  should  bavesudi  information 
g^ven  him  personally  as  that,  if  he  de? 
sired  it,  he  might  be  brought  before  a 
justice  or  magistrate  for  cxamiiiatiDn; 
He  (the  Earl  of  Selbome)  must  gitacd 
himself  from  expressiug  an  opinioA  at 
that  moment  one  way  or  other  as  to  tha^ 
proposition,  though  he  was  quite  ready 
to  cansider  it  when  reduced  to  a  definite 
shape ;  but  he  would  point  out  that  it 
was  entirely  different  from  that  oon* 
tained  in  the.  9th  subHsection  of  the 
clause,  and  it  was,  he  thought,  a  matter 
requiring  further  coasideiration*  It  wa$ 
obvious  that  if  the  lunatie  were  already 
in  care  when  he  came  before  the  magis- 
trate,  some  of  the  objections  to  the  sub* 
sections,  as  they  now,  stood,  iFOuld  be 
removed, 

Loao  HEBSCHELL  said,  it  also  ap- 
peared to, him  that  it  was  difficult  to 
form  an  opinion  on  tho  suggested  altera^ 
tion  of  the  clause   without  seeiog  its 

exAct  tfinrift. 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOR:  In  that 
case,  my  Ijords,  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  postjpone  the  clause  in  order  that  my 
proposition  may  be  considered  by  noble 
apd  learned  Lorda 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Oomt 
mittee)  withdrawn. 

Clause  postponed. 

Clause  4  (Urgency  orders). . 
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LoBD  OBIMTBOItPE,  in  moviog,  as 
an  Amendment,  to  omit  the  words  ''one 
clear  day,"  said,  he  did  so  because  they 
had  no  legal  definition  of  that  term, 
and  he  would  rather  call  it,  as  it  stood, 
'' one  obscure  day."  He  proposed  in- 
stead to  insert  the  words  ''not  later  than 
the  following  day." 

Amendment  mevedy  in  Sub- section  10, 
page  8,  line  10,  to  leave  out  ("  within 
one  clear")  and  insert  ('*  not  later  than 
the  following.")  —  {The  Lord  Grim- 
thorpe,) 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to^  with  verbal  Amend- 
ments. 

Olause  5  (Protection  to  persons  sign- 
ing orders  and  certificates)  agned  to. 

Clause  0  (Lunatics  not  under  proper 
control  or  care  and  cruelly  treated  or 
neglected). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Monks- 
well,  the  following  Amendments  made: 
— In  Sub-section  7,  page  9,  line  13,  after 
("shall")  insert  (** either  himself  visit 
and  examine  the  alleged  lunatic  or"); 
and  in  line  15  leave  out  ("justice  ")  and 
insert  ("he"). 

Claojse,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  7  to  32,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  33  (Maintenance  for  pauper 
lunatics  taken  charge  of  by  relatives). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Monks- 
will,  thefollowing  Amendment  made: — 

In  sub-section  (6),  page  25,  add  at  the  end  of 
the  aub-section  (**  and  the  allowance  mado  by  the 
guardians  or  freaaurer  under  this  clause  shall 
for  all  purposes  of  recoupment  to  such  guardians 
or  treasurer  be  deemed  to  be  moneys  paid  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  lunatic  in  the  asylum 
from  which  he  has  been  removed*'). 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  34  to  39,  inclusive,  agreed  (o. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lobd  Chan- 
OHLLOB,  the  following  Amendments 
made: — After  Clause  39  insert  as  new 
Olaoses  A»  and  B.— 

Clause  A. 
(Lord  Chancellor  may  saperaede  inqnirition  and 

rescind  or  vary  order  for  commitment  of 

person.) 

*'  A..  (1.)  If  in  any  case  of  a  person  who  has 
been  found  lunatic  by  inquisition  the  LfOrd  Chan- 
cellor or  Judge  in  Lunacy,  being  satisfied  on  the 
report  of  the  Commissioners  or  of  one  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor's  Visitors  in  Lunacy,  or  on  any 
other  evidence  that  the  lunatic  is  cured,  or  that 
he  is  capable  of  managing  himself,  and  not  dan« 


gerous  to  himself  or  others,  though  incapable  of 
managing  his  aflfairs,  may,  il  ho  shall  think  it 
desirable  that  the  ordinary  proceedings  for  a 
supersedeas  should  not  be  insisted  on,  by  order 
supersede  the  inquisition  so  far  as  the  same  finds 
that  the  lunatic  is  incapable  of  managing  him- 
self, and  rescind  or  vary  any  order  for  the  com^ 
mitment  of  the  person  of  the  lunatic. 

"  (2.)  An  order  under  thil  seotion  may  bo 
made  on  such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  Lord 
Chancellor  or  Judge  in  Lunacy  may  think  fit. 

"  (8.)  Notice  of  an  order  under  this  section 
shaU  be  f<»rthwith  given  to  the  committee  of  the 
lunatic  and  also  to  the  person  nnder  whoae  care 
the  lunatic  is. 

Clause  B. 

(Order  for  cnstody^  of  person  of  lunatic  so  found 

to  determine  unleel  eonUnoed.) 

''  B.  (l.y  The  medical  attendant  of  every 
lunatic  so  found  by  inquisition  shalU  before  the 
expiratioii  of  one,  three,  and  six  years  respec* 
tively  from  the  commencement  of  this  Act,  and 
before  the  expiration  of  every  mibsequent  pe- 
nod  of  five  yeam  afteic  the  expiration  of  orix 
years  from  the  commencement  of  this  Act,  send 
to  the  Masters  in  Lunacy  a  report  as  to  the 
mental  and  bodily  condition  oif  the  patfent; 
with  a  eertiflcate  under  his  hand  certifying 
that  the  patient  is  still  of  unsound  mind  and 
a  pr^^er  person  to  be  detained  undei  care  and 
treatment. 

^*  (3.)  If,  before  the  expiration  of  any  of  the 
periods  herein-before  menticmed,  such  report 
and  certificate  is  not  sent  to  the  Masters,  the 
order  for  the  commitment  of  the  person  of  the 
lunatic  as  to  whom  such  report  and  oeitifieate 
is  not  se^  shall  determine  at  the  ex{nration  of 
such  period ;  but  nothing  herein  contained  shall 
affect  the  commitment  of  the  eatate. 

'*  (3.)  A  Master  in  Lunacy  may,  by  order 
under  nis  hand,  extend  the  time  within  which 
any  report  and  certificate  under  this  aection  is 
to  be  sent  to  the  Masters,  and  if  the  time  Is  so 
extended,  the  order  for  oommitmcnt  of  the  per- 
son of  the  lunatic  as  to  whom  the  time  is  so  ex- 
tended shall  continue  in  force  until  the  expira- 
tion of  the  extended  time,  but  such  extended 
time  shall  not  exceed  six  calendar  months. 

"(4.)  "Where  any  order  for  commitment  of 
the  person  of  a  lunatic  has  determined  under 
this  seetiom,  the  Masters  in  Lnnaoy -shall  iorth- 
with  ^Ive  notice  of  such  detenainaticm  to  U^ 
committee  of  the  person  of  the  lunatic  and  to 
the  person  under  whose  care  the  lunatic  is/* 

Clauses  40  and  41  severally  agreed  to. 

Glauses  42  (Reatriotions  <m  new 
lioenees). 

Amendment  moved,  to  insert  the  follow- 
iDg  sub-section  after  Sub-section  3 : — 

"  If  there  be  joint  licensees  who  desire  to  carry 
on  business  apart  from  one  another,  and  if,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  commissioners  or  of  the  jus- 
tices as  the  case  may  be,  the  establishment 
conducted  by  them  jointly,  and  also  any  new 
establishment  which  any  of  them  desires  to  con- 
duct, answers  the  conditions  herein-before 
required  for  granting  renewed  licenses,  the  com- 
missioners or  justices,  as  the  case  may  be,  may 
grant  to  each  of  such  licensees  renewed  licenses 
for  such  number  of  patients  (not  exceeding  in 
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the  aggregate  the  number  allowed  by  the  joint 
licenae)  as  such  joint  licenBees  ahall  agree." — 
{The  Lord  IfonkstceU,) 

Lord  HALSBUllY  said,  he  saw  no 
objection  to  the  insertion  of  the  sub- 
sootioDh 

The  Emo.  of  SELBOBNE  said,  that 
he  had  tnmed  this  matter  ot^  in  his 
mind  since  last  year;  and,  on  the  un- 
derstanding that  the  application  of  the 
sab-Beotion  wasDot  mean!  to  be  confined 
to  Cttsee  in  existence  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  he  was  not  disposed 
to  make  any  objection  to  it. 

Amendment  agreed  U  ;  words  inserted, 

danse,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Ctoosea  43  to  50,  indusive,  mgreed  io. 

Alter  Clause  50, 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Monks- 
well,  the  following  New  Clause  was 
^ned  /o,  and  added  to  the  Bill  :— 

•*  When  any  offieer  is  ttansferred  frem  on© 
county  uBylttm  to  another  county  asylum  in  the 
same  county,  his  service  in  all  such  asylums 
shaU  be  counted  for  the  purpose  of  computing 
his  pension,  superannuation  aUowanee,  or  gra- 
tuity for  leogth  of  service,  as  if  aU  sudi  asyhtms 
bad  constituted  only  one  asylum." 

Bemaining  clauses  agreed  io. 

Schedules  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

House  resuwisdy  and  to  be  again  in 
Committee  on  Mokdag  next. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE   (IRELAND)- 

TflBIBISH  JURY  LAWS. 

QT7BSTI0N. 

In  reply  to  Earl  Oadooan, 

Lord  FITZGEEALD  said,  the 
question  with  regard  to  the  Irish  Jury 
Laws  was  very  important,  and  its  early 
diacnssion  was  most  desirable.  He  had, 
however,  received  a  letter  from  his  coble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Ashbourne), 
asking  him  (Lord  Fitzgerald)  to  post- 
pone his  Kotion  on  ihe  subject ;  and,  as 
it  would  be  discourteous  to  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  if  he  were  not  to  comply 
with  his  request,  he  would  postpone 
proceedinfi:  with  the  question  from  to- 
morrow tiu  Monday  or  Tuesday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock,  till 

To  monrow,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    Ot    COMMONS, 
Jfondag,  2Ut  Fehrmtrg,  1887, 

MINUTES.l  — KE^\r  MtMBEU  Swohn— John 

Slagg,  esquire,  for  Buroley. 
PRr^AT*  Bill  (*y   Ordery^iSeemd  Miudiftg  — 

Great  Eastern  Railway. 
Public  Bill —  Withdratcn — Municipal  Corpora- 

tiona  Acts  (Ireland)  Ameodment*  [?&]« 
PttOTisioNAL  Oiii>f»  Bill — J^^por^^  Drainage 

and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  •  f  ISTJ. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


GREAT  EASTERN   RAILWAY  BILL  {by 

Order). 

SECOND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Ques|iou  proposed, 
^'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
iimey—- {^Colonel  diahne.) 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Sir,  in  rUing  to  oppose  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill,  it  is  Dot  necessary  that 
I  elxould  detain  the  House  very  long.  I 
object,  in  particular,  to  Clauses  34,  36, 
and  37  of  tho  BiU^  and  also  to  the  Ut 
Schedule,  which  propose  to  confer  on 
the  Great  Eastern  Kailway  Company 
entirely  new  powers  as  to  establishing 
markets  and  leryingtolis — powers  vhiohi 
as  far  as  I  am  aware,  have  never  pre- 
viously been  conferred  upon  any  Bailway 
Company.  I  have,  however,  been  in 
communication  with  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill,  and  I  am  prepared  to  assent  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  on  the 
understanding  that  I  am  not  prejudiced 
in  raising  hereafter  an  objection  to  these 
clauses,  and  that  I  shall  not  be  ooix- 
sidered  to  have  foregone  my  right  to 
raise  that  opposition  at  any  subse- 
quent stage  of  the  BUI.  On  the  under- 
standing that  that  is  so,  I  will  merely 
say  that  the  clauses  in  question  involve 
certain  questions  which  are  included  in 
the  Motion  of  which  I  have  given  Notice 
in  reference  to  tolls  and  markets.  That 
Motion  has  not  been  specially  directed 
against  this  Bill;  and  I  am  told  that 
the  Company  have  had  to  encounter 
very  great  difficulties  in  their  endeavour 
to  resist  the  privilege  of  restraining  sales 
claimed  under  the  Charter  I  really  at- 
tack. I  do  not,  therefore,  propose  to 
move  the  Motion  for  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill  which  I  have  placed  on  the 
Paper. 
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IftL  FORREST  PULTON  (West 
Ham,  N.) :  Sir,  I  hope  the  House  will 
b^ar  with  me  for  a  momefit  while  I  saj 
a  woid  in  regard  to  this  Bill.  It  ie  a 
measure  which  directly  affects  the  con- 
stituent I  have  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent. Clause  36  confers  on  the  Qreat 
Eastern  Railway  Company  power  to 
carry  on  the  Stratford  Market.  That 
market  is  of  the  utmost  importance  to 
the  population  of  West  Ham ;  and  they 
eh^t  altogether  to  the  powers  which 
the  G^eat  Ji^stem  Company  propose  to 
acquire.  They  are  of  opinion  mat  the 
market  tolls  should  be  (K))leoted  by  the 
Corporation,  and  expended  by  them  for 
tiie  oenefit  of  the  rat^niyers.  It  is  well 
known  that  the  Oreat  Eastern  Company 
hare,  by  an  agreement  which  is  men- 
tioned in  Clause  34  of  the  Bill,  undertaken 
to  carryout  certain  objects  in  connection 
with  Horner's  Estate  and  Stratford 
Market,  which  it  is  believed  will  inter- 
fere prejudicially  with  the  amount  of 
produce  taken  into  the  market,  and  de- 
trimentally affect  the  interests  of  the 
population.  Seeing  that  the  Mayor, 
Aldermen,  and  Burgesses  of  West  Ham 
have  lodged  a  Petition  against  the  Bill, 
I  do  not  feel  justified  in  pressing  my 
opposition  to  the  Market  Clauses  of  the 
Bill  to  a  Division  in  the  present  stage 
of  the  measure ;  but  at  the  same  time  I 
reserve  to  myself  full  right  to  take  any 
course  I  may  think  it  desirable  to  pursue 
if  the  Bill  should  be  returned  to  the 
House  in  the  form  it  assumes  now. 

Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS  (West- 
minster) :  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
right  for  me  to  oppose  the  Bill  on 
general  grounds ;  because  I  am  petition- 
^Bg  against  it  on  private  grounds ;  and 
I  know  very  well  that  a  prejudice 
exists  in  this  House  against  anyone 
who  has  petitioned  against  a  Bill  being 
beard  in  opposition  to  it  on  public 
grounds.  But,  speaking  from  large  ex- 
perience in  connection  with  the  market 
supply  of  East  Loi^n>  I -hope  I  may 
be  permitted  to  say  that  this  Bill  will 
strengthen,  enlarge,  and  confirm,  by  the 
authority  of  this  House,  the  monopoly 
which  has  hitherto  existed  in  the  hands 
of  the  Spitalfields  Market.  Upon  that 
ground,  I  consider  that  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill  are  highly  detrimental  to  the 
interests  of  the  poor  in  the  East  End  of 
London.  I  do  not  propose  to  pursue 
™J  opposition  to  the^ill  further  at  this 
stage,  on  the  ground  I  have   already 


stated — naiaely,  that  I  am  one  of  the 
PetitionerB  against  it,  and  that  I  fi^li 
have  an  opportuntity  of  being  heard 
elsewhere ;  out  I  reserve  to  myself  the 
right  to  oppose  the  Bill  at  a  future 
stage. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditoh, 
Hoxton) :  As  the  Bill  affscts  my  eonsti- 
tiieney  also,  I  may,  perhaps,  be  alkrwed 
to  say  that  I  offer  no  opposition  to  the 
second  reading,  on  tiie  understanding 
indicated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Nor^« 
ampton  (Mr.  Bradhragh)  that  it  will 
not  pveveot  ftorther  oppoaition  toe  the 
meaeiu^  at  a  subseqaent  stagn* 

CoLOKBL  MAKINS  (Esoex,  aS.):  I 
perfectly  understand  the  view  whidi  hat 
been  put  forward  by  hon.  Members  wko 
have  spoken  noon  tiie  Bill.  It  is  right, 
however,  the  House  should  know  that 
this  Bill  is  a  measure  which  contains 
many  other  provistons  bendes  the  market 
provisions--]provisions  that  are  necessary 
for  the  carrying  on  of  the  servioe  of  the 
(}reat  Eastern  Railway  Company,  and 
for  ensuring  the  safbty  of  the  public. 
With  regard  to  the  Miuket  Olanses,  the 
Company  are  quite  prepared  to  adopt 
the  view  which  has  been  put  forward 
by  hon.  Members  who  have  addressed 
the  House.  Thev  do  not  seek  to  ao* 
quire  these  markets  in  any  restric* 
tive  sense  whatever.  The  position  of 
the  Company  is  simply  this— A  restric- 
tive right  did  exist  when  the  Company 
bought  up  the  property.  They  nave 
resisted  that  right  as  far  as  they  eouM, 
and  they  have  carried  the  case  to  the 
highest  tribunal— the  House  of  Lords  ; 
and,  as  the  House  ofLords  have  decided 
against  them,  they  have  been  comp^ed 
to  make  an  application  to  Parliament,  in 
order  ta  render  these  markets  more  ef- 
fective, and  to  make  better  provision  for 
a  larffe  and  rapidly  growing  population. 
That  being  the  case,  lam  quite  prepared, 
on  behalf  of  the  promoters,  to  guarantee 
that  neither  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradl augh),  nor  the  hon. 
ana  learned  Member  for  West  Ham  (Mr. 
Forrest  Fulton),  nor  any  other  objector 
to  the  Bill,  shall  be  in  a  worse  position 
in  consequence  of  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill.  It  is  the  desire  of  the  Railway 
Company  that  there  should  be  more 
markets,  rather  than  fewer,  €md  they 
would  be  very  glad  to  see  the  markets 
in  West  Ham  considerably  multiplied. 
I  do  not  think  that  any  public  right  or 
authority  will  be  injured  by  reading  the 
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BiH  h  seoond  time,  and  I  irmt  Ikataftor 
wkftt  I  hare  said  Idieto  wiU  be  no  f  ti]> 
th«F  oppoetdon  to  the  measure  at  this 
stage. 

Majob  banes  (West  Ham,  S.) :  On 
the  part  of  the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and 
Borgeflses  of  West  i^m,  I  was  prepared 
tooppoae  the  seoond  reading  of  the  Bill, 
so  nur  as  the  clauses  relating  to  the 
narket  nghts  are  conoemed.  My  oon* 
sUtne&ts .  ^ri  that,  having  been  lately 
made  a  PavHamentary  and  manioipal 
bofougli^  lb  is  seaaoaly  propdr  that  they 
sheuld  conaSBiio  theCkmmoa  Lair  righ^ 
of  holding  *  mMrfcety^  ^hieh.o»e  man 
at|mlBeiiteIaims  lo-tibflBfic^  being  eon- 
sistted  into  a  statuiorf  rigfait,  whioh.  19 
ssDgfat  nnd^  cover  of  iAu»  Bill.  The 
Iss^e  olaians,  throngh  Ithe  right  of  hold^ 
ing  &  market  in  l^itaUelds  under  an 
rid  Ofttarterf  the  righi  ovev  West  Ham;; 
boti  we  maanftaia'  tiiast  in  m  ^eat  aad 
imidlj  ineseasing  borongh,  -  sooh.  as 
wW  Ham>  with  a  popahiion  of  more 
ftan  fiOOiCKK),  peasessing  bow  ParUft- 
mantaiy  Septesentataves:  and  a  Mayor 
and  O^rporatieBi  we  sbonld  not  permit 
onraelvei  to  be  deprived  of  our  marlcift 
tif^Kto.  Bot,  under  the  eifonmslanoss 
whieh:  ha^e  been  mentioned,  I  am  quite 
vriUing  .to  assent  ^to  the  arrangetnent 
wlueh  has  been  made  with  the  faon^ 
and  gallant  Member  for  Walthamstow 
(Oblonel  Makins)!  and  to  agr^e  to  the 
sesood.  sfoading  of  the  Bii}^  onthe  under- 
staadii^  -that,  by  eonsevting  to  that 
cearaa,  ouif  right  to  oppose  these  ehroses 
ala  subsequent  stage  will  not  be  pre- 
Judioed. 

Mn.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbdry,  K) : 
I  alsOtf  while  allowing  thd  sscoikI  read- 
ing Ckf  yie  Bill  to  pass,  reserve  to  myself 
the  nght  of  opposing  ifc,  if  necessary,  on 
afntnre  oeoaskm. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

KH  r^ad  a  second  time,  and  (^m- 

'    AMBtEJSIBE  RAILWAY  BILL. 
XBTSTBUCXIO^   TO  T^K  COMMUISE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pt^osed, 

'*  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  fho  Committee 
o&  tlie  .^nblemde  Railway  Bill,  to  inq^uiro 
aad  iisport  wfae^er  the  propoaed  Railway  wiU 
inftertee  vith  tfaeMOoyment  of  the  pQbH(V  who 
aooofUJ^nsit  the  Lake  Diatuct,  b?  injuriaasly 
iSteotlBg  the  scenery  in  the  neighooarhood,  or 
otftorvrlse  ;  and  that  they  have  power  to  receive 
frideace  upon  the  sahjeofe."— f/Vr.  Bryee.) 


Mn.  LA:BOnOBEBE(NorthamiKf0n) : 
I  am  anxious  to  meet  my  hon.  Friend 
half --way ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
terms  of  bis  Instruotion  involve  the  re* 
cognition  of  the  prineiple  against  which 
we  contended  the  other  day,  against 
whioh  w^  divided^  and  against  whM 
the  House  has  lUready  pronounced  a 
dear  and  decided  opimon^-namely,  that 
it  is  not  for  the  House  to  decide  whether 
a  railway  is  to  spoil  the  scenery  of  a 
paituBulitr  distriot;  but  that  the  ooa^* 
siruetion  of  a  tailway  is  to  depend  upon 
whether  the  interests  of  the  inhabatants 
demand  that  it  should  b^  made;  !Qie 
kst  words  of  jthis  Inttntotion  ars-^ 

<'By  imjurioixily  afftctmg  th^  ecsitevy  ji^  tlM 
aeis^lHHvrhoedf  or  <»therviie ;  and  li^at  ths^t 
have  power  to  receive  Evidence  upon  the  auh* 
ject/-^  , 

'*  Evidence  ifpon  the  ^  subject "  meana 
any  evidence  that  may  be  procurable  in 
regard  to.  the  beauties  of  the  scenery  of 
Westmoreland  and  Cumberland ;  and  ve^ 
I  should  have  hundreds  of  eBsthetes  and 
;  all  sorts  of  gentlemen,  one  after  another, 
going  before  the  Committee  and  wasting 
their  time  upon  matters  in  which  I  do 
not  think  it  is  right  tbey  should  move. 
Under  these  circumstances,  1  .propose  to 
move  as  an  Amendment,  to  the  Instruc- 
tion of  my  hon.  lEriQud,  to  leaye  out  the 
words  after  the  word  **  whether  '*  inline 
2,  and  to  insert — 

*'  The  scenery  in  the  neighbourhood  idll  he 
injuriouMy  affected,  or  otherwise ;  and  that 
they  have  power  to  receive  local  Evidence  on 
the  subject;. ' 

By  the  words  "local  Evidence,'*  the 
Committee  to  whom  tho  Bill  will  be  re- 
ferred will  perfectly  understand  that 
what  is  meant  is  the  residents  in  the 
neighbourhood.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I 
believe  that  Mr.  Ruskin,  who  takes  the 
strongest  views  of  these  Railways,  does 
live  close  "by,  and  he  would  be  included 
in  the  "word  local,  if  he  ventures  (0  give 
evidence.  I  beg  to  move  this  Amend- 
ment.   

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)"  seconded  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  whether  '*  ta 
the  end  of  the  Que8tion«  in  order  to  insert  the 
words  **  the  scenery  in  the  neighhourhood  will 
he  injuriously  affected  or  otherwise,  and  that 
the  Committee  have  power  to  receive  local  Evi' 
deaoe  upon  the  subjeot/' — {Mr,  LaJiouchtrt.) 

Qoestion  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 
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Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberfeen,  8.) :  I  think 
I  have  some  reason  to  complain  of  the 
condaot  of  my  hon.  Friend  and  those 
who  support  him  in  moving  this  Amend- 
ment. They  have  done  so  without  any 
Notice  whatever  to  me,  or  to  any  other 
hon.  Member  who  is  opposed  to  this 
Bill,  until  five  minutes  ago,  when  I 
entered  the  House.  The  hon.  Member 
has,  in  the  meantime,  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  up  his  Friends,  which 
we  have  not. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE:  Will  my  hon. 
Friend  allow  me,  for  one  moment,  to  say 
that  I  have  done  nothing  of  the  sort? 
I  consulted  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Olad- 
stone)  a  few  minutes  ago,  and  he  was 
aware  that  it  was  coming  on. 

Mr.  BETOE  :  Be  that  as  it  may,  this 
Amendment  has  been  sprung  upon  neie, 
and  those  who  have  acted  with  me  in 
opposing  l^e  Bill.  If  the  hon.  Member 
intended  to  move  an  Amendment  of  this 
kind,  he  ought,  in  common  courtesy,  to 
have  given  some  Notice  of  his  intention. 
As  I  gave  full  Notice  of  my  intention  to 
propose  the  Instruction,  I  think  I  have 
good  cause  to  complain,  especially  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  the  interest  taken  in 
which  was  shown  by  the  large  Division 
which  occurred  the  other  day.  The 
second  readin^^  was  only  carried  by  a 
narrow  majority,  and  hon.  Members 
have  received  no  Notice  whatever  that  it 
was  intended  to  propose  an  Amendment 
of  this  kind.  The  House  will  remember 
what  passed  the  other  day.  After  I  had 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cumberland  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Lowther)  rose  to  support  the  Bill,  and, 
without  any  suggestion  from  me  he  re- 
commended that  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  should  be  moved,  and  asked 
why  I  had  not  moved  an  Instruction  such 
as  that  which  I  moved  a  few  years  ago  in 
the  case  of  the  Ennerdalo  Railway  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  added — *<  We  will 
accept  such  an  Instruction,  and  an  op- 
portunity Mrill  be  afforded,  in  that  way, 
of  raising  before  the  Committee  the 
question  of  the  injury  to  the  scenery 
which  you  desire  to  raise."  I  am  for 
from  thinking  that  an  Instruction  of 
that  kind  is  a  sufficient  or  adequate 
method  of  raising  the  question.  I  sub- 
mit that  a  Committee  upstairs  is  not  the 
proper  tribunal  for  dealing  with  it ;  but, 
nevertheless,  when  that  offer  was  made 
by  the  hon.  Member,  and  made  in  most 


HS 

general  terms,  because  the  hon*  Member 
said  that  it  should  be  some  such  Instrne- 
tion  as  I  had  moved  in  the  case  of 
the  Ennerdale  Bill,  I  oonsidered  it  my 
duty,  as  soon  as  the  eeeond  reading 
was  carried,  to  accej^t  the  offer.  Accord* 
ingly,  I  put  down  an  Instruction  in  ex- 
actly the  same  terms  aa  the  Instruction 
which  was  adopted  in  the  case  of  the 
Ennerdale  Bill.  Then,  I  think  it  rather 
hard,  after  having  made  that  ofiEer^ 
that  the  hon.  Member  should  come 
down  to  this  House,  and,  without  any 
Notice  to  me,  proceed  to  oppose  it» 
That  is  not  the  way  in  which  the  Busi- 
ness of  this  House  has  hitherto  been 
conducted.  \_Cr%e9  of  **0h!"]  I  re- 
peat  it.  An  offer  was  made  to  the 
House,  on  the  faith  of  that  offer  the 
House  went  to  a  Division,  and,  the  Bill 
having  been  read  a  second  tinoe,  I  pro^ 
oeed  to  act  upon  the  offer  of  the  hoaL. 
Gentleman  and  those  who  support  the 
Bill,  and  now  they  come  down  to  oppose 
tfae  Instnustion  I  have  moved.  I  think 
these  facts  ought  to  be  quite  sufficient 
to  induce  the  House  to  support  the 
Instruction  in  its  present  form.  Hon. 
Members  will  hardly,  I  imi^ioo,  give 
their  assent  to  ^e  doctrine  that,  after 
a  suggestion  has  been  made .  in  the 
hearing  of  the  House,  it  is  to  be  de* 
liberately  rejected  by  those  who  made 
it.  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
say,  further,  that  I  have  an  objection  on 
prindple  to  the  Amendment  propoaed 
by  my  hon.  Friend.  The  Amendment 
is  intended  to  negative  the  principle 
which  has  been  frequently  adopted 
by  this  House— that  there  are  other 
persons  interested  in  the  preservation  of 
scenery  as  well  as  the  inhabitants  of  the 
particular  locality  affected — namely,  the 
people  generally.  That  is  a  principle 
which  we  cannot  consent  to  abandon, 
and  it  is  the  principle  which  lies  at  the 
root  of  this  matter.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Northampton  says  that 
the  evidence  tendered  might  be  Toiy 
long.  Let  me  tell  him  what  happened 
in  the  case  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Ikmerdale  BiU.  When  they  received 
the  Instruction  of  this  House  the  Com- 
mittee intimated  their  readiness  to  re- 
ceive evidence;  but  the  only  evidence 
tendered  on  the  question  of  scenery  was 
that  of  two  three  witnesses — at  the  out- 
side not  more  than  four — and  all  the 
evidence  these  witnesses  gave  was  over 
in  the  course  of  little  more  than  an 
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b(yar.  Tho  idea,  therefore,  ihat  the  time 
of  the  Committee  would  be  unduly  taken 
up  is  utterly  groundless.  With  theee 
few  words,  I  will  ask  tho  House  to  do 
what  it  did  in  the  case  of  the  Eonerdale 
Bill — namely,  to  pass  the  Instruction  in 
the  terms  in  which  I  have  moved  it. 

Mr.  p.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan):  I 
hope  the  House  will  allow  me  to  say  a 
few  words  respecting  this  Bill ;  I  do  so, 
not  as  a  stranger,  hut  as  one  well  ao* 
quainted  with  the  district.  Some  years 
ago  the  Manchester  Corporation  ob- 
tfuned  power  to  construct  works  in  their 
district  fbr  supplying  the  City  of  Man- 
chester with  water;  but  the  whole  of 
their  conduits  and  operations  were  re- 
quired to  be  carried  on  along  the  hill* 
side  at  considerable  expense,  instead  of 
being  coastructed  in  the  usual  manner, 
in  order  to  preserve^  as  far  as  pos- 
Bible,  tile  scenery  of  thi»  unique  dis- 
trict. The  hou.  Member  in  charge 
of  this  Instruction  mentioned,  in  the 
course*  of  his  speech  on  the  occasion 
of  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
that  tins  is  almost  the  most  beautiful 
district  m  England.  I  wish  my  right 
hoD.  Friend  the  late  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  Forster)  was  hereto-day;  be* 
canse  I  hare  heard  him  express,  on 
more  occasions  than  one — and  he  passed 
his  autumns  in  this  neighbourhood — an 
opinion  that  the  Lake  District  was  not 
only  among  the  most  beautiful  in  Eng- 
land,  bvt  that  it  was-*  and  he  spoke  de- 
liberately—the most  beautiful  in  the 
world.  During  a  long  life,  much  of 
which  was  passed  in  travelling,  Mr. 
FcTster  spent  most  of  his  autumns  in 
the  Lake  Coitntiy.  He  was  a  resident 
in  the  neighbourhood,  and  that  is  the 
opinion  at  which  he  arrived .  As  regards 
what  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  in  defence  of  the  rights 
of  property;  I  admit  that  those  rights 
are  entitled  to  the  fullest  consideration ; 
but  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will  permit 
me  to  temind  him  that  that  principle  of 
protecdng  the  rights  of  the  publie  to 
enjoy  beautiful  districts  has  been  raised 
in  the  House  of  Commons  time  after 
time,  aiid  has  never  been  rejected — 
[Crtes  of  '^Oh!*']  Hou.  Gentlemen 
have  not  heard  the  conclusion  of  my 
senteuce.  I  was  proceeding  to  say  that 
in  cases  where  railway  schemes  have 
been  projected  to  cross  commons  and  to 
iojar^  beaatif ol  eeenery  this  House  has, 
on  fiuuiy  occasions,  either  rejected  the 
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Bill  altogether,  or  allowed  it  to  pass 
under  such  restrictions  that  the  scenery 
has  not  been  injured,  and  the  rights  of 
the  public  to  the  full  enjoyment  of  it 
have  been  preserved.  This  district  is 
frequented  year  after  year  by  those  who 
live  in  the  centre  of  the  manufacturing 
districts.  It  is  their  recreation  ground, 
and  their  holiday  place.  I  find  that.,  in 
the  late  Division,  hon.  Members  who 
represent  the  working  classes  voted 
against  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
I  represent  a  working  class  district,  and 
I  think  I  am  only  doing  my  duty  in  re- 
spectfully asking  the  House  to  accept  this 
Instruction,  and  protect  this  neighbour- 
hood. The  object  of  a  visit  to  the  Lakes 
is  not  to  hurry  through  the  district  by 
an  express  train,  but  to  be  deposited  at 
some  convenient  place,  and  then  to  enjoy 
the  beauty  of  the  neighbourhood.  Am- 
bleside is  situated  in  the  very  centre  of 
the  Lake  District,  and  it  is  not  true  to 
say  that  the  scenery  begins  to  open  out 
at  this  point.  On  the  contrary,  the  con- 
struction of  the  projected  railway  will 
inflict  great  injury  upon  the  scenery  if  it 
is  permitted  to  pass.  I  am  sorry  to 
interpose  in  the  discussion  of  a  private 
Bill ;  but,  as  I  take  a  warm  interest  in 
the  neighbourhood,  because  I  know  it, 
I  hope  the  House  will  not  accuse  me  of 
having  unduly  occupied  their  time.  I 
beg  to  support  the  Instruction  as  origi- 
nally proposed. 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberiand, 
Penrith):  The  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wigan  (Mr.  Powell)  show 
very  clearly  that  he  has  not  altogether 
appreciated  the  point  under  discussion 
at  the  present  moment.  He  seems  to  be 
under  the  impression  that  if  the  House 
accepts  the  Instruction  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce)  it  will  suc- 
ceed in  putting  an  end  to  the  Ambleside 
Eailway  Bill.  [Mr.  F.  S.  Powbll  :  I 
nover  said  so.]  I  know  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ne^r  said  so ;  but  that  is  a  fair  con- 
struction to  put  upon  the  remarks  which 
have  just  fallen  from  him.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  has  brought  forward  this  In- 
struction with  that  particular  view,  and 
in  that  way  he  seeks  to  reverse  the  de- 
cision the  House  came  to  on  Thursday 
last.  The  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen 
went  out  of  his  way  to  make  an  unpro- 
voked, unnecessary,  and  unusual  attack 
upon  myself.  He  accused  me  of  a  breach 
of  faith.    Now,  what  are  the  exact  facto 
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of  the  case?    When  I  spoke  in  this 
House  last  Thursday,  I  said  the  proper 
course  for  the  hon.  Member  to  take  was 
to  withdraw  his  opposition  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill ;  and  I  added  that  if 
ho  \rould  flo  that  I  would  have  no  ob- 
jection to  an  Instruction  being  g^ven  to 
the  Oommiltee  to  whom  the  Bill  wonld 
be  referred.     But  did  the  hon.  Member 
do  so?     Kofc  in  the  least.     The  hon. 
if  ©mber  preesed  his  Motion  to  a  Divi- 
sion, and  he  was  defeated.    Now,  Sir,  if 
the  hoa.  Member  had  withdrawn  his 
opposition,  and  had  then  brought  for- 
ward  tbi$  luatruction,  he  might  have 
complained  of  my  conduct  if  I  had  op- 
posed him.    I  oppose  this  Instruction  in 
the  interests  of  the  local  inhabitants  of 
the  district.     I  said  last  Thursday — and' 
I  repeat  it  again  to-day — that  this  Bill 
is  a  local  Bill,  promotea  by  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  district,  and  that  when  it 
comes  to  a  competition  between  the  local 
inhabitants  of  Ambleside  and  the  dis- 
trict and   the  Commons'   Preservation 
Society  in  the  Gallenr  upstairs,  of  course 
it  13  in  the  pf>wer  of  hon.  Members  op- 
posite, who  belong  to  that  Society, 'to 
make  the  proceeaings  extremely  pro- 
tracted, aud  the  guineas  of  the  hon. 
Member  and  his  Friends '  must  even- 
tually overcome  the  half-crowns  of  the 
working  men  of  Ambleside  and  the  dis- 
trict.    I  aay  that  the  form  in  which  the 
hoa.  Member  for  Northampton  wishes 
this  liistruction  to  leave  this  House  is  a 
far  more  reasonable  and  fair  one,  be- 
cause it  allows  all  the  inhabitants  bf  the 
district,  and  those  most  affected  by  the 
construction  of  the  railway,  to  give  evi- 
dence before  the  Committee  as  to  whe- 
ther or  no  it  will  spoil  the  scenery ;  and 
Burelv  those  who  are  inhabitants  of  the 
district  the  whole  year  round  are  in  a 
better  position  to  state  their  views  as  to 
whether  the  scenery  will  be  affected  or 
not  than  those  whom  I  spoke  of  recently 
as  **  trippers,"  who  just  go  into  the  dis- 
trict for  a  very  few  hours.    The  In- 
struction which  the  hon.  Member  has 
moved  vrould  permit  of  a  large  number 
of  witnesses  being  called,  beginning  with 
Sir  Frederick  Lei^hton,  and  ending  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  North-west  Lanark- 
shire (Mr.  Cunningham  Graham).      I 
maintain  that  it  would  be  improper  to 
impose  such  a  burden  upon  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill,  and  for  these  reasons 
I  shall  support  the  Amendment  moved 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 

Mi\  J.  IF.  Lowtker 


Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateiliead) :  I 
hope  the  House  will  not  aecept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon«  Member  for 
Northampton.  That  Amendment  pro- 
vides that  the  Committee  shall  only 
receive  local  evidencie  on  the  queation* 
I  do  not  know  what  **  local "  would  bff 
in  the  view  of  the  Committee.  I  repre- 
sent a  constituency  in  the  North  East  df 
England,  and  an  immense  number  of 
excursion  trains  start  annually  from  th& 
Tjme  and  the  North  Eastern  Goimtiea^ 
f6r  the  purpose  of  excursion  trips  to  tiie 
neighbourhood  of  the  Ldkes.  It  fs  wtil 
known  in  my  neighbourhood  how  the^ 
beauty  of  a  neighbourhood  is  blemished' 
and  mutilated  by  railroads,  toA  ih^ 
people  are  only  too  glad  to  take  ad«>? 
vantage  of  resorting  to  the  Lake  DiBtricrb 
for  recreation,  and  tliey  have  no  desire 
to  be  exposed  to  the  ditiid vantages  whiefa: 
have  been  pointed  but.  I  know  the  hon. 
Qentleman  who  spoke  last  would  be  the 
last  person  in  the  world  to  take  an.  im- 
proper advantage  in  forcdngona  debate. 
Now,  there  was  certainly  lefk  upon  mjt 
mind,  and  also  on  the  minds  of  other 
hon.  Members  last  Thursday,  thedi^tinotf 
impression  that  an  In^uotioii  of  this 
soH  to  the  Cbmmittee  upon  the^BUl  woufal 
be  submitted.  I  am  sure  therer  will'  he 
no  wish  to  call  the  Presideot  'of  the' 
Eoyal  Academy  or  Mr.  Husktn ;  bat  tb^ 
desire  is  to  enable  dioso  to  be  beard 
who  will  otherwise  have  no  low»  »teaM^ 
and  who  may  be  said  to  tepresent  the 
general  interests  of  the  public  As  the^ 
House  has  hardly  had  time  to  consider 
the  matter,  I  beg  to  move  that  the  debatel 
be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  nropo^, 
**That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'^ 
{Mr.  jr.  B.  JafAes.) 

The  CH  AIEMAN  of  COMMITTEES^ 
(Mr.  Courtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin): 
I  rise  to  express  a  hope  that  the  debate 
^ill  not  be  allowed  to  proceed  further; 
and  that  the  proposal  to  adjourn  it  will 
be  acceded  to.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce)  has 
stated  that  the  Amendment  has  been 
sprung  upon  him  aaa  complete  surprise. 
I  presume  there  has  been  a  misunder- 
standiog,  and  it  is  desirable;  if  any 
eogagement  has  been  made  in  good, 
faith,  that  no  steps  should  be  taken  to 
give  colour  for  the  statement  that  there 
has  been  a  surprise.  If  it  is  desired  to 
amend  the  Instruction,  it  is  a  matter 
which  ought  to  be  duly  considered,  so 

Digitized  by  VJ^VJVIC 


153      Asylunu  {Ireland):^    {F£BBUA«t  21»  1887}         Uonaghan  A^lum 


that  the  {irinoipld  wbfoh  is  to  gnid^  the 
Oommittee  maj  be  clearly  asoertaiBed 
and  settled.  In  order  that  the  whole 
matter  may  be  fairly  considered,  I  hope 
that  the  EL^use,  without  further  debate, 
will  agree  to  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment. 

Ma.  CAVENDISH  BENTINOK 
(Whitehayen) :   After  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of 
Ooamiitteea,   I  desire   to  confirm    the 
itatemeirt  ivhieh  baa  been  made  by  my 
bon  Fn0Bd.  Uie  Member  fov  Pearith 
(Mr.  Jl  W.  Loaither).    My  hon.  Friend 
says  that  he  made  an  ^er  to  the  hon. 
Qentlwaan  opposite   the  Member  for 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryee),  that  if  he  would 
Bot  oppose  the  second  reading  of  the 
Billy-fttid  would  move  an  Instruction  to 
the  Committee,  such  Instruction  would 
bftSQcepied.     But  that  offer  was  not 
aesepted  bj  the  hon.  Member  for  Aber- 
deen. .  If  tbere  is  any  ground  f or  oom- 
pfadn4  at  alU  it  slioold  come  from  this 
aidaol.  tke  House,  and  not  from  that. 
!n»  bonu  Member  seemed  to  treat  the 
Batter  as  if  it  were  of.  little  gravity* 
Now,  I  think  it  is  one  of  great  gravity, 
aad  the  hon.'  MembM  ought  to  have 
men  in  h»  plaoe  ,  and  said  that  he  in- 
teoded  ta  move  an  Instruction.     He 
talks  of  a  surprise.    All  I  can  say  is 
that  I  never  knew  of  his  intention  to 
mote  this  Instruction  xmtil  I  saw  the 
Xsstniction  itself  in  the  Votes  on  Satur* 
day,  and  probably  my  attention  would 
not  have  been  called  to  it  then  but  for 
a  letter  I  had  received  oa  the  subject. 
Under   these  circumstances,  I  see  no 
ground  whatever  why  the  debate  should 
be  adjourned,  especially  when  we  know 
that  th^  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman 
of  Committees,  who  has^  just  spoken, 
addrjdssed  th^  House  also  on  Thursday, 
and  supported  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bm.     Whatever  course  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Penrith   proposes  to 
take  I  am  prepared  to  support, 

Question  put,  and  ^esd  to. 

Debate  adjourned  until  Thunday, 

Q  trjESTIONS. 

UWAKB  POLICE  (nitetANB)-DUE!aJB 

PRTrtr  SESSIONS HEOARTY. 

Mk.  GILHOOLT  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant  of  Ireland^  Whether    a  smith 
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named  Hegarty^  who  resides  at  Dun- 
mannus,  county  Cork,  and  who  has 
police  protection,  has  been  arrested  by 
his  escort  on  a  charge  of  drunkenness ; 
if  Hegarty  was  subsequently  summoned 
to  the  Durrus  Petty  Sessions  on  the  same 
charge ;  and,  whether  the  magistrates  of 
the  Durrus  Petty  Sessions  dismissed  the 
charge  of  drimkenness  against  Hegarty, 
though  the  policeman,  who  was  also 
arrested,  was  fined  30«.  by  the  Police 
authorities  on  the  charge  of  drunkenness, 
supported  by  the  same  testimony  ? 

l^E  CHIEF  BECKETAET  JSir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
Hegarty  was  not  arrested  by  his  escort, 
but  was  summoned  on  a  charge  of 
drunkenness.  The  evidence  was  con^ 
flicting,  and  the  magistrates  appear  to 
have  given  him  the  benefit  of  the  doubts 
The  constable  who  was  charged  with 
drunkenness  admitted  his  offence  against 
discipline,  and  was  punished  accord- 
ingly. 

ASYLUMS  (IRELANI>)-BtONAGHAK 
ASyXITM. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
alterations  in  the  construction  of  the 
buildings  of  the  Monafi;han  Asylum,  re- 
commended by  the  arcnitect  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Asylums  in  Ireland,  after 
his  inspection  in  1 883,  as  necessary  for 
the  satety  and  comfort  of  the  inmates, 
have  yet  been  carried  out ;  whether  the 
sanitary  arrangements  of  the  institution 
have  been  complained  of  frequently  and 
recently  by  the  Local  Board,  and  also  by 
the  resident  medical  officer,  as  dangerous 
to  the  healtii  of  the  inmates;  and, 
whether  he  will  cause  all  necessary 
alterations  to  be  proceeded  with  at  once  ? 

The  chief  SECBETAET  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  carrying  out  of  the  additions  recom- 
mended in  1883  was  suspended  for  some 
time  during  the  consideration  of  the 
general  question  which  was  involved — 
namely,  as  to  whether  such  additions 
could  not  be  avoided  by  utilizing  vacant 
accommodation  in  some  of  the  Work- 
houses of  the  district?  The  Board  of 
Control  report  that  when  that  was 
decided  no  time  was  lost  in  getting  the 
work  taken  in  hand.  The  Board  have 
received  no  complaints  as  to  defects  in 
the  sanitary  arrangements ;  but  the 
Board's  architect  has  been  consulted  on 
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the  subject,  and  has  made  some  recom- 
mendations.  The  alterations  in  the 
Asylum  are  nearly  complete. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)~EVICTION  OF 
MRS.  OONLON,  CO.  ROSCOMMON. 
Mb.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  (for  Mr. 
O'Kelly)  (Roscommon,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  a  force  of  Con- 
stabulary, under  the  command  of  In- 
spector Walsh,  of  Stokostown,  attended 
at  the  eviction  of  Mrs.  Conlon,  in  Ihe 
townland  of  Cloonsrun,  near  Stokestown, 
county  Eosoommon,  on  the  10th  of 
February;  whether,  on  the  refusal  of 
Mrs.  Conlon  and  their  dau^i^hter  to  leave 
their  house.  Inspector  Walsh  ordered 
some  of  his  men  to  remove  them  by 
force ;  whether  Miss  Conlon  was  dragged 
into  the  road  by  force;  whether  one  of  the 
sergeants  dragged  h^r  by  the  hair  of  the 
head,  and  threw  her  on  the  ground,  and 
knelt  on  her  chest ;  whether  the  Consta- 
bulary  and  bailiffs  then  carried  out  Mrs. 
Conlon,  who  "was  sick  and  bedridden,  and 
left  her  on  the  roadside ;  whether  Mrs. 
Conlon  had  paid  her  rent  to  Captain 
Norton,  the  landlord,  up  to  IstMay  1886 
for  the  holding  from  which  she  was 
evicted  illegally ;  whether  the  decree  of 
eviction  on  which  the  police  acted  re- 
ferred to  a  second  small  holding  held  by 
Mrs.  Conlon ;  and,  whether  he  will  order 
an  investigation  into  the  alleged  conduct 
of  Inspector  Walsh  and  the  Constabulary 
on  the  occasion  in'  question  ? 

Tub  chief  SECEETARY  (Sir 
Michael  HicKs-BEAcn)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  police  were  present  at  this  eviction, 
and  were  obliged  to  remove  Mrs.  Conlon 
from  the  house,  as  she  became  very 
violent  and  attempted  io  assault  the 
bailiff  with  a  pair  of  tongs ;  but  no  such 
violence  was  used  as  is  stated  in  the 
fourth  paragraph  of  the  Question.  Mrs. 
Conlon,  who  was  in  bed  but  fully  dressed 
in  her  usual  day  clothing,  declined  to 
leave,  and  was  removed  very  carefully 
by  the  Sheriff's  bailiff  and  the  represen- 
tative of  the  landlord,  the  police  in  nowise 
aefisting.  She  and  her  daughter  were 
immediately  re- admitted  as  caretakers. 
I  have  no  knowledge  as  to  what  pay- 
ments may  have  been  made  by  Mrs. 
Conlon.  The  writ  executed  was  for  three 
and  a-half  years'  rent.  There  does  not 
appear  to  have  been  anything  in  the 
action  of  the  police  calling  for  investiga- 
tion. 

Sir  Michael  JTich-Beaeh 


Mr.  COX:  Will  the  rigbt  hon; 
Gentleman  say  whether  the  Government 
have  taken  any  action  in  reference  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Sheriff  in  this  case  in 
evicting  Mrs.  Conlon  out  of  a  holding  in 
rejf  ard  to  which  he  held  no  writ  ? 

SiE  MICHAEL  HIOKS-BEAOHt  I 
have  already  informed  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  it  is  not  a  case  for  the  inter- 
ference of  the  Government.  If  Mrs. 
Conlon  was  illegally  evicted,  she  has  her 
remedy  at  law. 

ARMT-^-BXAMINATIONS  FOB  GOMUIS^ 
SlONS-TliE  ENGLISH  LANOUAQBl 
Mr.  JOHNSTON  ( Belfast,  S.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
English  literature  Is  excluded  from  the 
educational  programme  of  theeandidat^ 
for  commissions  in  the  English  Army, 
while  the  study  of  French  and  German 
literature  is  obligatory  on  those  who 
seek  commissions  in  the  French  and 
G^erman  Armies  respectively;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  consider  the  desirability 
of  instituting  such  a  course  of -study  as 
would  enable  officers  in  Her  Majesty's 
Service  to  become  acquainted  ^ith  the 
literature  of  the  United  Kingdom  ? 

TUK  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  STANHor*:)(Llncolnsh!re,  HbrncasUe): 
After  very  careful  consideration,  the 
examination  for  entrance  into  the  Royal 
Military  College  was  changed  in  IWb 
by  substituting  papers  on  English  historj 
generally,  with  exact  and  detailed  know- 
ledge of  a  specified  period  and  an  essay 
on  a  given  subject,  for  an  examination 
in  certain  Old  English  writers,  such  as 
Chaucer,  Baoon,  &c.  It  was  found  that 
the  latter  tended  to  encourage  an  un- 
satisfactory system  of  cramming. 

PARLIAMENTARY  REGISTRATION  AOT, 
1878-OASE  OP  HENRY  HOLDER,  MJ- 
GISTRATION  AGENT  AT  STAFFORD. 
Ma.  M'LARENT  (Cheshire,  Crewe) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion had  been  called  to  the  ease  of  Heniy 
Holder,  Conservative  Registration  Agent 
at  Stafford,  who  was  tried  at  the  Stafibid 
Autumn  Assizes,  when  it  was  proved 
and  admitted  that  he  had  deliberately 
signed  a  declaration  that  a  lodger  elaim 
was  correct,  and  that  he  had  witnessed 
the  claimant's  signature,  the  claim 
being  actually  false,  and  having  been 
signed  in  Mr.  Holder's  own  office,  and 
in  his  presence,  by  a  third  party,  in  the 
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abaenoe  of  the  claimant,  tlie  proceeding 
bdng  a  violation  oi  section  25  of  '*  The 
ParUamentarjBegistration  Act,  1878 ; '' 
whether  the  learned  Judge  who  tried 
the  case  directed  an  acquittal,  on  the 
groand  that  it  was  not  sufficient  to  prove 
that  tiie  defendant  had  made  a  statutory 
declaration  which  was  false  in  fact  unless 
it  was  proved  that  the  declaration  was 
«  falsely  and  fraudulently  made ; "  whe* 
ther  a  aimilar  ruling  was  given  in  another 
case  tried  on  18th  November  last  at  the 
Yorkshire  Assizes  by  Mr.  Justice  Haw- 
kins; and,  whether,  having  regard  to 
tho  fact  that  these  rulings  render  it  now 
impossible  to  procure  a  conviction  for 
ofiSnoes  under  the  lodgers'  clauses  of 
the  Aoft  of  1878,  he  will  propose  such 
aa  amendment  of  the  Law  as  shall 
put  an  effectual  stop  to  the  practices 
which  the  Act  of  1878  prohibits,  and 
which  those  prosecutions  were  intended 
to  punish  ? 

Tra  SEOEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Ma^tchswb)  (Birmingham,  £.)  :  My  at- 
tention has  not  been  called  to  the  prose^ 
entions  referred  to  hj  the  hon.  Member, 
and  I  have  had  no  opportunity  of  seeing 
any  reports  of  the  cases,  or  of  ascertain- 
ing what  directions  were  given  by  the 
leiuned  Judge  referred  to,  or  upon  what 
evidence  those  directions  were  based. 
Th^  words  of  the  statute  appear  to  me  to 
have  been  very  carefully  framed,  and  I 
do  not  at  present  see  that  any  amend- 
ment is  required. 

TBEI^AND  —  CA8HEL  TOWN  COMMIS- 
SKWEES— AODIT  OF  ACCOUNTS. 
Mb.  CONDON  (Tipperary,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  charge  the  Town  Com- 
uissioiiers  of  Cashel  £12  annually  for 
auditing  their  aooonnts;  whether  the 
Town  Oommisaioners  remonstrated  with 
the  Board,  stating  the  charge  to  be  ex- 
oessiTe,  as  the  work  can  be  done  in  one 
and  a-half  days ;  whether  the  Board 
make  a  profit  out  of  the  transaction; 
and,  whether  he  will  inquire  into  the 
matter,  with  the  view  to  lessening  this 
charge? 

Thb  CHIEF  SEOEETARY  (Sir 
MiCHABi^  Hicks-Bbaoh)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
The  Local  Government  Board  report 
that  the  amount  charged  for  the  audit  of 
the  Cashel  accounts  is  correctly  stated. 
The  Bofird  have  not  received  any  recent 
lemonetis^iice  from  the  Oommie^oners 


on  the  subject.  The  salaries  of  the 
auditors  are  proportionately  assessed 
from  time  to  time  py  the  Local  Govem- 
raont  Board  under  the  provisions  of  the 
statute.  The  Board  are  now  engaged  in 
revising  the  assessments  over  Ireland, 
and  care  will  be  taken  to  deal  fairly  with 
Cashel. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION -FAIR 
RENTS-CO.  WESTMEATH. 

Mb.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath.  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whetlier  on  the 
estate  of  Captain  Dawson,  at  Tang,  in 
the  County  Westmeath,  both  lanfiord 
and  tenants  have  joined  to  have  a  fair 
rent  fixed,  and  originating  notices  were 
served  on  the  19&  December,  1885 ; 
whether  the  cases  have  been  tried ;  aud« 
if  not,  will  he  state  the  cause  of  the 
delay  ?  I  also  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  tenants  of  Colonel 
MagUl,  near  Atblone,  in  the  County 
Westmeath,  served  originating  notices, 
on  the  3rd  December,  1886,  to  have 
judicial  rents  fixed ;  whether  these  oases 
have  yet  been  tried ;  and,  if  not,  will  he 
state  the  cause  of  the  delay  ?  I  further 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether, 
on  the  estates  of  Lord  Castlemaine, 
Colonel  Cooper,  Colonel  Grogan,  and 
Mr.  Frederick  Eussell,  near  Athlono, 
in  the  County  Westmeath,  the  tenants 
served  originating  notices  on  the  land- 
lords, in  December  1885,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  having  judicial  rents  fixed  ; 
whether  the  cases  have  yet  been  tried  ; 
and,  if  not,  will  he  state  the  cause  of 
the  delay  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
MicHAEX.  Hiojcs-Baaxih)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
The  Land  Commissioners  report  that  on 
the  several  estates  mentioned  in  these 
Questions  10  cases  in  all  are  pending 
since  December,  1885.  They  were  set 
down  for  hearing  in  the  Mullingar  list 
for  April  last,  but  were  not  reached 
before  the  sitting  was  unavoidably  ad- 
journed. It  is  hoped  they  will  all  be 
decided  in  May,  when  a  Sub-Commission 
will,  it  is  expected,  sit  in  the  County 

vv  6StT11.6&th 

Mb.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.) :  Mr. 
Speaker,  may  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  the  Captain  Dawson 
mentioned  in  the  first  Question  is  the 
Captain  Dawson  who  gave  25  per  cont 
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reduction  to  bis  tenants  under  the  Plan 
of  Oampaifi^n  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HI0K8-BEA0H: 
I  do  not  know. 

POLICE  (METROPOLIS)-NrANDS- 
WOKTH  POLICE  COURT. 

Mr.  OOTAVIUS  MORGAN  (Batter- 
sea)  asked  the  Secretaij^  vi  State  for 
the  Home  Denartraenti  Whether  he  has 
further  Donaiaered  the  Meniyrial  of  the 
Waode worth  Board  of  Works  of  17th 
March  last,  aating  thnt  the  Police  Court 
now  stationed  at  Wauda worth  should  be 
transferred  to  a  more  (jontral  locality, 
and  in  closer  proximity  to  Clapham 
Junction  Railway  Btation;  that  in  future 
the  magistrate  should  hold  his  Court 
during  the  whole  day  instead  of,  as  at 
present,  for  a  half  tlaj^  and  then  at  an 
uncertain  hour,  which  doiis  not  allow 
fluDfieient  timn  fp>r  tlio  proper  adminis- 
tration of  i  astice  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes, 
Sir;  the  subject  of  this  Memorial  has 
been  engaging  my  careful  consideration, 
and  I  have  been  in  communication  with 
the  Treasury  on  the  subject.  I  may  say 
that  the  Government  are  agreed  that  the 
establishment  of  a  whole  day  Court  at 
Wandsworth  has  become  necessary ;  but 
the  question  of  providing  for  the  in- 
creased cost  is  one  of  considerable  diffi- 
culty, and  is  now  engaging  the  attention 
of  myself  and  of  the  Treasury.  It  is  not 
intended  at  present  to  change  the  site  of 
the  Wandsworth  Court. 

THE  MAQISTRAOY  (IRELAND)— 
DULEEK  PETTY  SESSIONS. 

Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  asfced 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,^  on  the  1st 
instant,  at  Duleek  Petty  Sessions,  upon 
the  hearing  of  a  case  in  which  Mr.  Fitz- 
herbert  Smith  was  complainant,  his 
uncles,  Colonel  Smith  and  Mr.  St.  George 
Smith,  sat  and  adjudicated  contrary  to 
statute? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Bbach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
This  case  has  been  referred  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  as  it  is  understood  that  the 
facts  are  as  stated. 

WAR    OFFICE    (ORDNANCE    DEPART- 
MENT)—BOXER     MARTINI  .  HENRY 
CARTRIDGES   AT   WOOLWICH. 
Colonel   HUGHES-HALLETT 

Rochester)  asked  the  Surveyor  General  of 
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the  Ordnance,  How  many  million  Boxet 
Martini-Henry  cartridges  hare  been 
manufactured  in  the  Royal  Arsenal  at 
Woolwidi  since  1st  January  1BB5,  that 
date  being  subsequent  to  their  failure  m 
the  Soudan,  and  to  the  oondesmatory 
Report  made  upon  them  by  the  Qenetal 
Officer  Commanding  the  Officers  in  th^ 
Field ;  and  how  many,  if  any,  subse- 
quMit  to  the  officiftl  assurance  that  no 
more  of  these  cartridges  would  be  made^ 
but  that  stops  would  beteken  to  supply 
the  troops  wMh  sdlid^  drawn  eartndge 
eases? 

Tns  SURVEYOR  GENERAL  <Mr. 
NoBTnooTB)  (Eaceter) :  The  annual  oon- 
Bumption  of  these  cartridges  required 
for  praetioe  by  the  Regular  and  Aux^ 
iUary  Forces  and  the  Royal  Novj  is 
about  .45,000,000^  and  they  hwre  been 
meAufactured  at  a  little  over  thsit  rate 
since  January  1,  18^.  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  assurance  having  been  given  that 
the  rolled  metal  cartridge  would  not  in 
future  be  used  for  practice. 

WAR  OFFICE  (ORDNANCE  DEPART.. 
MENTH-OARTRIDGEStIN  8T0IC& 

CoLOKEL  HUGHES-HALLETT 
Rochester)  asked  the  Surveyor  General 
of  the  Ordnance,  How  many  solid- drawn 
cartridge  cases  are  in  store  at  the  pre- 
sent  mdment ;  when  they  first  began  to 
be  manufactured ;  and  what  nature  of 
cartridges,  and  how  many»  are  available 
at  the  present  time  for  the  troops  in  the 
event  of  a  sudden  war  ? 

Thb  SURVEYOR  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Noethootb)  (Exeter) :  The  manufaoture 
of  solid-drawn  cartridges  commenced  in 
March,  1885.  As  regards  the  remainder 
of  the  Question,  I  must  refer  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  to  the  reply  given 
on  the  9  th  of  September  last  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  ol  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  I  could 
only  repeat  his  answer;  but  I  may  say, 
generally,  that  an  adequate  supply  of 
solid'drawn  cartridges  are  in  store. 

POOR  LAW  (IREJiAND)  —BAILIE* 
BOROUGH  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 
Ma.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Is  the  qualification  for  Poor 
Law  Guardians  in  the  Bailieborough 
Union,  in  the  County  of  Cavan,  £30 ;  is 
this  the  highest  qualification  required  in 
any  Union  in  Ireland ;  is  the  number  of 
holdings  in  this  Union  valued  at  £d0 
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ftnd  itpwatds  fewor  tham  in  XTnioiM  in 
vbith  the  qualification  is  lower;  and 
will  ih0  liooid  Gkwernmeat  Boavd  lor 
Iidnnd  giie  effeot  to  Ihe  Besoluticm 
fwaaod  b^jT  tike  BaiUdboroagh  Board  of 
Cruardittnaaa  the  14lh  instant,  requeal* 
iag  ihem  to  fix  tbo  qualifieation  for 
Ouaidiaiia  ia  thai  Union  at  £20  ? 

Bw  CHIEF  SEOBBTABY  (Sir 
MiGXAXii,  Hioxa-BiuxTH)  (Bristol,  W.): 
Tto  lioeal  Cbvemment  Board  report 
thai  ike  f  imIb  are  ae  staled  in  the  Quae- 
tion  With  regard  to  tiie  qualifioatioii  lor 
Poor  Law  Guardians  in  the  Bailie- 
boainmJb  Udion^  -whieh  has  stood  at  the 
pieaeiu  figure  for  at  leaet  36  years.  The 
Besolotion  requeetisg  the  Looal  Oorvm- 
laent  Board  to  fix  rae  <}iiaHfioattoa  at 
£20  wa6  carried  by*  a  yery  narrow  ma- 
iarity,.aod  Notice  has  beengiwnof  a 
Motion  to  vessind  it.  As  the  eleetioii  of 
Ouardims  will  soon  take  plaoe,  the 
Leeal  GkHf»iniment  eannei  carry  out  the 
pfDpoeed  alteration  this  year,  but  will 
undertake  to  eonsider  it  earefuUy  nazt 
year,  and  possibly  carry  it  into  effect,  if 
the  Guardians  by  a  good  majority  are  of 
opinion  that  eui^  should  be  done. 

U.W    AND  JUSTICE -THE  PKISON 
.  .     8£fiVI€EE  (EKOIiASI))* 

Ub.  BBADIAUefi  (Northampton) 
asked  tfaoHSecretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  an  official 
nominatioa  is  required  for  the  situation 
of  8uAK>rdiinate  officer  in  the  Prison  Ser- 
vice, England;  whether  the  Civil  Service 
Oommiesioners  have  recently  stated  in 
writing  that  the  Commissioners  can  give 
no  information  as  to  the  persons  from 
wheai^  Off  the  mewie  by  which,  sueh 
nomiuntioTie  are  to  be  obtained ;  and, 
whether  he  w41  stal^  with  whom  the 
puftronage  eontrol,  by  means  of  such 
noiaiaations,  of  all  subordinate  situa- 
tiona  in  the  Prison  Service  rests  ? 

Thb  8ECRBTABY  o»  STATE  (Mr. 
XAiSfiiawa)  (BinHing^m,  E.) :  Tes, 
Sir;  aaoflloial nomination  is  required. 
The  patronage  control  of  all  subordinate 
ntuations  in  the  Prison  Service  rests 
with  the  IMrectors  and  Commissioners 
kA  Priaeas,  eubjeet  to  the  approval  of 
th^Seeretary  of  State.  Aeto  the  Prison 
Coanniflsioner^  this  is  dearfy  defined  in 
the  7tfa  and  Sth  sections  el  the  Prison 
Act,  iS77.  The  practiee  is  the  same 
wi&regasrA  to  sob^rdinaite  appointments 
in  tha  Smviet  Service.  I  am  informed  by 
the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  that  it 
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is  not  their  practice,  and  they  have  no 
authority,  to  publish  any  statement  as 
to  the  method  of  obtaining  nominations 
in  the  case  of  prison  or  any  other  ap* 
pointments, 

POST  OFFICE  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
—THE  PATIERN  1*08T. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  ho  received  a  depu-* 
tation  from  the  London  Chamber  of 
Commerce  in  December  last ;  whether 
he  then  stated  that  the  present  ar- 
rangements for  the  carriage  of  pat- 
terns by  post  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom  constitute  "  not  merely  an 
anomaly,  but  a  grave  scandal;"  and, 
whether  any  steps  are  being  taken  by 
his  Department  to  amend  the  charges 
and  regulations  for  the  conveyance  of 
patterns  by  post  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikbs)  (Cambridge  University) :  X 
would  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
reply  which  I  made,  on  the  17th  in- 
stant, to  a  similar  Question  asked  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor). 

EGYPT-LIGHT  DDES   ON   SHIPPINa. 

Me.  T.  SUTHERLAND  (Greenock) 
asked  tbo  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  If  he  can  state  the  exact  amount 
received  annually  by  the  Egvptian  Go- 
vernment in  the  shape  of  light  dues  on 
shipping,  according  to  the  latest  Re- 
turns ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  the  cost  of 
maintaining  the  lights  in  respect  of 
which  sach  dues  are  leried  ? 

Tbb  secretary  (Baxon  HxanT 
Db  Wowcs)  (Liverpool,  East  Toateth)  t 
According  to  Returns  received  at  the 
Board  of  Trade  through  the  For^gn 
Office,  Uie  amounts  of  Receipts  and  Ex- 
penditure by  the  Egyptian  Government 
<»i  aoeount  of  their  Lighthouse  Adminis- 
tration for  the  years  1883,  1884,  and 
1885  are  as  follow  :— For  1883,  reo^pts; 
£E88,261,  expenditure,  £B36,2i8;  Ibr 
1884,  receipta,  £E90,ld2;  expenditure, 
£E26,349 ;  for  188^  receipts,  £E9d,204; 
expenditure,  £E28,046. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND) -EXTRA 
POLICE-CO.  CORK. 
Mb.  hooper  (Cork,  S.E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that, 
at  the  last  Summer  Assises,  the  sum 
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ordered  to  be  levied  off  the  County  of 
Cork  in  respect  of  extra  police  for  the 
half-year  was  over  £3,400 ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that,  at  the  same  Assizes,  the 
following  Resolution  was  adopted  by  the 
County  pork  €hrand  Jury— 

"  With  jrsfonnce  to  the  Besolution  psased  at 
the  County  at  Lar^  Seepopg  on  the  subject  of 
the  charge  for  extra  pohce  in  this  county,  the 
Grand  Jury  are  of  opinion  that  the  very  large 
amount  charged  for  that  subject  is,  to  a  great 
extent^  an  useless  and  extravi^gant  expenditure^ 
AS  it  does  not  lead  to  th0  detection  of  crime* 

'<Xhe  force  reauired  may  be  much  smaller, 
but  constituted  altogether  differently  for  detec- 
^▼e  purposes. 

"The  state  of  Kerry,  our  gidlloinmg  county, 
ov«xrun  vrith  police^  aod  flcajrcely  a  crime  d»- 
iectcdy  affords  the  strongest  proof  of  the-neoea- 
sity  lor  9>  chapge  in  the  directipn  wa  have  sug- 
gested. 

^''  Propostnl  by  J.  W.  Pay  no, 
**  Seconded  by  John  E.  Barrett. 
*«  IL  U.  Penroac  FitjEgeiald,  Foi-ettan." 

'Wlietlior,  in  the  last  quarter,  the 
numbar  of  agrariaTi  orimes  in  that 
county  fell  to  14  j  and,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, whether  steps  will  l>e  taken 
hy  Cki7cr0ai6pt  to  relieve  the  taxpayers 
of  the  county  of  the  present  heavy  im- 
post in  respect  of  extra  police  ? 

TuE  CHIKF  SECRETART  rSir 
Michael  IIicks-Beach)  (BrifitoV'w.'):' 
The  -ehi^rge.  in ,  ^estM>a . wa«»  in  xcmnd 
numbers,  Jt3,4Q0 ;  and  I  also  under- 
stand that  the  Besolutions  referred  to 
Trere  duly  passed  at  the  Bunimer  As- 
sizes. '  Bat  the  necessity  for  the  oon^ 
tinuance  of  the  extra  force  is  now  greater 
than  it  was  then,  in  conseijtienee  of  the' 
excitement  ereated-by  attempts  to  en- 
force the  Plan  df  Oampaign ;  and  I  can- 
not, at  present,  relieve  the  taxpayer^  of 
the  county  of  this  additional  cost. 

SALMON  FISHERIES  (rRBLAND)-THE' 
- .  BJV»»  fiHAJJKOir-^FroES  ON  A  CON- ! 
.    SEBVATDRk  .       - 

Mn.  P.  J.  O'BRIEN  (TipperAry,  W.) 
tisk«d  the  Ghi^  Secretary  to  tbd  ]>rd 
Meuteuant  of  Irelafn#,  Wh^thttr  the 
limerick  Bdard  -of  Oonservatori^  haTe, 
within  tiie  past  month,  discharged  the 
-waU^i>aiMsat  all  the  principal  spann- 
ing stations  on  the  Kiver  l^antion ; 
thereby  leaving  that  valuable  river  at 
the  mercy  of  the  poachers,  at  this  cri- 
tical season,'  when  the  spawning  fish. 
require  the  most  carefal  attentabn ; 
aody  i£«o,  whuft  steps  will  be  taken  for 
thmr  preservation;  whether,  at  the 
January  Quarter  Sateione,  h^ld  at  KH- 
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rush,  County  Glare,  the  County  Court 
Jadge,  Mr.  Charles  KeUy*  Q.C.,  oout 
firmed  the  decision  of  the  Knock  Bench 
of  Magistrates,  in  the  infliction  ol  fines, 
amounting  to  £80,  on  one  Mr.  Simon 
M^Cauliff,  a  member  of  the  Board  ef 
Conserrators,  and  an  extensive  net  pro^^ 
prietor  on  the  Lower  Shaijinon,  the  fines 
beiag  imposed  on  him  for  eight  specific 
breaches  of  the  I'isheiy  Laws  la  the 
month  of  June  previous ;  cgad^  whether 
the  Qovemment  will  take  any  stepia  in 
the  matter  ? 

The  chief  8ECRETAEY  (Sir 
MiCHABL  Hicks-Bbaoh)  (Bristol,  W.)" 
The  Inepeotors  of  Fisheries,  hftve  tte<- 
emved  no  Bsport  from  the  Limerick 
Board  of  Conservators  as  to  the  dis^ 
missal  of  the  bailiffs  over  the  pnn- 
oipal  spawning  etation  of  the  Siver 
Shannon.  The  Inspectors,  however, 
have  made  inquiries,  and  were  in- 
formed by  the  Conservators  that  the 
bailiSs  had  been  discharged  for  economy 
sake,  and  the  Oonaervatora  thooght  it  a 
good  thing  to  do,  as  the  spawning  seaaen 
is  ivoiw  on.  In  any  ^aae^  the  Ii^eetors 
have,  np  cpnti^l  over  the.  ez)pe^diture.of 
th^  fund9  of  the  Conaervators. 

AEMY— PUltCDJASB  OP  ARMY  HOR8ES 
.  ■•>.IN  OANAPA.-  V 

OfiNkRAX'SiR  WILLIAM  CfBOSS- 
MAN  (Portsmouth)  askbd  the  Secntfiry 
^  State  fbr  War,  Whether  it  is  the 
case,  as  crtated  in  a  iifewspafper  nallai 

T^e  Cmadian '  GatetU^  that--  '' 

'  .  ..'  .  If  .  . 
''  Colonel  'Qpldie,  Quarter  Master  General  at 
Italifax,  has  been  instructed  to  purchase  this 
y«ary  for  tbe  Imperial  Authodtiei,  nc  less  thaa 
600  horses,  in  the  yarioos  Provinces  of  4h«  i^ 
jnimon,  snd  tbiqft,  ia  ec|ch  suhsequent  year, 
|utther  purchases  will  be  made ;  **  ^ 

And,  if  so,  whether  it  is  beeanse  A/SuiQ- 
cient  niimJber  of  horsea  ftuit^bl^  for 
Army  purposes  cannot  be  obtained  .ill 
the  United  Kingdom  ? 

Tnn  SEd^TAST  OP  STATE  (lin  B. 
STANBO^t)  (Ltncolnehire,  Hotracastle) : 
Orders  have  been  given  for  th^^puisdhase 
x)f  some  horses  in  Canada^  with  the  ob- 
ject of  developing  within  Her  M^je^ty'a 
Dominiom  markets  on  which*  it  would 
bepoBsihle,  in  case  of  mobilisatioB,  to 
draw  for  at  least  a  po^ti^m  of  the  lavge 
supply  of  horses  required ;  but  the  War 
O^ee  has  every  desire  to  encourage^  in 
every  possible  way,  the  supply  by  •home 
breeders  of  horses  of  the  stamp  reqmrsjd 
for  tbe  Ajrmyi 
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JURORS'     ACrP»     (IRELAND)    —   CJOV* 
KAtJGHT    WINTER    ASSIZES  —  THE 
OLERK  OP  THE  CROWN. 
Mb.  JI  E.  ELLIS  rNottingham,  Rusli- 
difleyaAed  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
loid  Cieatenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  atientioii  has  been  drawn  to  the  fol- 
lowing Incident  at  th^e  Counaught  Win- 
ter A$8izefi  held  at  SHgo,  as  reported  in 
ffl^  FfeemaifB'  JiumaJf  2l8t  December, 
1886:— 

**  J.  CoelirtjiQ)  JHvyp,  Cleric  of  the  Crown 
alid  Fekce,  was  tben  sworn,  and^  in  reply  to 
Hr.-Leamy,  Btikted  that  he  wa^  appointed  tathe 
«ace  pievicMia  to  tho  Sprlnif  Assisetol  1BS6. 
W»^^meje9n  prmouB  he  had  been  Aitiitant 
CWkoliha  Crown.. 

'*Did  you  mark  tho  panel  of  the  Spring 
Assiica.  1886  f— Yea. 

^'IMd  y^a  send  that  marked  panel  to  the 
SaW8tad[ffP--^No. 

.  ^*  WhjF^— Because  J  did  nut  think  it  my  duty 
todoaQ. 

••  Have  you  read  the  Jurors*  Acts.    Surely 

rwf,  a'soh'dtor;  must  hat*  read  these  Acts  P— 
dedat^io  yom  I  bate  neref  read  them  ia  my 

m:r  ...... ,  .    .  • ,     r. 

Awl,  *vlretber  lie  wHl  take  etops'toin* 
^QM  that  'Crown  Officfals  ih  Ireland 
make  thedkHelf  es  ai^tfainted  with  Aets 
of  Parliament  relating  to  their  duties  ? 

Tn*  C'BiaSP^  SBGItBTABYjrSir 
MicHAKL  HicAa-BiJbOR)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
Iam:Iitfodli6d  by  Mr.  Davys  that  the 
ripaet -^oIldrrBd  to  in  Ike  Qaestion 
is  svbstantMllar  c^rreety  There  is  no 
ioiAft  tb«l  the  Cllerk  of  the  Grown  pnd 
Peace  oogbt  to  kave  inttde-  biaaelf  ac- 
q!uuiite4  with  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
rstsHng  to  Jurors,  and'  I  intend  to 
eomaittnie^e  further  with  him  on  the 
siMeeti 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS:  Will  the  ritfht 
hon.  Oentleman  answer  the  last  Question 
Ihamimtr 

SmMEOHAM/HIOKS-BBAOH:  I 
hate^aMwered  it. 

BtUr  JUUfB  OCttlVUUSION^ENDOWED 
^  SOHOOUB  COmtlSaiONBRS^ 
Mb.  BIGOAB  (G^sq,  W.>  asked  the 
Okief  Seer0taty  to  the  Lord  Lienteniaiit 
odvehmd.  Whether  a  quorum  attiended 
the  meeting  of  Commissioners  of  En- 
lowed  Schools,  Ireland,  on  1 8th  JaaoaTy , 
1887;  wheUier  J.  T.  Berrison,  the  land 
Mnli  was  in  attendance;  whether  any 
offlieGomaussioiiers  w1k>  wreteadrishig 
saiaor^ased  idMttement  of  rent  to  tenants 
l»i».  TtSDonii  whetiier  the  Board  has 
lepeatadly  refused  the  admission  of  ai^r 


deputation  from  the  Oayan  tenantry; 
and,  whether  the  Commissioners  will 
now  re-consider  the  matter,  and  receive 
a  deputation  from  the  tenants  at  their 
next  meeting? 

Thb  chief  BEOHETART  (Sir 
MioHABL  HrcKS-BEAOH)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
The  Commissioners  met  on  the  Idth  of 
January ;  but  they  decL'ned  to  give  any 
information  on  the  matters  mentioned 
in  the  Question.  They  will  consider 
any  matter  brought  before  them,  bat 
decline  to  alter  their  usual  practice  by 
receiving  a  deputation. 

Mb.  BIG&AB  :  Mr.  Speaker,  Sir,  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who* 
ther  the  Cavan  land  agent  who  refuse* 
to  permit  more  than  10  per  cent  abate- 
ment is  the  same  J.  J.  Berrison,  J.P., 
against  whom  the  Hon.  George  Annesley 
had  to  proceed  by  garnishee  order  for 
the  recovery  of  the  rent  of  Gerald  Gregg, 
one  of  Lord  Annesley 's  tenants,  whicu 
rent  Berrison  had  taken  into  his  hands, 
refusing  to  allow  Gregg  to  pay  unless 
allowed  25  per  cent  abatement. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  I 
object  again,  Sir,  to  these  charges  and 
insinuations  behig  made  without  Notice 
in  reference  to  absent  persons. 

BOYPT-SIR  H.  DRtTMMOND  WOLFF'S 
MISSION. 

Mb.  HOWOETH  (SaJforcL  8.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  (4  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  be  can  stat^  to  the 
House  the  present  position  of  nagotiok- 
tions  in  regard  to  Egypt  and  the  limita- 
tions within  which  Sir  Dro^amond  Wolff 
is  acting  ? 

EGYPT-NEGOTIATIONS  AT  CON-  ' 
STANTINOPIiE. 

Sib  HENEY  TYLBE  (Great  Tar- 
mouth)  had  the  following  Question  on 
the  Paper:— To  aak  the  Under  Seore- 
taiy  of  State  tqr  Foiei^  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther he  is  now  in  a  position  to  give  any 
further  informati<m  in  regard  to  the  ne- 
gotiations which  are  proceeding  at  Con- 
stantinople on  the  subject  of  Egyptian 
arrangements  ? 

EGYPT-PROPOSAL  OP  SIR  H. 
BRUMMOND  WOLFF. 

Mb.  ANDEESON  (Elrinand  N«inf) 
also  had  the  following  Question  on  the 
Paper  :--^oa^  the  Under  Sectetanr  of 
State  for  Foreign  Aflhirs,  WiU  Her  Ma- 
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josty's  Goyemment  state  what  are  the 
proposals  reoently  made  at  CoDstanti- 
nople  by  Sir  Drummond  Wolff  to  the 
Ottoman  Porte  relating  to  the  future 
Government  of  Egypt;  do  such  pro- 
posals involve  a  withdrawal  of  the 
troops  until  such  a  time  as  a  strong  Gkv- 
vernment,  capable  of  holding  its  own,  is 
established  in  Egypt ;  do  such  proposals 
involve  any  abandonment  by  this  Coun- 
try of  the  right  to  control  the  affairs  of 
Egypt,  should  a  return  of  the  troops 
ever  be  necessary ;  and,  do  they  include 
conditions  involving  a  neutrality  similar 
to  that  in  force  in  &e  case  of  Belgium  ? 
The  under  SECBETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febgusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.  E.) :  Sir,  if  my  hon.  Friends 
the  Members  for  Great  Yarmouth  and 
Elgin  will  permit  me,  I  will  reply  to  their 
Questions  at  the  same  time  as  that  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Salford. 
I  hope  that  my  hon.  Friends  and  the 
House  will  recognize  that  it  is  both  in- 
expedient and  contrary  to  the  uniform 
practice  that  I  should  state  publicly  the 
precise  terms  of  the  proposals  which  have 
been  made  by  Her  Majesty's  Special 
Commissioner  with  reference  to  Egypt. 
But  in  view  of  the  considerable  anxiety 
in  regard  to  certain  points  indicated  by 
the  Questions,  I  am  able  to  say  that 
those  proposals  do  not  involve  a  with- 
drawal of  the  troops  so  loug  as  there  is 
any  apprehension  that  the  Government 
of  Egypt  is  not  in  a  position  to  maintain 
itself.  Her  Majesty -s  Government  have 
never  made  any  proposal  tending  to  re- 
nounce their  right  to  protect  the  tran* 
quillity  of  Egypt  from  external  or  in- 
ternal disturbances;  and  there  is  no 
foundation  for  the  impression  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  look  upon  the 
position  which  was  assigned  by  Treaty 
to  Belgium  as  a  precedent  which  it  is 
desirable  to  follow  in  the  arrangements 
which  shall  be  made  for  Egypt.  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  are  well  aware 
of  the  different  circumstances  in  which 
Belgium  and  Egypt  stand. 

CRIMINAL  LUNATIC  ASYLUM  (IRE- 
LAND)—OCCUPATION  BY  THE  POUOB. 
Mr.  W.  J.  COEBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
hospital  of  the  Criminal  Lnnatic  Asylum 
has  until  recently  been  occupied  by  a 
body  of  12  police  constables  and  a  ser- 
geant ;  if  he  can  state  under  what  otr- 

Mr.  Anderton 


cumstances  and  at  whose  instance  they 
were  sent  to  the  asylum;  under  what 
circumstances  and  at  whose  instance 
they  have  been  removed ;  and  what  was 
the  oost  of  this  force  of  police  during 
the  23  months  of  their  residence  in  the 
asylum  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Bbaoh)  (Bristol,  W.): 
A  police  force  has  been  placed  for  some 
vears  past  in  the  Criminal  Lunatic  Abj* 
lum  to  prevent  the  escape  of  peti«its 
while  alterations  were  being  made  in 
the  asylum,  and  these  alterations  having 
been  completed  the  force  has  been  witb* 
drawn. 

EVicrriONs  (irblandj—wesitort  » 

UNION,  COUNTY  MAYO. 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.J 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called,  by  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians of  the  Westport  Union,  County 
Mayo,  to  certetin  impending  evictions, 
chiefly  by  Lord  Sligo  and  Colonel  Olive, 
of  121  families,  numbering  about  l,O0# 
souls;  wheth««  the  Westport  XFniou 
was  last  year,  because  of  its  uotonom 
poverty,  scheduled  amongst  the  dis^ 
tressed  unions;  and,  if  the  Insb  Oo^ 
vemment  will  consider  the  special  dr^ 
cumstances  of  the  case  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Sit 
MtoHABL  Hicks-Biaoh)  (Bitstol,  W.); 
Sir,  I  have  received  a  telegram  from 
the  Board  of  Ouardiane  of  the  Westport 
Union  stating  they  had  received  notice 
of  evictions.  I  have  n6  further  know« 
led^  of  the  subject.  The  Westpert 
Union  was  last  year  included  amongst 
the  distressed  Unions. 

ISLANDS  OF  THE  PACIFIC— TOJ&{GA. 
Mb.  W.  H.  JAMfiS  (Gateshead) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  S^te  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  Her  Majesty^s  6o* 
vemment  have  received  any  infernuu 
tion  concerning  the  recent  disturbances 
in  the  Island  of  Tonga;  whether  the 
honoui^able  Shirley  Bdcer,  upon  whom 
the  attack  was  made,  was  formerly  a 
Wesleyan  missionary,  and  has  since  or- 
ganised a  gorerament  in  !IX>ngB,  ot 
which  he  is  the  chief  menber ;  and,  wke^ 
ther  Mr.  Shirley  Baker  is  a  British  eub- 
jeot ;  and,  if  so,  whether  Her  Majaatsy's 
Government  will  direct  the  High  Com* 
missioner  in  the  Pacific  to  tnstitcite  an 
inquiry  intohis  eonduct  and  proeeediDgaf 
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Trm  SEGBETASY  of  STATE  (Sir 
Henry  Hollakd)  (Hampstead):  The 
laat  iafbrmation  received  on  the  question 
iaoontained  in  a  telegram  from  Admiral 
Tryon  of  the  1 1th  instant^  stating  that 
there  had  heen  diatiurhances  in  Tonga- 
tahu  last  month ;  but  that  by  the  last 
•oeounts  they  had  subsided,  and  the 
King's  orders  weve  being"  obeyed.  Mr. 
SIttiiey  Bakery  to  whom  re^renee  n 
madO)  was  formerly  a  Wesleyi^  mis- 
sioiiacy.  He  is^  I  believe,  styled  the 
IVeBuer»  ^nd  controls  the  government 
q£  tbe  islandsv  Be  is  a  British  subject  \ 
and  Hm  Majesty's  Qovemment  will 
consider,  as  soon  as  they  have  full  and 
authentic  information  respecting  the  re- 
cent transactions,  whether  the  High 
Commissioner  should  be  ins^rvcted  to 
take  an;  action. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICB-SALfOED  COR- 
PORATION GAS  WORKS— "HUNTER  v. 
I^VBR-" 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.B.) 
iMked  the  Seoretaxy  of  State  for  the 
Home  Beparfment^  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  Mr.  Samuel  Hunter,  gas  mana- 
ger at  tlie  gasworks  of  the  Salford  Cor- 
poration^ who  was  charged  with  bribery 
IB  ooDBeetioniwith  the  coal  contracts,  and 
dismissed  for  such  offence  by  the  Qas' 
Committee,  is  a  Justice  of  the  Peace; 
attd  wketber  he  will  call  the  attention 
€d  ^e  Lord  Chancellor  to  the  disclosures 
at  tke  reeent  trial  of  Hunter  v.  Lever. 

Th3b  SECEETARY  oh  STATE  (Mr. 
Hatzhkws)  (iSirmingham,  E.):  I  ob- 
Morve  that  a  gentleman  of  this  name  is 
on  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  for 
AahtoB*iiBder-Lyne ;  but  do  not  know 
whetiier  it  is  the  gentleman  referred  to 
in  the  Question.  The  matter  is  one 
coming  wrtfaiii  ths  province  of  the  Chan- 
oeHorof  the  Dmehy  of  Lancaster,  and 
net  of  the  Lord  Chancellor.  I  will  call 
Uie  Intention  of  my  noble  Friend  to  the 
matter. 

INLAND   REVENUE- CUSTOM    HOUSE, 
DUBLIN. 

Mb.  p.  Mcdonald  (sugo,  no  asked 

Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  I^chequer,  Whe- 
tber  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  JSetut-A  of  the  Staff  of  the  Law 
Departmeai  ojt  the  Inland  Bevenue 
«Qgaged  fa  the  Custom  House,  Dublin, 
gimi  tbe  iiaAie«>  date  of  appointment, 
JuidareMA^  salary. cf  each  of  the  offi- 
^  ia  ifift^  office  ;  and,  whether  there 


ito 

is  any  existiog  rule  of  the  service  as  to 
the  mode  of  promotion  and  retirement 
of  the  officers  of  long  pervice  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  thi  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Qoschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  There  will  be  no  ob- 
jection to  furniahjDgthe  desired  Beturn. 
Promotion  is  given  by  merit  in  the  Law 
Department  of  the  Inland  SevenuCr  as 
in  every  other  Department  of  the  same 
Service.  There  is  no  rule  as  to  the  re- 
tirement of  officers  of  long  service  in  the 
Inland  Bevenue  besides  that  governing 
retirements  throughout  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice. 

ADMIEALTT  —  THE     GUARDSHIP 
**  BELLEISLE  "-KEPA1BS. 

Mr.  p.  M*D0NAIJ)  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther the  guardship  BelUide^  now  sta- 
tioned in  Kingstown  Harbour,  is  to  be 
removed  this  y^ar  to  Chatham  Docks  foi: 
overhauling  and  repairs ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  such  repairs  coidd  be  carried 
out  in  Dublin,  Belfast,  or  Coirk  Dock- 
yards ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Admiralty  to  replace  the  MelleisU, 
during  the  six  months  requisite  for 
repairs  by  another  warship,  Kon^etown 
being  one  of  the  chief  naval  sf  ations  in 
Ireland^ 

Tdb  FIEST  LOBD  (Lord  Georob 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing);  The 
BtlUuWi  repairs  could,  not  be  carried 
out  at  either  of  the  ports  named.  Thero 
is  no  intention  of  repladng  the  ship 
with  another  during  her  temporary  ab- 
sence, which  will  be  about  six  weeks — 
not  six  months,  as  is  anticipated  in  the 
Question, 

TRUSTEE  SAYINGS  BANKS-BEMEDIES 
AGAINST  TRUSTEES. 
Me.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.  E.) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether 
the  existing  Savings  Banks  Acts  provide 
any  adequate  legal  machinery  for  en- 
forcing any  award  made  by  the  Eegietrar 
of  Friendly  Societies  against  the  Trus- 
tees of  any  savings  banK  for  the  recovery 
of  money  due  to  depositors ;  whether  an 
award  for  the  sum  of  £16,000,  made 
against  the  Trustees  of  the  Traleo 
Savings  Bank  by  the  then  Begistrar  in 
1847,  on  the  ground  of  wilful  neglect, 
was  overruled  by  the  Court  of  Queen^s 
Bench ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  in- 
ability of  depositors  in  such  banks  to 
undertake  expensive  litigation  for  the 
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reooTery  of  their  scanty  savings,  the  Gk>- 
vernment  will  take  steps  to  enforce  such 
awards  in  the  future  ? 

The  ATTOENET  GENEEAL  (Sir 
BiOHABP  W»bster)  (Isle  of  Wight): 
Awards  made  by  the  Begistrar  of 
Friendly  Societies  can  be  readily  and 
cheaply  enforced  under  the  provisions 
of  the  statute  passed  in  the  first  and 
second  years  of  the  Queen.  The  statutes 
inforceiii  Jrri^dm  1847  are  repealed, 
and  the  Sayings  Bank  Act  of  1863  pro- 
vides a  machinery  applicable  to  the 
w:hole  of  the  Uiaited  Kingdom.  The 
l^alee  case,  as  far  as  I  can  trace  it, 
failed  upon  grounds  independent  of  the 
statute.  There  is  nqt,  in  my  ppinjoo^ 
any  necessity  for  Government  to  inter- 
fere in  enforcing  the  awards. 

OTO^^TERS*  HOLDINGS  ACT,  1886-- RE- 
COVERY OF  ARREARS  OF  RENT. 
Up.  A,  SUTHEBtAND  (Suther- 
land) asked  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,' 
Whether,  in  view  of  tbe  large  number 
of  applications  to  the  Crofters'  Com- 
mission to  ^x  fair  rents,  the  time  neces- 
sary for  the  proper  consideration  of  these 
applications,  the  recent  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Session  that  notwithstMiding 
the  provisions  of  "The  Croftws'  Hold- 
ings Act,  1885/*  the  landlords  can  vbo 
dOigence  to  recover  arrears  of  rent,  and 
are  actually  using  sucli  diligence,  thj9 
Government  intends  to  amend  the  said 
Actt  or  take  6uch  other  steps  as  may 
facilitate  the  fixing  of  fair  rents  in  the 
diBtricts  aubjerit  to  the  operation  of  the 
aforesaid  Crofters*  Act  ? 

Thb  SECHETAEY  foe  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A,  J,  BALtorR)  (Maiiehester,  E.): 
While  there  ia  no  reason,  either  in  jus- 
tice or  lair,  why  landlords  should  in 
every  case  refrain  from  claiming  the 
whole  or  part  of  their  arrears ;  I  am  of 
opinion  that  they  would  be  extremely 
ill>ad?isedj  both  in  their  own  and  in  the 
public  interesta^  if  they  were  so  to  press 
their  legal  rights  that  atjy  crofter  was 
deprived  through  bankruptcy  of  the 
benefits  of  the  Crofters^  Act  before  a  de- 
cision could  be  pronounced  on  his  case 
by  the  Crofters*  Commission,  I  have  no 
ground  for  thinking  that  this  has  been 
done.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member 
that  I  am  as  anxious  as  he  is  to  facilitate 
the  fixing  of  a  fair  rent  by  the  Com- 
mission i  but  tbat  I  am  not,  as  at  pre- 
sent adyiaedj  prepared  to  re<open  the 
question  by  fresh  legielatipn, 
Mr.  Howell 


CRIME  AND  OTJTRAGB  (IKELAOT))-THB 

RIOTS  AT  BELFAST— REPORT  OF  MR, 

WALLACE  MacHARDY. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  Wallace 
HacHardy  has  yet  presented  his  Heport 
upon  the  Belfast  Biots ;  and  whether,  if 
not,  any  inquiiy  has  been^  made  of  him 
as  to  the  cause  of  the  prolonged  delinr 
and  the  date  vAaeik  his  It^ort  wiu 
probably  he  xeady  ? 

The  OHIBP  8ECEETAKT-(8ir 
Michael  Hic^s-Bkac«)  (Brfstol,  W.) : 
I  have  received  a  letter  from  Mr,  Wid- 
lace  MacHardy  in  which  he  informs' 
me  that  h!s  time  fo^  some  time  past 
has  been  so  completely  taken  xip^  iti 
connection:  with  the  Lanarkshire  riots, 
he  hAnf  the  Chief  Constable  of  Lan- 
arkshire, tbat  he  has  been  unable  to, 
complete  his  Beport,  btit  he  p^mises  to 
forward  it  as  soon  as  {NMsible.  {^iMughter 
from  the  Iruk  Benehe97\  I  do  not  know 
why  hon.  Members  laugh  at  that.  I 
should  think  that  the  riots  whidh  have 
occurred  in  Lanarkshire  must  be' pretty 
iserious  work  for  the  Chief  Cohsti^bliB  of 
that  county. "  However,  lean  as^re  the! 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  that  the 
Beport  of  the  other  four  Con^misaionera. 
has  heen  very  cturefuUy  considered  by 
the  Qovemment,  and  particularly  v^ith 
regard  to  those  administrative  points,, 
which,  however,  cannot  be  finally  decided 
until  we  have  receired  Mr.  MacHai^y's 
Beport. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLET  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  asked,  had  theevidetice  tidken 
at  the  Commission  heen  published  ?. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Xs  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  aware  that^  notwithstanding, 
the  Lanarkshire  ric^,  Mr.  MacHardy  has. 
found  time  to  go  to  Belfast  land  hold 
communication  with  persons  not  ex-r 
amined  before  the  Commission  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
suppose  he  considered  he  has  not  auffir^ 
dent  evidence. 
POST  OFFICaE  (IRELAND)— BELFAST 
POSTMEN. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  Qen^al,  If  the  money 
due  to  postmen  in  Belfast  for  overwork 
done  at  Christmaa  remains  still  unpaid  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr, 
RijKEs)  (Cambridge  University)  :  la- 
structions  have  been  issued  for  the  pay^ 
ment  of  the  claims  for  pvertiipe  work 
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Mit.  J.  O'OGNNOB  (Kerry,  B.)  :  Be- 
f orer  the  right  hoik  Gentleman  answers 
the  Question^  I  wish  to  ask  him  whether 
this  Lord  Cork  is  the  same  Earl  of  Oork 
and  Orrery  who  is  Master  of  the  Buck- 
hounds  at  a  salary  of-^— 

Mb.  StEAKEE ;  Order,  Order !  Th^ 
Qoestibnirhvch  thd  hon.  Member  is  now 
pirtting  IS  one  that  has  been  refUs^d  on 
myauthoHty.  '        '        ' 

Thb  tDHTEF  0EOREtABT  (Sir 
MicsLAzt  Hick0-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
I  can  6nly  say,,  with,  referencb.  to  tins 
quotation  from.  2%e  Standard^  that  X 
think  it  IS,  to  some  extent  at  leasts  un-. 
founded ;  and  in  proof  6f  that  I  may  re- 
mind hon.  Gentlemen  that  Dingle  Union 
was  nbt  Intslttded  in  the  list  of  unions  in 
the  West  of  Ireland  to  which  special  re- 
lief was  given  under  t^e  A<it  oif  tharight 
iion.  Gentleman  (Mr,,  Gladstone)  last 

Mb.  E,HAfi&INQTON  (t[0rry,  W.^  : , 
Is  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that . 
application  was  made  to  liaVe"  JDingle 
TJnton  scheduled  under  the  Act  referred 
to?  * 


^'Bg^/^M^kmsa^aswi  4tthe  Bel- 
fast Vft9i  (^SSUi^,  The  preparation  and 
examination  of  the  elaima  in  qaestion 
have  i^cesaarily  pooupied  some  time.  ' 

IRISH  tAND  COMMISSIOK'-SITTIKGS 
ATSUao.       /      .    '      / 

.iCl^,  SUXION  (Balfast,  W.)/wked 
tie  (3wQf  Secratajfy  tp/tb^  Lord  taeu- 
tenfuxt  of  Ir^laji^y  Wtetbei?  the  Irish 
Iifmd  C[>ini»^<m  will. arrange,  cm  l^e 
occasion  of  tne  holding  c£  thgir.  <}Qiir^ 
n/ast  ny>]qtt»,  pa;  the  County  pjigyi  to  fix 
Bom^;8ittj^  jit  GwigA  wh^p  suitable^ 
Mcp;;pmipdationjCi^^  1)9  ^ad,  in  order. i^t 
aow,Jhii;iii4i5ed^  of  pqor  tenants  whose 
case9  ara.  to  be  lizard  in^  to  relieved  of 
^e  neoeaeity  of  traveULog  to  thV  townx>f 
ollgp,'  an  arexage.  distance,  from  their 
homes  of  firom  H  to  la  nulaa  ?  .    . . 

Tm^  OHIE&  SECRETARY  (Sir 
MicpABL.HiCKfl  -  BEJM3:p[)  (Briatd,  W.) : 
the  hon.  M:e^b^  ^Bfiie^ts  Jto  be  iii^der 
^me^ml^j^rebension.  Tbc^  Cop^aught 
S^b-Qomnupeiona^t  i«  91igo;last  month, 
-T-^aijqyawfipow  hearing  cafles  in  HayO|, 
a|id  m^agtt  iBAke  the  circuit  of.tbelPro* 
linc^  pt.Oomiaug^t  before, they  can. 
laat^-lftythe^^^arraygew^ts  fipTnaittinga 
iJl;ttl©UDUfti^olSiigJ^^  :.\  V.         /   . 

jjiEGAinp  ciisTBiesfi),  4^9.~j)isT|i]ESs  m', 

KERI^y..    .    ', 
M^.ldQNyBEABi!.  (Cornwall,  CaniT 

bpH^e)  ji^kipd  ^e  Chief  S^ca^etary  to  tho; 

loiji  I^e^tenai^  of  Ireland^  Whether  it 

is  tnie,  as  atated  in  The  Standard  9I  th^ 

Wthinala^  tbat:*-.         ; 

*,  JDfiiring  JL^3g^g  fwliil  ilistro^^  ez]Ate4 


,  lout  j;|w^  .Wa^t  of  %&p[j,  fnd  nowhere 
thah  ui  "Ballj^f^rtiter.  Borne  gf  the  tenants 
vftdarenow^abonitdbe  evicted  were,  in  May 
My  jfai  jx«cdi|ftr  4Qf  t^i^  frbiiithd^iildio  -ftliarlty» 
irhc^iftiimibawn^lltotjlvrt  laoptiwi  .iwM.tiwir 
had  ){6ei^,?p8t|^jg]|  seaweed.  JFor  years  they] 
fiavelMden  obtaining  food  through  credit  from 
Vde  I)ih^9  Abpteopers,  6)  whom  they  owe 
more  money'  than  Ibey  Qo  to  Lord'  Oork  for 
mit.;  'Xh/^  irfiopkeepMs^  weitetiltia&t^ly  oUi^ed 
k^p^KfUfti^^rQi^  qrffiil^ayiaQowit  ol:tl)u»ix.(^t-> 
tmgiiiBolTent  thanseiYes  with  the  Coi^  m^r- 
chaats.  Lord  CorVa  rents  are  low  as  compared 
wii&thaEbcfar  LaWiraludtidn,  hot  now  there  is 
not  a  tenant  on  thje-eatste  who  can  pay.  The 
iiilore  in  .the  fishing  ^ldQ8tIy  has  greatly 
teiided'tobribgabotitthkyfor  through  fishbig 
a^avg^  portMn  of  the  reat«  wore  paid; " 

whetiMT  th^  rents  on  Lord  Cork's  estate 
ta^  in,  any  oases  b4l6w  the  valuation ; 
aad,  if  ae/fn  what  proportion  to  the 
whole  number  of  tenants ;  and,  whether 
tiie  Goremment  will  consider  the  special 
nieuinataiioeB  of  the  oaae  f 


[ffp  i^eply.]  .    .  ■  .    ,      ; 

FISHERIES'  (IRELAND) --CllOWJr 
!  '      SALMOX  FtSHteRIES. 

Mb.  a.  L.  BR01«h^  (BTawick,  &c.), 
asked  the  "Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  ][iis  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  Oorrespondence  between  the  Pre- 
is!dei^t  of  the  Crieff  District  Fishing  Law 
Eefbrin  Assodation  and  the  Treasury, 
with  reference  to  the  s^le  of  Qroini  sid- 
mon  fishings  in  Scotland  to  private  per-' 
sons;  whether  tl^^  Oonmussioners  of; 
Woods  and  Forests  have  softd  a  s^hnon 
fishing  oh  tho*  Hiver  Earn  to  Mr.  T.  J., 
Ghraham  Stirling  for  £  1()0 ;  also  a  fishing 
on  the  same  river  to  the  trustees  o£  Sir 
Sidney  7ames  Dnndais,  baronetj  &r  the 
same  sum;  whether  these  prices,  com^. 
pared  with  those  of  similar  fishings  in; 
the  same  district,  are  in  the  oiie'case^ 
fbnr ,  and  in  the  other'  case  sixj  years', 
{purchase ;  whether  any,  and,  if  so, 'what 
jsteps  were  taken  by  the  Commissioners 
|of  Woods  and  Forests  to  ascertain  the 
Imai^^  value  of  these  fishiiigs ,'  whether 
it  is  the  practice  of  the  Commissioners' 
to  give  a  preferential  option  of  purchase, 
of  such  Drown  salmon  fishings  to  the, 
owners  of  land  ex  aiverso  of  nvers  and 
streams  on  which  these  fishings  are;, 
whether  salmon  fishings  in  Scotland  are 
-a  Crown  property  entirely  independent 
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of  the^land  on  which  they  happen  to  be ; 
and,  whether  the  GoTemment  will  in 
future  take  steps  to  provide  that  the 
Orown  maj  obtain  the  highest  price  for 
these  fishings  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  (Mr.  jAcacsow) 
(Leeds,  N.):  I  am  quite  aware  of  the 
Correspondence  referred  to.  The  state- 
ments in  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
QuoFtion  are  substantially  correct.  I 
went  carefully  into  the  question  with  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods,  both  person- 
ally and  by  letter,  at  the  time  of  the 
Correspondence;  and  I  saw  no  reason 
to  doubt  that  proper  care  had  been 
taken  to  obtain  the  fair  market  value 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 

ADMIRALTY-DOCKYARD  SUBSCRIP- 
TI0N8  TO  THE  IMPERIAL  INSTITUTE. 

Mb.  OONYBBARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  the  General  Pur- 
poses Committee  of  the  Devonport  Town 
Uouncil  have  made  repreeentations  to 
the  Dockyard  authorities  respecting  their 
action  in  canvassing  the  Dockyard  men 
for  subscriptions  to  the  Imperial  Insti- 
tute ;  whether  it  is  in  the  power  of  the 
Dockyard  authorities  to  discharge  any 
man  in  their  emplojrment  without  assign* 
ing  any  reason  whatever;  whether  his 
a(.tesition  has  been  called  to  a  letter 
by  an  employi  in  The  Western  Daify 
Uereury  of  the  17th  instant,  oontainiog 
the  following  statements : — 

*'A  ine«iing  was  convened  by  the  Admiral 
fiB^eiinteadeot  of  Devonport  Dodcyard,  to 
which  two  men  of  every  ^ng  were  invited,  to 
act  af  delegates  for  their  reflpecUve  parties. 
The  number  that  attended  was  at  the  outside 
12,  which  would  mean  six  gangs;  and,  taking 
each  gang  to  contain  about  20  men,  120  were 
represented  out  of  9,000  or  4,000 ; " 

whether  the  above  statements  are  correct; 
whether  similar  proceedings  have  taken 

?lace  at  the  several  other  Government 
>ockyard8 ;  whether  the  word  has  been 
sent  round  officially  to  the  men  on  board 
Her  Majesty's  ships  in  harbour,  that — 

**  ihey  must  make  up  their  minds  as  to  what 
thejr  are  going  to  give  towards  celebrating  the 
Jubilee ;  ^ 

whether  the  Admiral  suggested  collect- 
ing cards  in  the  Dockyard ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  all  the  evidence  of 
dislike  on  the  part  of  the  men  to  this 
system  of  canvassing,  the  practice  is 
still  to  be  persisted  in  ? 

The  FIBST  LORD  (Lord  GjtOKQE 
HAiiiLaxiN)  (Middksex,  Ealing) :  I  have 

^r.  A.  L  Brotcn 
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already,  on  two  previous  and  senarate 
occasions,  informed  the  hon.  GenUematn 
that  his  information  on  this  subject  is 
erroneous.  Of  the  eight  Questions  he 
now  asks  the  answer  to  all,  except  the 
seventh,  is**  No." 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CX)NSTABTJLARY— 
EVICTIONS  AT  VBNTRT. 
Mb.  OONTBEAEE  (ComwaH,  Oara- 
bome)  asked  the  (%ief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irdand,  Whether 
he  will  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  tniD 
the  accuracy  of  the  statement  contained 
in  77ie  FremaWs  JoumtU  of  the  IJQi 
instant,  that,  on  the  evicting  party  of 
police  leaving  Ventry — 

**  A  crowd  of  about  20  persons  followed,  and 
when  they  had  got  about  400  yards  away  the 
cars  stopped,  am,  by  ordw  of  Mr.  Ghrey,  U19 

S>lice  brutally  batoned  those  few  people.  Mr. 
roy  did  not  ordor  the  assault  till  he  had  a 
handful  of  girls  and  boys  isolated  from  their 
friends.  A  young  man  named  Bowler  was 
sayagdy  beaten  by  three  pc^oemea.  Several 
girls  woe  injured.  The  most  initeaso  feding 
has  been  raised  in  the  locality  ?  " 

The  CHIEF  8ECBETAEY  (Sir 
MtOBABL  Hioks^Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
Sir,  I  hare  only  to  say  that  the  state- 
ments in  this  Question  are  not  borne  out 
by  the  Oonstabulary  Eeports  of  the 
occurrence;-  in  fact,  they  go  to  show 
that  the  statements  are  untrue;  but 
I  will  make  further  inquiry  into  the 
matter. 

PRISONS  (IRBLAND)-EICHMONl) 
PRISON. 

Mb.  OONWAT  (Leitrim,  N.)  naked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu* 
tenant  of  Ireland^  Whethw  the  Qovera* 
ment  had  reoeiTod  from  the  PriaoBe' 
Board  (Ireland}  a  Beport  reoommeiiding 
the  closing  of  Bichmond  Prison,  and  the 
transfer  of  the  prisoners  therefrom  to 
Mountjoy  Prison;  and,  whether  the 
Gbvemment  will  affi>rd  Members  an 
opportunity  for  the  eiamination  d  tmch 
Beport  by  laying  it  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  prior  to  its  adoption  ? 

The  chief  SEOBBTABY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Bbach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  Government  have  received  the  Be- 
port alluded  to,  and  it  is  now  tinder 
consideration.  The  recommendation  is 
made  in  furtherance  of  the  views  of  the 
Boyal  Commission,  which  were  in  faroor 
of  the  ooncentration  of  the  Dublin 
prisons.  There  is  no  intention  of  laying 
the  Beport  on  the  Table,  as  it  is  not 
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of  «  charaeter  Aat  is  maally  so  dealfc 
vitii. 

POST  OFFICE  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
— TEIEGRAPHCLERKS. 

Mr.  H.  8.  WRIGHT  (Noltin^am, 
8.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General,  whe- 
ther the  tide  ''Clerks,"  as  mentioned  in 
"The  Telegraphs  Act,  1868,"  carries 
with  it  the  salaij  and  privileges  of 
<'  Clerks  "  in  the  Post  Office,  to  which 
Department  telegraph  clerks  are  at- 
tached? 

The  POSTMASTEE  GENEEAL  (Mr. 
RusBs)  (Cambridge  Universi^^:  There 
are  in  the  Department  orer  whicn  I  have 
the  honour  to  preside  a  variety  of  derkei, 
male  and  female,  with  a  correspondiDg 
¥ai4ety  of  salaries.  The  Act  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers  does  not  define 
the  salary  or  privileges  of  any  officer  or 
clerk  in  the  Post  Office.  I  may  state 
that  the  class  of  persons  in  question 
hare  had  their  salaries  coniiderably 
augmented  since  they  were  incorporated 
in  the  Civil  Service.- 

ABmr      MANUFAOTITRINa      DBPAHT- 

MHNT-MANUFAOTURB    OF     STBfiL 

AT  WOOLWIOB. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Bhef- 
field,  Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  What  arc  the  regu- 
laiione  under  which  steel  is  manufac- 
tured in  Woolwich  Arsenal;  whether 
any  extension  of  War  Department  steel 
works,  or  of  plant  for  the  production  of 
steel,  has  been  lately  or  will  be  autho- 
lizad;  whether  expectations  were  re- 
cently held'  out  to  the  steel  trade  that 
Her  Majestly'a  Government  would  largely 
follow  the  praetioal  example  of  other 
eoontriea  in  oonfining  the  G^ovemment 
ouinufactnre  of  steel  to  the  working  up 
of  matariala  obtained  from  private  firme 
on  tender ;  how  fisr  the  industries  con-* 
eerned  may  rely  xipon  the  foltilment  of 
prooiiaea  on  the. faith  of  which  large 
capital  sums  have  been  expended ;  and« 
whether  an  independent  Board  ^r  the 
testing  of  alt  material  of  war  prior  to 
issue  might  be  established  with  advan* 
tags  to  the  public  interest ;  and,  in  such 
ease,  if  ateps  will  be  taken  to  that  end  ? 

The  SECfEBTARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stawhofb)  (LineolndLire,  Horn* 
otttie):  There  are  no  special  regu- 
lations for  the  manufacture  of  steel  in 
Wbohrndi  Arsenal.  No  extension  of 
the  War  i>epavtment  Steel  Woarks  has 


recently  been  authorized,  and  none  is 
in  contemplation.  I  must,  however, 
add  that  in  July,  1884,  there  were  three 
fnrnaces  capable  of  casting  respectively 
three  Ions,  six  tons,  and  13  tons,  and 
of  these  the  two  larger  could  be  run 
into  one  mould.  But  Sie  larger  furnace 
was  found  to  be  inconveniently  situated, 
and  in  1884  authority  was  obtaioed  to 
remove  it  to  another  building.  This 
furnace,  when  completed,  will  east  a 
15-ton  ingot,  and  in  its  place  aiiother 
was  put  in  hand  of  about  six  tons 
power.  No  hopes  were  held  out  that 
the  example  of  other  countries,  in  con* 
fining  the  manufacture  of  steel  to  the 
working  up  of  material  obtained  from 
the  trade,  would  be  followed ;  but  some 
of  the  firms  at  Sheffield  and  Sir  Joseph 
Whitworth  were  asked  to  increase  their 
plant  in  view  of  large  Government 
orders  for  gun  forgea.  This  under* 
standing  was  entered  into  by  the  then 
Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance;  but, 
unfortunately,  it  was  not  reduced  io 
writing,  and  I  have  found  no  record  of 
it  in  the  War  Office.  The  promises 
made  in  1884  were  partly  fulfilled  in 
1885^  when  large  orders  were  given; 
but  I  may  say  that  I  am  personally 
satisfied  that  a  pledge  was  given  to  the 
trade,  and  I  will  do  my  best,  within  the 
limits  of  the  Parliamentary  grants,  to 
keep  it.  In  answer  to  the  fifth  .Ques< 
tion,  I  may  say  that  the  question  of 
establishing  an  independent  Board  for 
testing  all  materials  of  war  is  at  present 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Commis- 
sion inquiring  into  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment ;  and  until  I  receive  their  Eo- 
port  I  cannot  come  to  any  decision  upon 
the  subject. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  asked.  Whether  castings  of  IS 
tons  were  something  entirely  new  at 
Woolwich }  and  whether  anything  of 
the  kind  had  been  done  before,  ai^  to 
any  considerable  extent  ? 

Ma.  E.  STANHOPE :  Any  extenaion 
which  has  taken  place  has  been  in  pur- 
suance of  orders  m  1884. 

IRISH  JUHIE9— APPODTTMENT  OF 
SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  ¥mt  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  he  will  consent  to  the 
appointment  of  the  Select  Committee 
on  Lrlsh  Juries,  Notice  (A  Motion  for 
which  was  given  by  the  hen.  Member 
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for  North  Antrim  on  Thursday,  17th 
February  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  when  the  Question  came  up  on  the 
Kotioe  Paper  he  would  be  prepared  to 
state  the  course  the  GoTornment  would 
take. 

ARMY  AND  NAVY  ESTIMATES-RE- 
FERENCE TO  A  COMMITTEE  OP 
THE  WHOLE  HOUSE. 

VisooTOT  CURZON  (Bucks,  Wy- 
combe) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury r  Whether  the  Goyemme^t 
have  decided  to  accept  the  sugg^tion 
made  by  the  noble  liord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington,  to  refer  the 
Army  and  Nary  Estimates  to  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster);  The 
intention  of  the  Oovismment  is  to  refer 
the  Army  and  Navy  Estimtftea  to  a 
Committee  for  examini^oa  and  report, 
in  accordance  with  the  suggestion  made 
by  my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill). 

NAVY— H.M.8.  "AJAX"— GUN  PBAC 
TtCE  AT  INNELLAN,  ON  THB  CLYDE. 

CoLoKEL  MALCOLM  (Argyllshire) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  he  could  give  any  explanation 
or  details  of  the  firing  of  a  shot  or  shell 
by  Her  Majesty's  ship  Jjax,  on  Friday 
last,  into  the  town  of  Innellan,  on  the 
shores  of  the  Clyde ;  and^  whether  he 
would  give  instructions  that  such  bom- 
bardment by  Her  Majesty's  ships  in  the 
Firth  of  Clyde  should  not  be  repeated  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Geokob 
HAMitToir)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  I  have 
had  inquiries  made  into  the  transaction^ 
and  I  am  informed  that  an  accidental 
discharge  of  one  of  the  Ajaz  turret  guns 
occurred  while  she  was  on  her  way  down 
the  Clyde.  The  exact  cause  of  the  mis- 
adventure has  not  yet  been  fully  ascer- 
tained ;  but  it  appears  to  have  resulted 
from  some  accidental  disturbance  of  the 
electric  gun  circuit.  The  cause  of  the 
accident  will  be  fully  inquired  into  by 
officers  specially  selected  for  the  pur- 
pose. An  officer  has  been  sent  from  the 
Admiralty  to  investigate  the  amount  of 
damage  done  to   private   property  at 
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Innellan,  with  a  view  to  its  being  majfo 
good. 

ADMIRALTY— REPORT  OF  THE  COM- 
MITTEE  ON  NAVAL  CONTRAOTS. 
Mb.  E.  W.  duff  (BanfiMiive)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  had  been  directed  to  a' 
Bummaiy  of  the  Report  of  the  Committer 
relating  to  Naval  Contracts,  which  ap- 
peared in  a  daily  newspaper  last  Friday ; 
and,  whether  the  noble  Ix>rd  could  ia- 
form  the  House  as  to  the  source  of  thai 
journal's  information ;  and,  also,  when 
the  Beport  was  likelj  to  be  laid  on  i^e 
Table  of  the  House? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Lord   Q3£b»<*i; 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  I  saw' 
that  a  certain  portion  of  the  Report  in 
question  appeared  in  a  daily  newspaper  ;. 
but  I  have  no  means  of  ascertaining  how 
it  got  there.    The  Committee  was  not  a 
pepartmental  one;  but  it  had  the  ad-' 
vantage  of  having  upon  it  sereral  well- 
known  Members  of  Parliament.    I  pro- 
pose to  lay  the  Repprt  on  the  Taole, ' 
together  with  other  Keports  relating  to 
Dockyard  Administration,  in  a    diort 
time. 

THB    MAGISTRACY   (IRELAKD)  —  AP- 
POINTMENT    OP    SIR    THOMAS  BS- 
MONDE,   M.P.,    HIGH    SHERIFF    or' 
WATERFORD. 

Mb.  T.  W.  EUBSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Becretary  to  the  Lord . 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Wnetherthe  Sir 
Thomas  Bsmonde,   recently    appointed' 
High  Sheriff  of  the  County  of  Water-' 
ford,  was  the  same  gentleman  which, 
37ie  J^all  Mall  Gazette  of  that  .evening' 
described  as  being  engaged  on  the  pre- 
vious day  in  defying  and  defeating  the  ^ 
E reclamation  of  a  meeting  by  the  Lord 
ieuteuant;  and,  if  sq,  what  steps  the. 
Oovemment  intended  to  take  t 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool,, 
Scotland)  rose  to  Order,    He  wished  to. 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  '^ 
would  apply  the  same  rule  which  he  had 
laid  down  on    a    previous   occasion — 
namely,  not  to  answer  any  Question  in 
reference  to  an  absent  person  who  had 
not  the  means  of  defending  himself? 

The  chief  SECEETAET  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
I  am  not  aware  that  I  laid  down  any 
such  rule.  What  I  protested  against  was 
against  a  Questionbeing  given  Notice  of 
by  an  hon.  Member  as  arising  out-  of 
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VK> AeBjwUboi)^  the  faintoefc  Notice  to  me 
^t  any  sucli  Question  would  be  asked. 
I  am  not  disposed  to  take  for  granted 
erj^y  item  of  intelligence  that  appears 
in  Ths  PaU  Mali  GmdU;  bnt  I  may  say 
ttAi  the  aotion  of  Sit  TboAias  Esmonde, 
witiki  reference  ^  the  app(^tment  of  a 
Sab-9heTiff^  hAs  already  been  brought 
uodeir  the  ootioe  of  the  Lord  OhanoeUor, 
an^  if  the  paragraph  be  true,  there  will 
he/no  delay  in  deahng  with  it» 

COALJMINES-EXPLOSION  AT  CWTCH 
.  BHONDDA,  SOUTH  WALES. 

.  Mb.  TOMUNSON  (Preaton)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
Mffteecit,  'Wh^ther.he  could  give  the 
Jloase  any  informati<]|]^  reapeoting  the 
teanibleoofliery  explosion  in  Wales  ? 

Thb.SEQRKFABYoif. STATE  (Mr. 
M^xrH^^fiO  (Birmingham,  1&\  in  reply, 
said,Jial;iad  received  a  telegram  to  the 
foUowiag  ^ect:^-. 

.  f  f  ^i  i$,  BOW  4Mcertiua^  that  ^  7  U?^  have  l^een 
Ipit,  at 'National  OoUieJy  explosion ;  18  bodies 
brou^^np ;  diffioalty  m  removing  semainder 
noiil  VentiJatioQ  is  fti.rthet  restored,  which  is 
biihgi  ^U^  rapidly.  (Slj^ed)  Ronsoir,  Mines 
Iimpoelor.V 

AFFAIRS  OFBULGARIA--THE  DEBATE. 

Mr.  IiA:BOT70HEBE  (Northampton): 
Li^vnsh  to  ask  the  Under  Seeretcuy  of 
State  loic  Forsiigii  Affairs,  Wh^er  he 
has  reason  to  modify  his  statement  made 
on^Friday  ^uring^  th&  debate  on  Bui- 
Qariaci  afftfirs,  that  the  Earl  of  Iddes- 
le^h.  did  not  give  Mr.. Oendie  Stephen 
ar  letter,  of  iniroduction  tQ  a^  eminent 
financiai  firm  In  the  City  ? 

-Tim  UNDER  SECEETART  op 
pgTATE  (Sir  James  Fbbotjsson)  (Man- 
cgeeter,  K^E.);  I  find  that  the  Earl  of 
Iddfesleigh  did  give  to  Mr.  Oondie 
Siep^il  a  priTate  and  personal  letter  of 
introdjictipn:  toi^  member  of  a  financial 
house,  he  having  been  requested  by  the 
Bulgarian  OoTemment  to  inquire  as  to 
their  prospects  of  effeotinff  a  loan.  What 
InBt^tied  OB  Ejriday  iiras  that  the  matter 
y^ruijk  within  my^  knowledge,  or  of 
that  of  ^embers  of  the  Gorernment 
siting  he^d^  me.  , 

P^iriLE&E. 


PARWAifEKT-^MrVlUEaB  -^ALLEGED 
PBEMATtTRE  DISCLOSURE  OF  A 
PAPJeE— PfiRSOtJAL  EXPLANATIOK. 
Kb.  MlTNDELLA.i  1  deeply  regret, 

I  am  ymd&t  the  necessity  for  the  first 
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time  since  I  hare  been  a  Member  of  this 
House,  of  asking  for  its  indulgence  in 
order  to  enable  me  to  make  a  brief 
personal  statement.  My  first  intimation 
as  to  the  subject  I  am  about  to  refer  to, 
arose  from  the  reports  in  the  newspapers 
of  Saturday  morning,  to  the  effect  that, 
at  the  close  of  the  Business  of  the 
House  on  Friday  night,  and  just  previous 
to  the  adjournment,  the  hon.  Member, 
for  East  Bradford  (Mr.  Byron>Eeed)  put 
a  Question  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
JSecretary  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  de  Worms)  relating  to  the  pre- 
matui-e  publiijation  of  the  Merchandize 
jMarks  Act  (1862)  Amendment  Bill  of. 
jthe  Oot^eWiment  in  Tke  ShejUld  Indepen- 
dent of  the  16th  instant.  The  Question 
jjras  answered  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
po^ird  of  Trade.  I  am  botind  to  say, 
{that  I  am  entirely   dependent  on  the 

Cewspaper  reports  for  what  occurred, 
ut  I  gather  that  1  have  been  charged 
jvfith    a  breach  of  confidence,    and    a 
breaoli  of  the  Privileges  of  the  House, 
trhe  hon.  Member  for  East  Bradford,  in' 
Answer   to    an    inquiry   by    the    hon.^ 
^fembei*  for  Northampton  (Mi*.  Labou- 
bhere)  as  to  whether  he  had  given  Notice 
ko  the  Gentleman  affected  by  the  Ques- 
Hon,  said  that  he  had  done  so  through  a ' 
tnessoDger  of  the  House.    Well,  in  fact, 
ji;he  first  intimation  I  have  received  of 
what  ocdurred  was  when  I  opetied  the 
Saturday  papers.     After  haviQg  read 

the  papery  I  proceeded  to  read  my 
etters,  and  found  one  from  the  hon,  Mem* 
ber  for  East  Bradford.  The  letter  was 
dated  as  having  been  posted  on  the  19th 
of  Februarj  (Saturday),  and  having  been 
delivered  on  the  19th  February.  From 
inquiries  which  I  had  made  at  the  Post 
Office,  it  appears  that  the  letter  must 
have  been  posted  after  the  rising  of  the 
House  on  Friday  night.  I  do  not  im- 
pute it  as  a  fault  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  \ 
I  only  wi^h  to  state  the  facts.  The  letter 
simply  informed  me  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Bradford  intended  to  ask  a 
Question  relating  to  the  premature  nub.-* 
lication  in  The  Sheffield  Independent  of  the 
Merchandize  Marks  Act  (1862)  Amend- 
ment Bill.  On  Sunday  I  saw  several 
Members,  who  practicwly  confirmed  the  . 
reports  in  the  newspapers.  It  is  quite 
true  that  through  the  courtesy  of  the 
noble  liord  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Lord  Stanley  of  Preston)  I 
received,  on  Thursday  night,  a  copy  of 
the  Bill  in  question,  and  it  was  delivered 
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to  Members  on  Friday  morning.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  also  told 
me,  on  Thurfiday  night,  that  the  Bill 
had  been  posted  to  me.  Soon  after  I 
received  the  Bill,  on  the  same  night,  I 
received  an  application  from  one  of  the 
ubiquitous  and  clever  gentlemen  of  the 
Press,  who  are  always  on  the  look-out 
for  information,  for  permission  to  pub- 
lish the  Bill.  The  gentJenian  pressed 
me  very  much^  telling  me  that  it  was 
sure  to  appear  next  miQming,  and  that 
it  was  a  public  document  already,  for  it 
had  been  sent  to  the  other  Members  for 
Sheffield,  to  the  Corporation,  and  to  the 
Cutlers'  Company.  I  replied  that  that 
might  be  quite  true,  but  that  the  oondi- 
tions  imposed  on  me  by  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  did  not  allow  me  to 
communicate  the  Bill,  and  I  definitely 
refused  to  allow  the  gentleman  to  have 
the  Bill.  I  then  discussed  wdth  tbe 
gentleman  a  number  of  statements  re- 
specting the  Bill  which  had  been  pub- 
lished, for  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I 
never  hardly  knew  of  a  Bill  respecting 
which  BO  many  official  eammumqud^  -had 
been  made,  all  being  to  newspapers  which 
have  tbe  confidence  of  tbe  Government  I 
explained  all  this  to  tbe  gentleman,  and 
discussed  with  bim  how  the  Bill  affected 
certain  provisions  of  tbe  Bill  on  the  same 
subject  I  myself  introduced  last  year. 
When  I  came  to  examine  the  Bill  I 
found  that  it  waB  one  of  a  rather  volu- 
minous and  most  techoical  character, 
covering  eight  pages  of  print ;  but  when 
I  turned  to  The  Sheffield  and  Rotk&rham 
Independent  I  found  that,  so  far  from  the 
Bill  having  appeared  in  its  columns, 
there  only  appeared  some  50  or  60  lines 
of  notes,  mostly  made  up  from  the  con- 
versation which  I  had  bad  with  the  gen- 
tleman who  waited  upon  me.  A  very 
much  longer  account  of  the  same  Bill 
had  appeared  in  a  oertain  Conservative 
newspaper  in  Sheffield  on  the  Tuesday, 
three  days  before  the  publication  of  the 
short  notice  in  The  Independent ;  and 
which  had  all  the  appearance  of  an 
authentic  document  I  have,  moreover, 
placed  myself  in  communication  with 
the  authorities  of  the  House,  and  have 
been  told  by  them  that,  if  I  had  actually 
parted  with  a  copy  of  the  Bill,  I  should 
not  have  been  guilty  of  a  breach  of  the 
Privileges  of  the  House.  It  is  no  breach 
of  Privilege  to  publish  a  Bill  that  has 
been  read  a  first  time  three  weeks  ago, 
and  which  ought  to  have  been  printed 
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and  in  the  bandB  of  Members  long  ago 
The  notice  in  the  Conservative  news- 
paper actually  appeared  before  the  Bill 
was  in  the  hands  of  Members ;  but  the 
notice  in  The  Independent  did  not  appear 
until  after  the  Bill  had  become  a  public 
document.  Therefore,  the  only  complaint 
that  is  really  made  against  me  is,  that  I 
have  discussed  with  a  newspaper  re- 
porter matter  that  had  appeared  in  the 
Conservativenewapaper  in  Sheffieldthree 
days  before.  I  hope  thai  I  have  saitisfied 
the  House  that  I  have  not  been  guilty, 
either  of  a  breach  of  Privilege  •o*  breaeh 
of  confidence. 

Thb  SECRETAEY  to  thb  BOAED 
OF  TBADE  (Baron  Bmm  De  WoBiia) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  I  think  it  is 
unnecessary  to  ask  the  House  to  acquit 
me  of  a  wilful  breach  of  courtesy  to  any 
Member  of  the  House,  and  I  hope  that; 
the  House  will  beUeve  that,  had  it  beea 
in  my  power  to  do  so,  I  would  have  oooh- 
munioated  to  the  right  hoih  Qentteoian 
the  question  to  which  the  preseat  dis** 
cussion  related.  As  a  matter  of  faet> 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Bradford 
(Mr.  Byron  Bead)  did  write  a  letter  to 
the  right  bon»  Gentleman,  which  was 
handed  to  one  of  the  aeaseogers  of  the 
House;  and,  moreover,  I  oommunicatjBd 
with  the  Er(»it  Opposition  Bench  thxough. 
the  usual  chauneJa  that  It  Oueetion  had 
been  put  to  me,  so  aa  to  give  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Qentlemaii  facilities  for  answenng 
as  the  other  hon.  Members  for  Sheffield 
had  dono. 

»fii.  MUNDELLA  :  I  was  in  the 
House  on  Friday  night  at  9  x>'clock, 
when  I  left  for  home.  It  would  have 
been  quite  easy  to  communioate  with  me* 

Babon  HENEY  DE  WORMS :  Aa 
endeavour  was  certainly  made  to  com* 
municato  with  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman.. 
It  is  nobody's  fault  but  his  own  that  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  was  not  in  his 
place  on  Friday  after  9  o'clock.  But, 
as  regards  his  answer,  the  right  hoa. 
Qentleman  tries  to  draw  a  subtle  dis- 
tinction between  a  breach  of  Privilege 
and  a  breach  of  confidence.  The  Bill 
which  reached  the  hands  of  the  light 
hon.  Gentleman  was  marked  ''Confi** 
dential."  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
has  attempted  to  establish  a  parallel  be- 
tween tbe  article  in  The  Sheffield  Denlf 
Telegraph  and  ^e  notice  in  The  Imdrpen* 
dent ;  but  there  is  noeort  of  resemblance 
between  the  two,  and  if  any  proof  were 
wanting  that  the  conversation  between 
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HiB  Tigkt  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  mem- 
ber of  the  Press  was  based  upon  the 
Bin,  is  proTed  bv  the  way  in  which  he 
accurately  described  its  contents  so  con- 
fidentially oommunioated  to  him,  and 
the  use  of  the  words  '^  false  in  any 
material  respect,"  which  words  appear 
^y  in  the  last  draft  of  the  Bill,  and 
eonld  not  have  been  seen  hy  anybody 
except  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  other  Sheffield  Members.  It  would 
appear,  therefore,  that  the  right  hon. 
Chantleman  certainly  commanicated  the 
coatents  of  the  Bill  to  the  reporter,  who, 
in  his  turn,  communicated  thorn  to  Th$ 
Adtpendeni,  It  is  not  for  me  to  say 
what  Taloe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
attaches  to  the  direction  to  regard  the 
Bill  as  a  confidential  document ;  but  it 
is  dear  that  if  he  did  not  hand  the  Bill 
itself,  he  must  oertaioly  have  communis 
cated  its  eontents  to  the  reporter  of  7%« 
8k&fiM  Independent,  and  that,  if  not  a 
favmidi  of  Privilege,  was  to  some  extent 
a  breach  of  the  confidential  nature  of 
the  endorsement.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
fleman  has  laid  stress  on  the  fact  that 
he  knew  that  the  Bill  had  been  sent  to 
ihe  Outlers'  Company  and  the  Oorpora- 
iion.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ooold  not  have  known  that,  the  only 
person  having  the  knowledge  being  the 
person  who  had  sent  the  Bill. 

Mn.  MUNDBLLA :  The  hon.  Gen- 
ttamaa  told  me  himself  that  he  had  sent 
the  Bill  to  the  OuUers'  Company  and  the 
Town  Council. 

Bajdoit  HENEY  be  WORMS:  I 
hope  my  memory  is  as  accurate  as  that 
of  ihe  right  hon.  (Gentleman ;  and  I 
ammii  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
under  a  misapprehension.  The  Bill  did 
&ot  reach  Sheffield  until  8  o'dook  in 
the  moming,  too  late  for  publication  in 
the  iww^apers  of  the  day.  Conse- 
cmently,  the  argum^Mit  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  that  when  he  disclosed  the 
oontenta  of  the  Bill  it  had  ceased  to  be 
oonfidei^ial,  does  not,  ta  my  mind,  con* 
T^  a  valid  excuse. 

Mb.  BYEON  BEED  (Bradford,  E.): 

I  trust  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

<^)posite  {lit,  Mundella)  will  acquit  me 

of  any  intentional  discourtesy.    I  had 

first  put  my  Question  on  the  Notice 

Paper;    init,  on  learning  that  I  could 

raise  the  subject  on  the  Motion  for  ad* 

joBmmei^   X  determined  to  take  that 

Qppartunitjf  thinking  that  course  more 

f^retneui  and  expeditioas.    The  note 


which  I  addressed  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  I  gave,  at  about  10  o'clock, 
to  one  of  the  messengers,  who  informed 
me  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
believed  to  be  within  the  precincts  of 
the  House.  I  have  myself  made  no  im- 
putation upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  senior  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labonohere),  however,  did  make  a 
distinct  imputation  upon  him ;  and  it  is 
to  that  hon.  Member  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  address  his  complaints. 

MOTIOirS. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (RULES  OF 
PROCEDURE)-RULB  1  (CLOSURE  OF 
DEBATE).  -RESOLUTION. 

[first  niqhx.] 

The  first  LORD  op  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  I  trust  that  a  question 
of  a  character  wMoh  makes  it  disagree- 
able for  this  Hottse  to  entertain  it  may 
now  be  considered  to  have  terminated; 
and  that  we  may  be  permitted  to  pro- 
ceed to  the  Busioess  set  down  for  con* 
eaderation.  Perhaps  I  may,  at  the  out- 
set, refer  to  some  remarks  which  fell 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harconrt) 
last  week,  with  reference  to  the  charac- 
ter of  the  debate  this  eveniag.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he  hoped 
that  opportunity  would  be  given  for  a 
general  discussion  of  the  subject  to 
which  our  attention  is  now  turned ;  and 
I  concur  in  the  view  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman,  that  as  moch  latitude  as 
possible  should  be  given  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  the  discussion  of  the  general 
princi{^es  which  underlie  the  Rules 
which  will  be  submitted  to  the  House. 
I  shall,  in  the  observations  which  I  have 
to  make,  endeavour  as  far  as  possible  to 
avoid  that  kind  of  obstruction  which  re- 
sults from  the  delivery  of  a  very  long 
speech.  The  question  of  Procedure  is 
one  with  which  the  whole  House  is  so 
thoroughly  intimate  that  a  long  argu- 
ment or  complicated  statemeiit  of  facts 
is  not  required  in  order  to  prove  that 
its  codsideration  is  a  matter  of  urgent 
necessity.  In  endeavouring  to  obtain 
the  concurrence  of  the  House  to  these 
Rules  I  shall  seek  to  avoid  making  a 
single  observation  which  could  excite 
the  oppootion  of  bon.  Memb^s  on  the 

IFiret  IftfktA 

Digitized  by  Vj^VJ^IC 


m 


BunneM  of 


{COMMONS} 


the  BoiU9e 


IM 


opposite  side  of  the  Hoase ;  and  t  shall 
try  to  reoommetid  the  ohftDges  whieh  we 
farour,  on  the  ground  that  they  are  ne- 
cessary for  the  maintenance  of  the  effi- 
eienoy  of  PaTiiament ;  for  the  rindication 
ef  the  authority  of  the  Honse  over  its 
awa  proceedings ;  and  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  the  House  to  discharge  the 
duties  which  are  entrusted  to  it  by  the 
Country.  I  do  Hot  think  there  is  a 
BtDgle  Member  in  the  House  who  will 
deny  that,  af^er  struggling  fof'  maiiy 
years  against  the  difficulties  with  which 
the  House  has  had  to  contend,  it  is  ab- 
aolutely  neoe^sary  to  place  soo^  restric* 
tion  on  that  perfect  liberty  of  debate 
whieh  we  have  formerly  enjoyed*  ^me 
change  in  the  conduct  of  the  Buetnesa 
of  this  House  must  be  made.  The  right 
hon.  GenUeman  opposite  (the  Member 
for  Derby)  has  already  intimated  that 
in  his  opinion  our  proposals  are  not 
sufficiently  drastio^  but  it  is  with  ex- 
treme unwillingness  that  we  bring  them 
forward,  and  thus  place  restrictions  on 
that  liberty  which  Member*  of  this 
House  have  hitherto  enjoyed.  The  first 
Btile  is  one  founded*  upon  the  BiHewith 
regard  to  dosure  which  is  at  present  in 
existence,  and  which  hss  been  put  in 
force  under  your  authority.  There  is> 
howeYer^  a  marked  change.  Instead  of 
riaeing  the  sole  respcmsibflity  upon  the 
Speaker  of  intimating  to  the  House  that, 
in  his  opinion,  it  is  the  evident  sense'  of 
the  House  that  the  disensBion  shall  ter- 
minate ;  our  new  Rule  enables  any  Mem* 
her  to  move  that  the  Question  be  now 
put — thAt  is,  to  enforce  the  closure,  pro- 
tided  that  he  first  obtains  the  Speaker's 
permission  to  make  that  Motion.  That 
IS  a  change  of  very  conmder&ble  impor- 
tance. Tlie  Speaker  will,  according  to 
this  Rule,  exercise  a  control  over  the 
application  of  the  closure,  which  will 
aflrord  security  fbr  ample  dieoiMsion,  and 
fbr  the  rights  of  minorities.  The 
Speaker  occupies  a  jiidieial  position  in 
tills  House,  which  may  be  of  the  htghest 
benefit  to  the  House  itself  and  to  the 
country  by  securing  the  rights  of  mino- 
rities and,  at  the  same  time,  the  dignity 
of  the  House  of  Oommons ;  securing  the 
rights  of  minorities  without,  however, 
allowing  them  to  become  a  tyrannical 
obstruction  to  the  Busfness  of  the  House. 
By  this  Rule  full  security  will  be  ob- 
tained that  the  debate  shall  not  be  closed 
until,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Speaker, 
1^  discussion  hi^beenBuffieietlt.    I^ 

Ifrw  W.  A  Smith 


vate  Members  are  partTcularly  interested 
in  this  matter— it  is  especially  their  in- 
terest that  the  business  of  the  country 
should  be  expeditiously  transacted  ;  for, 
at  present,  tne  Government  hove  con* 
stantly  to  ask  for  special  focilitie^  which 
deprive  private  Members  of  their  op- 
portunities of  bringing  forward  those 
subjects  in   which  they  are  peculiarly* 
interested.     The  proposale   ire   make 
under  the  head  of  "devolution*'  do 
not  eo  so  far  as  the  right  hon.  Qenfle* 
man  oppoiSte  Would,  I  believe,  desire. 
We   do   not   prc^se    t6  divide    fhk 
House  into  four  or  five  Grand  Obm^^ 
mittees  for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills;' 
There  is  no  security  that  if  a  OommiH^' 
of  One-foiirthorbne*fifth  of  the  Ho^se 
had  oonsiidered  tkn  im^>ortant  meae^ut^ 
minutely  in'  Ootnmittee,  the  other  i^rfee- 
fourths  or  f5urw  fifths  WouM  not  deal 
with  it  again  at  great  length  t^hen  the 
measure' returned  to  the  House.    Ohxr 
proposal  is  to  restore  the  Standing  Gom^ 
mittees  which  were  in  operation  some' 
time  ago,  to  create  another  Grand  Ckmt* 
mittee,  and  to  refer  to  these  doinmitteea 
certain  classes  of  Bills.    The  pfopossilr 
of  the  Governmeiit  are  before  the  Hous^ 
ito  a  whole ;  and  I  must  poitit  out  thart^i 
unless  the  first  Huto  is  adopted,  it  wilt 
be  impossiUe  to  secured  tim  chati|pe  iu; 
regard  to  the  ffittlngs  of  the   m^se 
which  I  believe  hon.  Members  genertlUy 
desire.    It  is  obviously  out  of  the  qivee^ 
tion  that  lAier^  should  be  an  Adjburnment' 
at  any  fixed  time,  unless  there  existsrthe^ 
power  of  closing  a  debate  befote  'the 
Adjournment.    In*  ike  ftbbence  of  Ih^ 
closure  the  adjournment  of  the  Housed 
at  any   fixed    hour  could    be   lar^ly 
utilized  fbr  the  t)urpose' of  obstruction. 
The  second  Rule  deals  with  Molions  of 
Adjournment,  aud,'I  think)  will' be  re« 
cognieed  as  a  distinct  improvemetit.   To 
the  Speaker,  as  the  Officer  resp(»nsiMe^ 
tot  the  order  of  the  House,  and^  us  eudfa, 
thecustodfau  of  its  glorious  tradHions,'- 
the  power  is  given  of  deciding  what  it 
**  a  matter  of  urgent  public  importaikoe.*' 
This  we  thitik  is  a  far  better  plan  than^ 
that  of  requiring  a  certain  number  of 
Members  to  rise  in  their  places  in  sup* 
port  of  the  Motion.    I  snail  not  enter 
into  details  upon  the  other  Rules ;  but^ 
when  they  are  reached,  I' shall  be  pre- 
pared to  urge  what  arguments  I  have  in 
support  of  £em.  I  commend  ^leee  Rulea 
to  the  House  v^th  some  reluctance,  since 
theydre  restrictive  in  l^eir  v^sSarMUssf 
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bat  tha  time  haa  come  when  such  Bulee 
are  neceeaary,  and  I  would  appeal  to 
hoQ.  Members  to  bear  in  mind  that  they 
ai^  not  merely  Representatives  of  a  cer- 
tain .co»8titaency»  but  Members  of  the 
first  Leg^lative  Assembly  in  the  world  ; 
whose  duty  it  is  to  see  tlmt  its  traditions 
remain  unimpaired,  and  that  itcontinnes 
to  be  able  to  discharge  its  duty  to  the 
motion.  Many  hon.  Gentlemen  are  fre* 
qaently  ealled  upon  to  make  the  saorifioe 
of  Tefimining  even  from  good  words, 
when  facts  and  argum^ts  have  been 
stated  over  and  over  again  without  gain* 
ing  a^y  additional  force.  It  is  tiierefore 
the  case  that  do  what  we  may,  and  what* 
evev  Sules  we  lay  down  for  the  discus- 
sioa  o€  the  Business  oi  the  House,  we 
mnat  atill  appeal  to  hon*  Members  them- 
flelves^— to  appeal  to  them  to  consider 
who  they  are»  what  Uiey.are,  what  they 
oame.here  to  do,  and  what  responsibility 
is  apon  them.  The  daty  is  imposed  upon 
me  of  endeavouring,  however  feebly  it 
may  boj  to  ur^  this  appeal  upon  hon. 
Memb^i^  of  this  House,  because  without 
the  aasistaoce  of  hon.  Members  them* 
fielves  it  is  impossible  for  the  House  to 
do  its  duty.  Ma)Ee  any  r^ulations  you 
pleaiBei  .  but  it  is  impossible  for  the 
Uom9i^  ta  disch^wge.  its  duty  by  die 
qeuBtr^f  withpat  tfiis  assistance.  I  know 
it  may  be  r  said  that  the  work  of  the 
Hou^  has  increased*  That  is  perfectly 
tcuei  the  work  has  increased,  but  euv 
Bpeeehes  have  become  longer  and  more 
frequent;  hon.  Members  seem  to  con- 
sider it  i^ecessary  to  the  constituendes 
that  they  r^[>re8ent  that  they  shonld 
^Mak  jTreqaently  and  at  greater  length ; 
and  if  they  will  consider  th^  arithmetical 
pK^ovtion  between  tb^  number  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  and  the  time  at  its 
disposal,  I  think  they  will  recop^i«e  the 
truth  in  a  great  measmfe  ef  the  saying 
tibatr  if  speech  is  silvern  silenee  is  gold^. 
I  apolegiage  H I  have  not  made  a  full  er 
complete  statement  of  the^roonds  upon 
wfaidi  I  submit  ttii^  Motion  to  the  House. 
If  I  have  f  luled  in  any  way,  it  has  been 
from  the  desire  to  make  my  statement 
aaooneise  as  it  can  be  made.  The  Motion 
itself  ie  one  which  is  ioteaded  to  apply 
not  to  our  Procedure  this  year,  but  for 
moy  years  to  come,  and  it  is  neariy 
idestieal  with  the  one  wluch  was  passed 
in  IS^4  The  only  change,  Sir,  made  by 
IhiB  MoUoM^  ip  the  exialing  Order  is  that 
MF  Jf  ember  of  ihe  House  may  have  the 
fiMt^  mBke  the  Motion  with  your  eon- 


sent.  I  will  only  ftarther  tay  that  I  trust 
we  may  now,  without  f urth^  unneces- 
sary  delay,  proceed  to  the  regulation  of 
our  Business,  and  arrive  at  last  to  the 
actual  conduct  of  the  Business  of  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Qeniieman  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  first  Bule  whtdli 
applies  to  the  closure  of  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

L— Cloflum  of  Debate. 
**  T^at,  at  any  time  after  a  qoastion  baa  h^eat 
propoaied,  a  Motion  may  be  made,  if  the  ooaBent 
of  the  Chair  has  been  previously  obtained* 
'  That  the  Question  be  now  put.*  Such  Motion 
shall  be  pmt  forthwith,  and  decided  wifihoot 
Ameadment  or  Debate. 

<«When  the  Motion  *That  the  Qneetion  be 
now  pot,'  haa  been  eanied,  and  the  Qoestien 
oonaequent  thereon  has  been  decided,  any  fat* 
tber  Motion  may  be  Qiade  (the  consent  of  the 
Chair  having  been  previously  obtained)  which 
may  be  requisite  to  brins^  to  a  discussion  any 
Question  afready  proposed  from  the  Ohair ;  bnd 
also  if  a  Clause  be  then  under  oonndtvatioil,  a 
Motion  may  bo  made  (with  the  consent  of  the 
Chair  as  aforesaid)  That  the  Question,  That  the 
Clause  stand  part,  or  be  added  to  the  Bill,  be 
BOW  put.  SucTi  Motions  shall  be  put  forthwith, 
and  decided  without  Amendment  or  Deibate. 

'*  Provided  always,  that  Qnestiosii  for  the 
doeure  of  Debate  shall  not  be  decided  in  the 
aflirmativo,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  unless  it 
e^U  appear  by  the  numbers  declared  from  tLe 
Chair,  that  such  Motion  was  supported  by  more 
than  Two  Hundred  Members,  or  was  opposed 
by  less  tl»n  Poi^  Members,  and  supported  by 
more  than  One  Hundred  Members."— -(ifr.  }K. 
JSr.  Smith.) 

Mb.  W-E.GLAD8T0NE(Edinhnrgh, 
Mid  Lothian') :  Sir,  I  am  sure  that  no 
one  will  complain  of  the  gmietal  tone  of 
the  brief  but  succinct  address  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  to  tha 
House.  I  understand  that  on  this  1st 
Besolution  we  are  at  liberly,  within  due 
limits>  to  consider  the  plan  before  us  as 
a  whole>  My  remarks  will  not  be  many*; 
but  undoubtedly  I  think  that  it  is  neoes* 
sary,  as  urged  on  a  former  occauon  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me  (Sir 
William  Hascourt),  that  there  should 
be  some  regard  to  the  general  character 
of  the^  proposals  thQ  Government  have 
thought  it  their  du^  to  make.  These 
proposals  represent  a  plan  sll  the  parts 
of  which  have  relation  one  with  another ; 
and  to  proceed  to  the  oonsideratioa  of 
each  detail  and  particular  of  proposals 
of  this  character  without  having  endea- 
voured to  take  into  view  the  general 
plim,  would  be  very  much  like  entering^ 
the  Oommittee  upmi  a  Bill  without 
having  had  a  debate  cm  the   second 
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reading.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman,  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  has,  I  have 
no  doubt,  made  up  his  mind  that  to  put 
forward  proposals  with  regard  to  Pro- 
cedure is  the  best  mode  of  expediting 
the  Business  of  the  Session.  On  that 
point  I  own  I  have  the  gravest  doubt. 
The  business  of  Procedure  we  have 
found  to  be  a  very  difficult  business.  It 
has  been  beset  by  difficulties  of  two 
classes.  One,  and  perhaps  the  greatest, 
impediment  to  rapid  progress  in  this 
matter  is  that  the  question  is  treated  as 
a  Party  question.  Now,  we  were  so 
unfortunate  as  to. have  the  question 
treated  as  a  Party  question.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself,  as  far  as  I  recollect,  took  any 
very  prominent  part  in  {those  discussions. 
I  do  not  wish  at  all  to  revive  the  recol- 
lection of  the  individual  shares  taken  by 
hon.  Gentlemen,  some  of  whom  are  no 
longer  Members  of  this  House,  in  the 
discussions,  which  were  made  Party 
discussions,  on  the  subject  of  Procedure. 
But  this  I  think  X  may  venture  to  say — 
that  as  far  as  I  and  my  Friends  near  me 
are  concerned,  our  cqnduct  with  regard 
to  the  proposals  of  the  Government  will 
be  precisely  opposite  to  that  which  was 
pursued  towards  us.  "We  desire,  as  far 
as  we  are  conoorned,  that  these  proposals 
shall  be  considered  strictly  upon  their 
merits,  and  without  the  slightest  refer- 
ence to  Party  considerations.  I  think 
that  19  days  was  the  time  it  cost  us  to 
obtain  the  Eesolution  on  the  subject  of 
closure,  which  has  now  been  found  by 
the  opponents  of  that  Eesolution  to  be 
too  weak,  and  which  they  are  now  en- 
deavouring to  strengthen.  Having  said 
80  much,  I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  any 
detailed  criticism  of  former  proceedings, 
because  it  might  be  a  course  which 
would  tend  to  lengthen  discussion,  and 
I  should  wish  the  discussion  to  be  con- 
fined strictly  to  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion that  is  before  us.  But  there  is,  no 
doubt,  another  source  of  difficulty  in 
this  matter,  which  is  this — that  these 
questions  of  Procedure  are  matters  upon 
which  individual  Members  of  the  House 
do  claim  and  will  claim — and  within 
certain  limits  ought  to  claim— the  power 
and  opportunity  of  forming  their  own 
ludgment  upon  them,  and  will  refuse  to 
be  bound  by  the  authority  of  the  Leaders 
on  either  side  of  the  House.  For  my 
own  part,  individually,  I  should  be  dis- 
posed to  say  that,  to  a  considerable  ez- 
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tent,  I  should  like  to  aoo^t  lor  the  |Hir- 
pose  of  trial  what  has  been  proposed  by 
a  Government  upon  its  responsibility, 
and  after  having  instituted  a  compne- 
hensive  and  careful  investigatioii  of  the 
whole  subieet.  But  with  reference  to 
the  remarks  which  I  have  just  made,  I 
greatly  doubt  whether  putting  Pro- 
cedure in  the  van  of  all  otber  Busiaes*, 
to  the  utter  extinction  of  the  actioa  of  pri* 
vate  Members'  Bills,  you  are  taking  the 
best  and  most  practical  method  of  accele- 
rating the  work  of  the  House,  But,  Sir, 
there  is  one  point  in  connection  wi^i 
Procedure  with  regard  to  which  X  find 
no  proposal  on  the  Paper  before  us.  I 
find  no  fault  with  them  for  not  making 
one  at  the  present  moment  -,  it  may  b^ 
right  to  take  time  to  oousider  what  the 
exact  form  of  the  proposal  should  be^ 
There  was  recently  brought  into  con* 
spicuous  notice  the  existence  of  a  Bide 
recognized  by  you,  Sir,  as  a  Itule  not  ifi 
any  way  owing  its  first  recognition  to 
you,  but  being  adopted  and  accepted  by 
you  as  instituted,  I  understand,  under 
precedents  established  by  a  distinguished 
Predecessor  of  yours  in  that  Chair,  under 
which  limitations  of  a  kind  almost  uur 
dreamt  of  in  former  times,  not  only  upon 
the  liberty  of  the  individual  Menxber, 
but  upon  the  liberty  of  the  House  itself 
were  imposed.  As  I  understand  that 
Eule,  and  I  speak  subject  to  correction, 
no  subject  can  regularly  be  discuB6e4 
in  the  House,  if  there  is  upon  the  iHotice 
Paper  or  the  Order  Book  of  the  House 
either  a  Bill  on  that  subject  standing 
for  discussion  under  an  Order  of  the  Day, 
or  a  Notice  of  Motion  given  by  any  hon. 
Member.  I  own  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  greatest  difficulties  must  arise  frosa 
the  existence  of  a  Sule  of  that  kind. 
And  I  almost  venture  to  predict  that  it 
is  impossible  to  go  through  this  subject 
of  Procedure  without  introducing  some 
modification  of  the  Bule  as  it  is  now 
understood  and  acknowledged  to  exists 
The  case.  Sir,  has  become  an  extreme 
case.  I  must  here  advert  for  one  mo* 
ment  to  the  practice  which  has  of  recent 
years  arisen,  and  which  has  been  found, 
on  the  whole,  to  be  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House— namely,  that  of  allowing 
the  First  Beadiog  of  a  Bill  to  be  taken 
without  discussion  as  a  matter  of  course, 
and  exceptions  to  that  practice — I  will 
not  say  to  that  rule — have  become  ex- 
tremely rare.  Now,  the  consequence  of 
that  is  thati  immediately  after  leave  ha^ 
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been  obtained  to  introduce  a  Bill,  and 
after  or  eren  before  its  First  Beading, 
as  a  matter  of  course  the  Bill  stands  in 
tiie  position  of  an  Order  of  the  Day. 
The  House  itself  has,  therefore,  deter- 
mined tbat  the  subject  shall  be  taken 
into  consideration.  The  subject,  how- 
erer,  eannot  be  taken  into  consideration 
withont' waiting  for  the  Second  Beading 
of  the  ]%!1.  In  the  case  of  a  Standing 
Order,  I  catf  quite  understand  the  House 
deciding,  by  an  act  of  its  own,  that  a 
subject  ehati  only  be  considered  in  con- 
iieetion  with  a  particular  Bill,  and  that 
it  would  be  undesirable  to  consider  it  on 
the  proposal  of  an  individual  Member, 
and  without  wailing  fbr  the  Second 
Bending  of  the  Bill.  But  even  there 
great  dfffleolty  may  arise,  because  it  is 
now  in  the  power  of  any  bon.  Member 
to  introduce  a  BiH  upon  any  subject  and 
to  ret  it  made  an  Oroer  of  the  House ; 
and  00  he  may  commit  the  House  to  the 
discussion  of  any  particular  subject  at 
the  time  only  when  his  Bill  oomes  on 
for  Second  Beading.  I  very  much 
doubt,  ttow  that  liberty  and  licence  have 
been  established  in  regard  to  the  intro- 
duction of  Bills,  whether  we  should  find 
it  to  be  a  wise  course  thus  to  enable  the 
mere  existence  of  a  Bill  brought  in 
under  Buch  circumstances  to  absolutely 
preclude  the  ditetission  in  any  other 
form  of  the  particular  subject  with 
whidi  such  a  measure  proposes  to  deal. 
I  admit  that  the  matter  requires  most 
careful  consideration,  and  I  earnestly 
hope  that  the  Qovemment  will  give  it 
tbat  consideration,  as  otherwise  there 
will  be  no  end  of  the  difficulties  in  which 
the  House  may  be  placed  by  reason  of 
the  different  Notices  of  Motion  which 
may  stand  upon  its  Notice  Paper.  If 
the  mere  giving  of  a  Notice  of  Motion 
may  prevent  the  discussion  of  the  sub- 
ject tvith  which  it  deals  in  any  other 
form,  these  Notices  may  be  given  with 
the  view  of  restraining  debate  and  pre- 
venting the  progress  of  Fubh'o  Business. 
I  will  not  attempt  to  argue  the  point 
further ;  but  the  sum  of  what  I  have 
said  ia  an  earnest  commendation  to  Her 
MajestVa  Government  to  carefully  con- 
sider the  matter;  because  I  feel  quite 
convinced  that  it  would  be  better  for  a 
proposal  to  be  brought  forward  upon 
the  initiative  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment t&an  that  it  should  be  left  to  hon. 
Members  sitting  in  other  quarters  of  the 
House  to  call  attention  to  the  subject. 

TOI*  OOOXI.    [tbwd  siBiis.] 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  informs  us 
that  he  has  made  a  proposal  with  regard 
to  the  devolution  of  certain  branches  of  ' 
the  Business  of  the  House  which  differs 
in  some  degree  from  the  proposals  on 
the  same  subject  which  were  recom- 
mended by  the  Committee.  What  I 
wish  to  say  upon  this  will  not  occupy 
the  House  long.  I  think  it  is  a  matter 
which  really  touches  the  heart  and 
centre  of  the  whole  subject.  I  am  more 
than  ever  convinced  that  it  is  idle  and 
futile  to  think  of  relieving  the  House 
Arom  the  enormous  difficidties  under 
which  it  labours  and  to  meet  the  wishes 
and  the  just  and  reasonable  expectations 
of  the  country— of  the  three  countries— 
with  regard  to  the  progress  of  Public 
Business  by  mere  penal,  restrictive,  and 
repressive  measures,  be  they  what  they 
may.  The  right  ,hon.  Gentleman  made 
an  appeal  to  hon.  Members  to  make 
fewer  and  shorter  speeches,  and  he 
entered  upon  the  consideration  of  the 
point  and  touched  it  with  a  pathetic 
sentiment  with  which  I  can  well  sympa- 
thize, having  myself  dwelt  upon  the  par- 
ticular matter  on  former  occasions  in  a 
much  less  perfect  manner.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  may  perhaps  say  that  I 
then  directed  my  observations  to  himself 
and  to  his  followers,  and  I  might  reply 
that  they  obtained  a  flinty-hearted  recep- 
tion. I  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  be  more  fortunate,  but  appeals 
of  that  kind  are  more  likely  to  produce 
an  effect  upon  the  House  when  they  are 
put  in  connection  with  the  frank  and 
large  proposals  for  what  is  called  devolu- 
tion than  when  the  plan  before  it  turns 
almost  entirely  upon  changes  in  the 
mode  of  conducting  the  debates  of  the 
House,  which  are  in  the  nature  of  dimi- 
nution of  the  liberties  of  hon.  Members. 
For  my  own  part  I  am  entirely  convinced 
that  it  is  a  devolution  of  a  very  different 
kind  from  that  which  is  contemplated 
here,  and  one  very  much  larger  to  which 
we  can  alone  look  if  we  are  really  to 
achieve,  or  to  have  any  chance  of  achiev- 
ing, the  great  purpose  that  is  in  view. 
The  late  Government  proposed  origin- 
ally the  appointment  of  two  Grand  or 
Standing  Committees,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  proposes  to  add  a  third, 
but  experience  convinced  us  of  the  * 
absolute  insufficiency  of  our  own  pro- 
posals; We  found,  in  the  first  place, 
that  they  embraced  a  very  small  portion 
of  the  measures  to  which  it  was  desirable  j 
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that  thej  should  be  applied ;  and,  in  the 
seoond  place,  in  certain  cases  "where  re- 
ference of  the  Bills  was  actually  made 
the  result  was  totally  and  absolutely  un- 
satisfactory. We  never  supposed  that  in 
proposing  these  two  Grand  ConnnitteeB 
we  were  disposing  of  the  subject— it  was 
meant  to  be  a  tentative  experiment  only, 
a  begtmring  on  which  we  were  anxious 
to  build  something  larger  and  more 
efiPectual.  The  right  hon.  Gentfeman  and 
his  Goli^aguee  have  shrunk  from  at- 
tempting any  extended  scheme  c^  devolu- 
tion. Our  view  was  that  by  a  schema  of 
Miis  kind  you  would  actually  multiply 
t^epewerof  the  House.  Whathappe&ed 
Tvas  that  when  Bills  were  in  Oommit^e, 
ihree-foarthB  or  ibur-fifthsof  the  House 
disappeared,  leaving  in  the  Heuee  ode- 
fourth  or  one'fifth  who  took  an  intereet 
in  the  Bill  under  considcEration,  or  who 
were  detained  from  accidental  oiroiim- 
stances  $  but  -what  we  thought  was  that 
the  smaller  Bills  should  be  taken  out  of 
the  House  and  the  large  ones  reserved 
for  its  own  consideration ;  aud  that  thus 
the  House  might  multiply  its  agencies 
and  at  the  same  time  extend  its  ^wn 
pow^r  of  working,  so  as,  in  some  degree, 
to  meet  the  desires  and  the  expectations 
(d  the  country,  through  means  of  a  body 
fairly  repi^senting  the  House,  and  beiag 
in  fact  a  miniature  of  the  House.  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  I  regard  the  proposal 
now  before  the  House,  <k>nsisting  as  it 
does  of  what  we  proposed  ourselves,  with 
an  addition  still  smaller  in  its  practical 
extent  attd  working  as  being  totally 
inadequate  and  reaUy  amounting  to  no- 
thing. I  mean  to  nothing  in  this  seiMe, 
that  although  on  some  rare  occasions  we 
may  be  able  to  deal  usefully  with  a  par- 
ticular Biil,  yet  there  is  not  the  smaUest 
hope  or  chance  of  its  producing  any 
serious  effect  upon  the  mass,  and  the  in- 
creasing mass  of  the  real  Business  which 
the  House  has  now  invariably  to  grapple 
with.  With  regard  to  the  functions  which 
it  is  proposed  to  assign  to  the  Chair,  that 
is  a  matter  of  the  most  profound  im- 
portance. I  was  greatly  disappointed  at 
not  having  heard  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  some  explanation  and  eluci- 
dation of  the  nature  of  that  very  high, 
delicate,  and  difficult  duty  which  is  to  be 
assigned  to  the  Chair  in  connection  with 
these  Bttles.  When  the  subject  was  be- 
fore the  House  on  a  previous  occasion 
we  suggested  that  the  Speaker  should 
play  an  important  part,  and  in  a  certain 

Xr.  W.  K  Gladstone 


sense  it  was  said  ^at  the  Speaker  was 
to  have  the  initiative,  but  it  was  dis- 
tinctly set  forth  and  admitted  upon  all 
hands  that  the  Speaker's  initiative  waa 
to  depend  upon  his  judgment  on  a  ques- 
tion at  fact,  and  not  in  the  sH^tCBt  de^ 
gree  on  his  own  opinion,  eitrnv  of  the 
subject  in  debate  or  on  the  manner  iik 
which  the  debate  was  oondaeted.  One 
thing,  and  one  thing  only,  he  was  t» 
look  to,  that  being  a  question  of  fact)  as 
to  which  he  was  to  exercise  hia  jwdg^ 
meat — ^namely,  as  to  whether  there 
did  or  did  not  exist  a  certain  geaeial 
state  of  sense  aiid>^»eling  ia  the  House 
in  favour  of  the  detenninatiiQiiL  of  lh» 
debate.  But  it  should  bo  reeoDeoted: 
l^at  Aat  proposal  was  denounced  by  a 
kurge  porMon  of  the  House  as  being  oaI« 
oulated  to>  lead  to  the  pmoHoal  dwtnio- 
tton  of  the  aufthority  of  the  Chair,  and 
it  was  said  with  perfect  truth  that  we 
must  not  overload  ike  Chair.  The  great 
difficuHy  I  iq>ptehend  ia  regard  to  th» 
future  constitution  and  working  of  the 
House,  as  far  as  the  Okskt  is  ooaeeamed« 
is  that  the  House  will  get  into  a  state  of 
things  in  which  you  will  ask  and  expect 
f^rom  the  Speaker  move  than  you  can 
potoibly  get  from  any  human  being.  I 
have  seen  the  practice  growing  in  my^ 
lifethne.  The  task  of  the  Speaker  60 
years  ago  was  comparatively  eaeyr  aad 
the  selection  of  a  Speaker*  was  a  simpla 
matter,  and  was  tery  soon  diaposed  of. 
Now  we  come  to  a  matter  of  veiy  great 
diversity  of  opinion  and  very  great  diffi- 
cuRy.  Are  we,  as  it  were^  to  oreak  the 
back  of  the  Speaker  by  putting  upon- 
him  dirties  which  it  is  not  possiUa  for 
him  to  discharge  f  It  is  now  pro- 
posed^— 

^'  That  at  anjr  time  after  a  Queetion  has  been 
proposed  a  Motion  may  be  made,  if  the  consent 
of  the  Cbair  has  been  previooBly  obti^ned,  *  ikni 
the  Qnestioa  be  nowput.'  Bach  Motran  shaH  ba 
put  forthwith  and  decided  without  Amendment 
or  debate."  ^  * 

I  wish  to  knoir  on  what  prtnmple  is  itf 
the  intention  of  the  Government  that  tfae^^ 
Speaker  shall  proceed  in  giving  or  with'- 
holding  that  consent.  It  is  quite  plain 
that,  to  put  into  the  Speaker's  hand  and 
to  char8;e  him  with  the  responsibility  ^ 
the  decision  of  a  quesdon  of  opinion,  is 
an  infinitely  more  formidable  charge  to 
lay  upon  him  than  the  decision  of  a 
question  of  fact.  Yet,  so  dangerous  was 
it  deemed  to  put  in  the  Speaker's  han^ 
the  decision  of  a  question  of  faot  Aat  19 
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iajB  wttre  oooupied  in  discnifising  the 
sabjeot  belbre  the  Hotifle  came  to  a  de- 
oisioii  upon  it,  and  then  only  by  a  com- 
paratiTdly  moderate  majority.    But  now 
thft  £^peaker  is  to  form  an  opinion.    On 
what  ^principle  is  he  to  form  an  opinion  ? 
la  it  to  b«  simply  this,  that  the  Speaker 
16  ahraja  to  be  ready  with  an  opinion  on 
efveiy  suhjeot  that  arises  cm  being  chair 
lang«d  by  any  Member  of  the  House  as 
to  wh^ber  the  d^ate  has  or  lias  not 
been  continued  long  enough  ?  That,  Sir, 
is  a  tremendous  responsibility.    If,  as  I 
auppote,  the  Speaker's  opinion  as  to  the 
di^dg  of  the  debate  can  be  challenged 
at  any  time  hy  any  rash  Member,  whe- 
ther old  mr  young,  so  that  the  Speaker 
may  at  aaj  timet  hy  the  action  ol  one 
Member,  be  called  upon  to  express  an 
opinioA^  then  I  musit  say  that  a  most 
fttarming    burden   is  laid    upon    the 
afaeulders  of  the  Speaker.    Ihren  if  I 
QOMld  be  iure  he  would  never  be  so  chal- 
lenged, esoept  on   great   and    worthy 
oeeasionf,  I  should  not  wish  to  be  re- 
apottaiUa  for  foffcang  upon  the.  Speakar 
anch  a  responsibility.    Tou  must  always 
raeoUect  that  the  Speaker  ol  the  House 
of  Oommona  must,  like  Csesar's  wife, 
not  only  be  impaHial,  but  must  not  be 
anapeeted.  of  par tiaUt^«    If  ence  he  were 
aaspeetedt  the  ground  on  which  he  stood 
wesild  b»   underouned*    Happily,  we 
have  be^i  *ble  to  seeure  a  siwcession  of 
Speakendowo  to  the  preset  hour  en- 
tixeiy  above  suspicion.     Long  may  it 
eonthiae ;  .  but  you  must  recollect  the 
j#aloiisy  of  tbe  Party  opposite  when  we 
meposed  to  add  to  the  duties  of  the 
&>eaker  the  judgment  upon  a  question 
oi  (act.    Yet  it  ia  now  pKqK>sed  to  place 
in  his  bands  matters  of  a  totally  different 
kind  and  infinitely  more  dangerous.  My 
desire  is,  as. far  as  I  can,  to  consider  this 
question  and  to  weigh  the  responsibility 
of  the  CKyremment  without  reference  to 
poiitieal  f&eling.    But  there  are  limits 
to  the  application  of  that  principle,  and 
X'heid  that  what  concerns  ^he  honour  of 
the  Chair  of  the  House  is  a  matter  on 
wMd^  it  is  impossiNe  for  us  to  devolve 
our  reapoaaibilities  even  on  the  GK>vem- 
msot.    X  do  not  wish  to  give  any  opin* 
isB  &n    this   subject  untH  I  know  the 
mind  oi  the  Government.     The  right 
hon.   Gentleman    has    said   that   the 
Speak^,    being  known   as   absolutely 
fmifftfi^j  IB  a  pexsoa  who  can  properly 
b0^mUed  lupoia  .to  i^ve  his  cons«it»  and 
tftl^Jbo  iBlket  pfope«per*)n  to  discharge 


the  duty  laid  down  in  the  Beeolution. 
Before  I  can  form  any  opinion  I  want 
to  know  what  duty  he  is  to  discharge. 
Is  he  to  be  continusUy  liable  in  any 
debate  to  ha?e  his  opinion  challenged 
by  an^  individual  Member?  I  hope  that 
the  nght.hoa.  Gentleman,  or  some  of 
his  CoUeagues,  will  gi? e  us  some  expla- 
nation of  the  nature  of  the  duties  which, 
the  Speaker  ia  expected  to  perform.    I 
quite  agree  that  the  House  has  been 
able  to  look  for  a  long  series  of  years 
with    unbounded    ooniidenoe     to     its 
Speakers  tot  the  discbarge  of  all  the 
duties  put  upon  them*     But  when  a 
propossi  is  made  of  a  character  so  novel 
as  this,  and  so  unlimited  as  to  the  pos* 
sibilities  of  tbe  Wishing  of  the  propossi, 
I  think  we  are  right  in  asking  what 
duty  it  is  that  the  Speaker  is.  to  pw<- 
form.   With  regard  to  the  general  effect 
of  the  proposals  I  will  not  detsfin  the 
House.    I  have  seen  with  great  satis- 
faction  that   all   those   apprehensions 
which  were  entertained  as  to  voting  tbe 
closure  by  a  majority  have  entirely  dis* 
appeared  from  the  minds  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.    That  is  a  very  great 
change  indeed.    It  is  tbe  adoption  of 
the  principle  for  which  we  contended 
with  great  pertinacity  and  in  the  face  ol 
very  great  difficulties ;  and  natuxallv  we 
rejoice  to  see  that  our  opponents  have 
at  length  accepted  our  doctrines,  and 
that  those  doctrines  are  to  be  enforced 
find  completed  by  those  who  gave  them 
the  most  determined  and,  I  might  al- 
most say,  the  fiercest  opposition.    How 
do  we  now  stand  in  this  matter  ?  Whe* 
ther  the  debate  will  last  a  long  or  a 
short  time  I  know  not;  Party  opposi* 
tion  to  the  piopoaals  I  hope  there  will 
be  none,  but  sporadic  discussion  there 
may  be  a  good  deal.    Viewing  the  pro-* 
posals  as  a  whole,  and  viewing  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  give  the  go-by  to  that 
which  I  consider  the  really  vital,  central 
part  of  the  whole  matter,  the  principle 
of  devolution  and  the  multiplication  of 
the  organs  of  the  House  for  the  transac- 
tion of  Business,  I  cannot  but  consider 
that  they  are  wholly  inadequate  to  their 
purpose.    I  fear  that  if  adopted  they 
will  do  nothing  adequate  or  commensu- 
rate with  the  ezistiDg  necessity  for  di- 
minishing the  enormous  mass  of  arrears, 
and  the  natural  impatienoe  in  the  coun- 
try arising  out  of  tiie  inability  out-of- 
doors  to  understand  how  this  House, 
elected  by  the  best  exercise  of  the  mind . 
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and  judgment  of  the  people  for  tbe  par- 
poee  of  transacting  their  Business,  and 
being  able  to  regelate  its  own  Bules, 
yet  has  so  managed  to  allow  these  Rules 
to  fall  out  of  harmony  with  the  time  and 
its  calls  that  the  Business  of  the  House 
cannot  be  done;  and  that  the  nation 
waits  in  vain  from  year  to  year — I  am 
afraid  it  will  soon  be  from  generation  to 
generation,  for  the  satisfaction  of  its 
just  demands. 

Mb.  PARNELL(Cork):  I  am  anxious, 
8ir,  to  address  the  House  upon  the  Ques- 
tion you  have  put ;  but  before  doing  so 
I  wish  ta  submit  to  yon  a  Question  upon 
a  point  of  Order  which  I  would  have 
explained  to  you  privately  if  I  had  had 
the  opportunity.  I  wish  to  know  whe- 
ther I  shall  forfeit  my  right  to  move  the 
Amendments  which  I  have  put  down  on 
the  Paper  upon  tbe  first  Rule  if  I  ad- 
dress the  House  upon  the  Question  now 
before  it? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  expected  that  this 
difficulty  would  arise,  for  it  is  one  which 
has  occurred  to  myself.  If  the  hon. 
Member  addresses  the  Houee  now  he  will 
have  spoken  upon  the  Main  Questiim. 
But  the  Amendments  down  on  the  Paper 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  "Member  might 
be  moved  by  another  hon.  Member,  and 
then  the  hon.  Member  himself  would  be 
entitled  to  speak  on  the  Qeneral  Ques- 
tion now,  and  would  not  be  precluded 
from  speaking  on  the  Amendments 
which  now  stand  in  his  own  name. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  am  sorry  at  this  early  stage 
to  have  to  take  a  course  which  may  put 
this  House  to  some  inconvenience,  but  I 
think  it  is  necessary  to  take  it  for  the 
maintenance  of  our  rights.  The  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  has  made  a  speech, 
pointing  out  grave,  clear,  and  momen- 
tous subjects  on  which  information  is 
absolutely  necessary  before  the  House 
proceeds  further  with  the  Resolutions. 
To  afford  tbe  Government  an  opportunity 
of  giving  that  information  I  beg  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."— 
(JUr.  T,  P.  O'Connor). 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  (Derby): 
I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will  not  press 
that  Motion.  We  are,  no  doubt,  in 
some  considerable  difficulty,  and,  al- 
though the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of   the  House  has  very  fairly 
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met  the  request  tiiat  this  eveniog,  at  all 
events,  there  should  be  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  matter  generally,  these 
extraordinary  technicalities  prevent  us 
from  d(Hng  what  everybody  in  the  House 
desires.  All  I  can  say  is  that  if  we  can- 
not do  this,  and  if  the  House  submits  to 
be  bound  by  such  technicalities,  we  are 
the  most  incapable  Assembly  in  the 
world.  At  first  we  had  some  4iffleulty 
on  this  matter  in  the  Committee.  We 
felt  that  the  whole  matter  should  bo  dis- 
cussed on  the  first  Resolution,  and  the 
Clerk  said  it  could  not  be  done  because 
there  was  no  precedent  for  it^  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Rossendale  (the  Marqisess 
of  Hartington)  at  once  said — '^  Then  let 
us  make  a  precedent,"  and  it  was  done. 
I  hope  that  we  shall  not  be  the  slavesof 
those  technicaiitiee  which  prevent  the 
House  <^  Commons  from  making  pro- 
gress with  Public  Business.  If  we  do 
not  have  common  sense  in  these  matters 
this  House  will  degenerate  into  a  second- 
class  vestry,  and  all  matters  in  which  the 
country  take  an  interest  will  have  to  be^ 
discussed  elsewhere.  Therefbre,  I  do 
hope  that  somehow  or  other  what  the 
Speaker  has  said  will  be  carried  out,  and 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  or  anybody  else  who  wishes  to 
make  observations  on  Uie  General 
Question,  will  not  be  subsequently  pre- 
cluded from  moving  Amendments.  If 
this  Rale  is  to  be  treated  like  a  clause  in 
a  ]^11 1  do  not  understand  how  either 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House,  or  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  was  in  Order,  because  unless 
there  is  an  Amendment  moved  to  a 
clause  in  a  Bill  nobody  can  say  anything 
unless  it  is  a  new  clause,  when  there 
would  be  a  Second  Reading.  The  beet 
and  most  sensible  thing  would  be  to 
treat  this  matter  like  the  bringing  up  of 
a  new  clause,  and  th^  the  Leader  of 
the  House  should  move  that  the  first 
Resolution  be  read  a  second  time.  We 
could  then  discuss  the  whole  matter 
upon  it,  but  otherwise  the  whole  of  our 
proceeding  will  be  irregular,  and  our 
whole  position  will  be  ridiculous.  I 
hope  the  House  will  exhibit  a  little  com- 
mon sense,  and  rise  somewhat  above  the 
level  of  the  eiiceptional  technicalities  of 
debate.  I  think  we  ought  at  all  events 
to  deal  with  the  matter  in  a  way  which 
would  give  effect  to  tiie  desire  of  the 
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House  for  a  general  discDssion  on  the 
Boles  as  a  whole.  If  it  is  said  that 
there  is  no  precedent  let  us  make  a  pre- 
cedent. We  are  dealing  vith  our  own 
proceeding,  and  it  is  worth  while  that 
ve  should  make  a  precedent. 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  I  believe  it  was  dis- 
tiBOtlj  understood  that  on  the  present 
occasion  a  general  discussion  might  take 
place  on  <£ie  Roles  as  a  whole.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  asked  that 
these  clauses  should  be  read  a  second 
tinxe ;  but  the  effect  of  that  would  be  that 
no  one  would  then  be  Bk,  liberty  to  refer 
to  any  other  clause  than  that  under  dis- 
cussion. I  differ  somewhat  from  the 
▼iewa  which  the  right  hon.  Member  has 
expressed.  I  have  great  regard  and 
respect  for  the  ordinary  Rules  and  Re- 
gulations of  this  House,  and  I  cannot 
think  that  it  would  be  a  desirable  thing 
if  on  an  occasion  like  the  present,  when 
there  appears  to  be  a  little  difficulty,  at 
once  to  jump  to  the  formation  of  new 
Rules.  If  there  is  any  difficulty  in  the 
way  of  the  hon.  Member  for  CJork,  I 
think  with  the  general  consensus  of  the 
House,  the  suggestion  made  by  the 
^leaker  would  get  over  it,  and  if  any 
other  way,  in  accordance  with  the  Rules 
of  the  House,  can  be  pointed  out  I  shall 
be  willing  to  accede  to  it. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
A  few  days  ago,  wh^i  this  matter  was 
under  discussion,  I  ventured  to  predict 
the  very  difficulty  which  has  now  pre- 
aeated  itself.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had  asked 
the  Leader  of  the  House  whether  he 
would  allow  a  discussion  of  the  proposed 
Sules,  as  a  whole,  upon  the  first  Rule. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he 
waa  pefffiectly  willing  to  do  so,  but  I 
asked  if  snch  a  course  would  be  in  Order. 
X  pointed  out  that  it  might  be  found  not 
to  be  in  accordance  with  the  Rules  of 
the  House,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  thereupon  men- 
tioned what  had  been  done  in  the  Oom- 
mittee — ^namely,  that  he  had  proposed, 
as  a  preliminarv  point,  that  the  Rules 
dould  be  considered,  upon  which  the 
Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  Smith)  appar- 
eatly  assented  to  adopt  the  same  course. 
We  are  now  told  there  is  no  prece- 
da&t  tor  that.  If  you,  Sir,  should  rule 
tiiatsach  an  Amendment  could  not  be 
vomed  of  course  there  will  be  an  end  of 


the  matter  at  once ;  but  I  will  ask  if  it 
would  not  be  competent  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  leave  out  all  the  words 
after  the  word  **that"  in  order  to  add 
'^  these  Rules  be  now  considered." 
That  would  place  the  matter  in  the  posi- 
tion desired  both  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  and  the  Leader  of 
the  House.  I  ask  you,  therefore,  Mr. 
Speaker,  whether  it  is  competent  to  move 
that  as  a  preliminary  Amendment  ? 

Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork):  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  has  suggested  that  I  should 
enter  into  some  sort  of  collusive  ar- 
rangement with  some  other  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  move  my  Amendment  for  me. 
Now,  Sir,  I  desire  to  move  my  own 
Amendments,  and  although  hon.  Gentle- 
men may  think  that  my  Ameadnoents 
might  be  equally  well  moved  by  some 
hon.  Member  taking  off  his  hat  in 
dumb-show,  that  is  not  my  opinion.  I 
think  it  was  distinctly  understood  that 
we  were  to  foe  afforded  some  opportunity 
for  discussing  the  Rules,  as  Rules,  be- 
fore we  come  to  discuss  them  in  detail 
together  with  the  various  Amendments, 
and  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
the  Leader  of  the  House  is  bound  to 
carry  out  that  understanding,  which  was 
as  clearly  a  Parliamentary  understand- 
ing as  was  ever  entered  into.  I  am  sure 
that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  has  hsid  no  intention 
of  an  obstructive  character  in  moving 
the  Adjournment  of  the  debate.  He 
wishes  merely  to  raise  a  protest  agaimst 
a  breach  of  the  understanding  which 
was  entered  into  in  the  presence  of 
both  sides  of  the  House ;  that  we  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
principle  of  all  these  Rules  together. 
It  appears  to  me  a  very  much  greater 
breach  of  the  Orders  of  this  House  to 
allow  the  principle  of  all  the  Rules  to  be 
discussed  on  the  Motion  that  one  of 
the  Rules  be  passed,  than  it  would  be 
to  allow  a  general  discussion  upon  the 
first  Rule,  and  then  to  allow  an  hon. 
Member  who  has  put  Amendments  down 
on  the  paper  to  move  thoso  Amendments. 
It  is  not  an  uDreasonable  thing  to  ask 
that  an  hon.  Member  who  has  put 
Amendments  down  on  the  paper  should 
be  provided  with  some  way  by  which 
he  may  be  permitted  to  move  them.  It 
has  been  suggested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow 
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(Dr.  Cameron)  that  there  is  no  prece- 
dent for  such  a  course,  and  he  has  sug- 
gested that  we  should  leave  out  all  the 
words  after  the  word  **  that "  in  order  to 
insert  that  ^^  these  Bules  be  now  con- 
sidered." Now,  there  is  a  precedent 
which  comes  very  near  to  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  bon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow \  which  touches  it  and  runs  along- 
side of  it.  In  1879,  when  the  Con- 
servative Government  for  the  first  time 
commenced  its  tinkering  process  with 
the  Eules  of  the  House — a  process  which 
has  since  been  repeated  by  several  Go- 
vernments—the late  Mr.  Bylands,  whose 
death  we  all  so  much  regret,  moved  an 
Amendment  to  the  Motion  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  of  that  day,  to 
the  effect — 

**  That  thifi  Houso  will  forthwith  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee,  to  consider  the  Resolation  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House.'^ 

If  there  be  no  othet  way — I  do  not  wish 
to  prejudge  the  question  as  to  whether 
it  is  desirable  or  not  to  consider  these 
Besolutions  in  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  it  is  possible  that  a  majority  of 
the  House  may  consider  it  undesirable 
to  dp  so — but  it  there  is  no  other  way  of 
affording  Members  an  opportunity  of 
speaking  on  the  principle  of  these  Eules, 
and  of  offering  suggestions  which  may 
be  of  value  in  the  course  of  the  debate^ 
and  which  ought  not  to  be  waste  ver- 
biage>  I  submit  that  now  is  the  time 
when  the  House  at  large  ought  to  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  of  offering  sug- 
gestions of  importance,  which  may  affect 
any  of  the  Besolutions  in  the  course  of 
future  discussions.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  Besolution  which  I  have  read,  and 
which  established  a  precedent  in  1879, 
would  then  afford  a  legitimate  oppor- 
tunity for  discussins;  the  whole  question 
without  rendering  it  necessary  to  adopt 
a  collusive  arrangement,  such  as  has 
been  suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  House.  Pos- 
sibly, some  better  way  can  be  suggested, 
but  this  is  a  way  which  would  certainly 
have  the  sanction  of  precedent,  I  think 
I  am  entitled  to  complain  of  the  way  in 
which  I  have  been  treated  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  It  was  understood, 
as  clearly  as  anything  could  be  under- 
stood, that  we  were  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  the  principle  of  these 
Bules  before  we  came  to  the  discussion 
of  them  in  detail ;  but  now,  on  the  very 
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threshold,  I  am  met  by  the  Chair,  and 
no  doubt  properly  met,  with  the  intima- 
tion that  no  Member  who  has  pot  down 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  is  to  be  al- 
lowed to  discuss  the  principle  of  these 
Bules,  or  he  will  otherwise  forfeit  his 
right  to  move  the  Amendments  which 
stand  in  his  name. 

Me.  SPEAKEB:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  appealed  to  me  as  if 
it  was  in  my  power  to  do  away  with  the 
technicalities  of  the  House.  It  is  iny 
duty  to  point  out  the  technical  Bules  of 
the  House.  It  is  to  my  great  regret 
that  any  technical  Bules  which  I  am 
bound  to  enforce  should  cause  the  House 
any  inconvenieAce*  J  quite  feel  the  dif- 
ficulty fts  much  as  any  Member  of  this 
House.  I  do  not  think  that  the  prece- 
dent cited  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  ParneH)  would  apply 
to  the  present  case.  It  was  understood 
—at  least  in  my  belief'— that  a  g^^eral 
discussion  might  be  taken  on  the  first 
Besolution  being  proposed  by  leave  of 
the  House.  When  that  was  suggested 
to  me,  I  at  once  pointed  out  the  difficulty 
that  if  an  hon.  Member  spoke  on  the 
Main  Question,  he  wonid  be  precluded 
from  speaking  again  on  moving  an 
Amendment,  as  he  would  hove  already 
spoken  upon  the  Main  Question.  That 
difficulty  th^  hon.  Member  fbr  the  CiXj 
of  Cork  has,  if  I  may  say  so,  very  pro- 
perly pointed  out,  as  he  does  not  see  his 
way  to  delegating  the  function  of  mov- 
ing his  Amendment  to  another  Member, 
but  prefers  to  move  it  himself.  I  re- 
spectfully suggest  that  the  best  way 
would  be  to  regard  the  whole  subject 
as  if  the  House  were  not  to  b^  bound 
by  the  Bule,  tbat  if  any  Member  speaks 
now  he  shall  be  precluded  from  moving 
his  Amendment.  If  that  is  the  general 
sense  of  the  House,  I  shall  be  glad  to 
act  upon  it. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'GONNOB:  Upon  that 
understanding  I  should  be  gladfto  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB :  Is  it  the  pleasure 
of  the  House  that  the  Amendment  be 
withdrawn  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  As  I  understand 
your  suggestion,  Sir,  hon.  Members  are 
to  have  an  indefinite  power  of  moving 
Amendments  after  speaking  on  the  Main 
Question.  Will  it  not  be  necessary  to 
embody  so  important  a  decision  of  the 
House  in  some  form  of  Motion?  No- 
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thing,  8ir»  oaxibekuider  imdnywe  aatU* 
factory  in  spirit  than  the  auggestioQ  you 
bare  laade ;  but  it  appears  to  me  tiiat 
vhen  we  find  it  necessary  to  depart  from 
the  eatabliehed  practice,  we  ought  to 
formally  j?ecord  that  departure.  It  would 
be  dangerous  to  have  a  departure  by  a 
mere  understanding.  Mr.  Speaker  bim- 
self  ba,s  been  \find  enough  to  meke  a 
soggeftiof ;  but!  humbly  submit  that. 
it  is  a  suggestion  which  we  ought  io 
bi^ve  in  precise  terms. 

M»,  STAVELEZ  HIU.  (Staffordshire, 
KinipiwinCord) :  1  would  suggest  that 
the  right  bon.  Crentleman  the  Jueader.of 
the  Bouse  should  add  to  bis  speech  the' 
Motion  **  That  tbeae  BuIqs  be  now  cou- 
sidered.'' 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOUET:  That 
could  not  be  moved  as  an  Amendment  toi 
the  Motio^  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman, 
because  it  would  negative  all  tbe  words 
that  ci^me  afterwards ;  Ibut  if  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  would,  with  the  sanction 
of  Mr-  Speaker,  withdraw  for  the  mo- 
ment bis  Motion  that  the  Besolution 
jmiposecl  by  him  should  be  now.  con^ 
sidered,  we  might  conduct  this  debate  in 
tbe  same  way  as  it  was  conducted  up- 
stairs. That,  at  all  events,  would  npt 
land  us  in  tbe  unsatisfactory  doctrine  of 
wraiver.  It  would  be  in  accordance  witb 
the  Bules  of  this  House,  and  would 
aocomplidb  the  object  my  right  boo. 
J^nend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has 
in  view,  wbile,  at  the  same  time,  what 
we  are  doing  would  be  thoroughly  under- 
stood«  I  think  that  is  tbe  mpst  simple 
Motion  that  can  be  made — namely,  that 
th^  Beaolution  proposed  by  the  right 
ban*  Oe^leman  **  be  now  considered/' 

M».  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire, .  Slea- 
fbzd) :  I  wovild  venture  to  express  a 
hope  tbat  bon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides 
of  tbe  House  will  be  very  careful  before 
they  adopt  the  proposition  of  tbe  rig|it 
hon.  Gentleman,  we  have  beard  a 
good  deal  about  cobweb  technicalities, 
and  tbe  necessity  for  sweeping  tbem 
away ;  but  I  do  not  remember  on  the 
last  oocasion  when  new  Bules  of  Pro- 
oedure  were  considered,  we  heard  any- 
thing of  such  necessity  at  all.  Neither 
do  I  see  any  reason  for  the  great  diffi- 
culty in  wbicb  hon.  Gentlemen  consider 
they  are  placed  to-day  in  arriving  at  a 
conclusion  as  to  the  course  tbey  ou^ht 
to  pursue.  This  is  not  the  first  occasion 
00  whicb  new  Bules  have  been  con- 
fidered.    If.  1  xuay  venture  to  do  so,  I 
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would  adrise  the  House  to  adhere  strictly 
to  the  precedents  of  other  days.  Other- 
wise, what  guarantee  have  we  that  we 
shsll  not  depart  from  the  understanding 
of  the  other  night,  which  was  to  have 
the  general  discussion  on  the  Bules 
limited  to  one  night.  [^Cries  of  "  No !  'H 
Surely.  I  am^  entiile^  to  m^  opinion.  I 
am  simply  giving  my  own  interpretation 
of  what  was  stated  in  the  House,  and  I 
and  many  other  Members  thought  the 
understanding  was  that  the  general  dis- 
cussion should  be  limited  to  a  single 
night,  r  Cries  ^  ' '  No !  *']  Those  cries 
of  «*No/'  aflbrd  an  illustration  of  the 
difficulties  we  are  placed  in  by  a  depax- 
ture  from  precedeiits.  1  hope  that  tbe 
House  will  pause  before  it  enters  into 
the  suggestion  of  tbe  right  bon,  Meu)- 
ber  for  Serby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  to 
depart  from  tbe  precedent  which  was  set 
lour  years  ago  when  the  Besolutions  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Tiotbiaji 
were  coA^idered.  If  we  do  depart  from 
tbat  precedent,  I  am  afraid  we  may  find 
ourselves  involved  in  all  kinds  of  diffi- 
culties. I  do  not  think  tbe  right  boo. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  eat  down  gives 
us  much  assistance  in  the  difficulty  in 
which  we  lind  ourselves  placed. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBEBLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, "W.):  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
refers  us  to  tbe  precedent  of  four  years 
ago,  when  the  Kules  were  discussed  on 
the  Motion  of  my  right  bon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lot}iian  (Mr.  Glad- 
atone)  ;  but,  on  that  occasion,  it  was  not 
desired  by  the  other  side  of  the  House 
to  have  anything  in  tbe  nature  of  a 
general  second  reading  discussion.  Ac- 
cordingly, on  that  occasion  the  House 
proceeded  at  once  to  the  discussion  of 
the  Bules  seriatim  ;  but,  on  the  present 
occasion,  it  is  desirable,  by  common  con- 
sent, to  have  such  a  general  discussion. 
The  right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  has  endeavoured  to  secure 
such  a  discussion,  and  it  was  tbe  general 
desire  of  tbe  House  that  this  should  be 
done.  We  are  now  endeavouring  to 
arrange  for  this  by  observing,  on  the 
one  hand,  the  technicalities  of  the  Bules 
of  the  House,  and,  at  the  same  time,  by 
permitting  all  kinds  of  illegalities.  The 
whole  of  the  discussion  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time  has  been  one  continued  series 
of  illegalities  according  to  the  strict 
Bules  of  the  House.  According  to  the 
Bules  of  the  House,  neither  the  Motion 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  nor 
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his  speeoh,  nor  the  speech  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lo- 
thian, hare  been  strictly  in  Order.  Nor 
is  that  all.  In  order  to  meet  the  case  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  it  has  been  suggested  that 
the  House  should  consent  to  the  per- 
petual recurrence  of  a  series  of  wairers 
of  its  Rules,  so  as  to  allow  any  reference 
to  be  made  to  the  general  question.  I 
agree  with  the  suggestion  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  that  if  the  Leader 
of  the  House  were  to  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion, and  to  propose  "that  these  Bules 
be'now  considered,"  a  general  discussion 
might  go  on  without  prejudicing  the 
ri^t  of  those  who  toot  part  in  it  to 
move  their  Amendments  afterwards. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  venture,  once 
more,  to  interfere  between  the  House 
and  the  discussion  with  reference  to 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  GHad- 
stone)  has  said — that  if  there  is  any 
departure  from  the  usual  technical 
Rules  it  would  be  necessary  to  put  on 
record  some  protest  that  we  are  depart- 
ing from  the  usual  course,  taking  into 
consideration  the  very  exceptional  nature 
of  the  case.  That  protest  has  now,  I 
think,  been  sufficiently  made.  I  did 
venture  to  suggest,  earlier  in  the  discus- 
sion, that  it  would  be  possible  for  hon. 
Members  to  speak  upon  the  general 
question,  and  yet  not  waive  their  right 
of  speaking  upon  moving  an  Amend- 
ment. If  the  House  thinks  that  an 
acceptable  proposition  I  shall  make  no 
technical  objection  from  the  Chair.  In 
support  of  what  I  said,  I  may  remind 
the  House  that,  in  the  year  1882,  when 
the  former  Rules  of  Procedure  wore 
being  discussed,  the  Chair  took  the  same 
course  as  that  which  I  am  suggesting  by 
assenting  to  a  relaxation  of  former  prac- 
tice, by  permitting  that  on  each  Resolu- 
tion an  hon.  Member  might  speak  more 
than  once  if  he  desired  to  move  more 
than  one  Amendment,  although  those 
Amendments  were  not  consequential. 
That  was  accepted  by  the  House,  and  I 
venture  to  suggest  that  a  similar  course 
of  departure  from  the  usual  practice 
should  be  adopted  now. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.):  Do  I  understand  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House  to 
say  that  the  general  discussion  on  the 
Rules  is  to  be  limited  to  one  night's  de- 
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bale?  We  had  no  idea  on  this  aide  of 
the  House  that  such  a  limit  was  intended. 
We  are  proposing  to  make  an  enormous 
change  in  our  Rules  of  Procedure,  and 
it  would  be  very  rash  if  we  were  to 
attempt  to  limit  the  free  discussion  of 
hon.  Members  to  a  single  evening.  I 
wish  to  put  this  question  to  you,  Sir. 
Suppose  that  the  1st  Resolution  is 
carried,  will  it  become  de  facto  a  Ses- 
sional Order,  and  be  immediately  oper»* 
tive,  so  that  it  can  be  used  for  the 
limitation  of  debate  upon  all  the  subse- 
quent Resolutions? 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  the  1st  Reao- 
lution  is  passed,  it  will  come  into  opera- 
tion immediately. 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  It  is  not  neces- 
sary thisit  we  should  continue  this  dis- 
cussion. I  understand  that  the  object 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  se- 
cured to  him,  and  any  Gentleman  who 
has  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  will  be 
at  liberty  to  speak  on  the  Main  Ques- 
tion, and  yet  retain  his  right  to  move  an 
Amendment.  Upon  that  understanding, 
I  think  the  House  may  proceed  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Rules.  I  have  had  no  in- 
tention of  limiting  the  general  discussion 
to  this  one  Sitting.  At  the  same  time, 
I  hope  the  debate  will  not  be  unduly 
prolonged,  although  I  fully  recognize 
that  some  general  discussion  is  necessary, 
and  may  conduce  more  to  a  rapid  solu- 
tion of  the  question  than  if  we  go  to 
the  Resolutions  at  once.  I  therefore 
propose  that  the  general  discussion 
should  proceed. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool  withdraw  his  Motion  ?  [  <^*<p« 
o/*'No!"] 

Mr.  STOREY  (Sunderland)  :  The 
Leader  of  the  House  seems  to  think  it 
is  agreeable  that  the  Speaker  should 
permit  an  hon.  Member  to  speak  on  the 
general  question,  and  then  to  move  an 
Amendment  afterwards.  I  must  confess 
that  I  have  been  startled  and  penetrated 
with  a  sense  of  the  impropriety  of  doing 
anything  in  an  underhand  way.  If  any 
arrangement  of  that  kind  is  come  to,  I 
shall  oppose  it,  and  shall  object  to  any 
hon.  Member  speaking  first  on  the  gene- 
ral question  and  moving  an  Amendment 
af t  er  w  ard  s 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  Upon  the  point  of  Order,  I 
wish  to  know  whether  any  understand- 
ing arrived  at  now  will  be  binding  upon 
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S«m)>6r8  irho  are  not  at  this  moment 
present  in  the  House  ? 

Mr.  SP£AK£R  :  The  course  I  haye 
suggested,  if  adopted  bj  the  House, 
would  be  binding. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

M&.  PABNELL  (Oork):    I  am  de- 
siTons,  in  the  first  place,  to  express  my 
greatest  donbC  as  to  whether  this  fourth 
edition  of  the  alteration  of  the  Rules  of 
tlie  House  will  have  the  slightest  etiect 
^whatever  in  faeilitating  the  Business  of 
the  oonntry.    I  have  been  looking  over 
events  since  1879,  when  the  Conservative 
Miaiatry  of  the  day  oommenoed  the  first 
attempt  to  facilitate  the  Business  of  the 
House  by  an  alteration  of  the  Rules  of 
the  House ;  and  I  have  not  been  able  to 
see  that^  in  those  seven  years,  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  country  has  been  even  facili- 
tated by  so  much  time,  by  the  alteration 
which  then  took  place,  as  tras  consumed 
in  giving  them  effect.    I  think  the  same 
thing  may  be  said  of  the  attempts  which 
have  been  made,  from  time  to  time,  by 
different  Governments  since  then  to  tread 
in  the  same  path*    We  had  the  Con- 
servative Government  of  the  day  very 
confident  that,  if  the  House  accepted 
the  alterations  in  the  direction  of  Pro- 
cedure, all  would  be  well,  the  wheels  of 
the  Parliamentary  machine  would   go 
smoothly^  and  the  Business  of  the  House 
would  progress.     What  happened  ?    If 
those  Rules  are  remarkable  for  anything, 
th€\y  are  remai^able  for  the  fact  that 
Aey  aro  almost    a  dead  letter.     For 
several  years  they  were  scarcely  used  at 
all,  so  utterly  hopeless  did  it  appear  to 
trust  in  them  as  any  measure  for  facili- 
tating the  Business  of  the  House ;  and  so 
matters   remained  until,  in    1882,   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  took 
the  matter  up.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man struck  his  plough  deeper  in  the 
vi^n  soil,  and  he  brought  forward  more 
drastic  and  more  numerous  alterations! 
in  the  Procedure  of  the  House.     He  re-  j 
commended  the  closure  for  the  first  time , 
in  the  history  of  the  British  Parliament,  I 
a  recommendation  which  even  the  Select  j 
Committee  of  1879  shrank  from  entertain- 
ing, and  that  tdoeure,  after  many  nights' 
debate,  after  long  contention,  and  after  j 
maoh  procrastination,  was  passed  into ; 
lav    surroonded   by   such   safeguards 
viicl  are  tamiXiwt  to  the  House ;  that  it 
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has  siBoebesn  twiceusedonly ;  and^  aafar 
as  it  has  been  used,  it  has  shown  by  its 
application  that  it  is  useless  for  anything 
except  to  check  freedom  of  debate.  It 
is  altogether  useless  for  facilitating  the 
progress  of  Public  Business.  The  same 
thing  may  be  said  with  regard  to  all  the 
other  New  Bules  which  were  passed  in 
1882.  After  an  expenditure  of  great 
time  and  trouble  on  the  part  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  those  Bules  have 
been  absolutely  useless ;  and  I  defy  any 
Member  to  say  that  a  single  measure 
has  been  added  to  the  Statute  Book  iu 
consequence,  or  that  there  is  sny  mea- 
sure on  the  Statute  Book  which  would 
not  have  been  there  if  the  New  Eules 
had  never  been  heard  of.  As  far  as 
they  go,  they  simply  produce  no  effect, 
except  in  the  direction  of  irritation  and 
exasperation.  The  only  feeling  they 
produce  is  that  of  unfair  treatment, 
which  feeliDg  certainly  does  not  tend 
to  facilitate  the  progtees  of  Business,  or 
to  grease  the  wheels  of  the  Parliamen- 
tary machine.  Some  day  or  other  the 
Conservative  Parfy*  now  so  oonfident  in 
their  majority,  by  the  help  of  75  libe- 
ral Unionists,  will  bitterly  regret  their 
conOdence  in  their  majority.  You  are 
doing  jour  small  part  this  Session  to 
slrike  away  some  of  those  bulwarks  and 
some  of  those  protections  for  the  mi- 
nority, which  you  will  desiro  in  vain  to 
bring  back  again  when  the  hour  of  your 
bitter  need  comes.  If  there  is  one  thing 
more  remarkable  in  the  difference  be- 
tween the  Party  in  power  and  the  Party 
out  of  power,  it  is  that  the  Parfy  in 
power  always  thinks  y^tj  little  of  con- 
serving the  liberties  of  debate  for  the 
protection  of  minorities;  whereas,  the 
Party  out  of  power  always  thinks  a 
great  deal  about  it.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, although  they  may  be  in  a 
majority  for  a  few  months,  ought  to 
recollect  that  even  under  a  restricted 
franchise  they  were  more  often  in  a  mi- 
nority than  in  a  majority  during  the 
last  50  years;  and  that  in  all  proba- 
bility that  state  of  affairs  will  be  re- 
peated and  intensified  in  the  50  years  to 
come.  It  will  be  they  who  will  have  to 
regret,  and  to  regret  bitterly,  that  they 
have  done  something — a  feeble  some- 
thing, it  is  true ;  but  still  something^I 
suppose  the  best  they  are  able  to  do,  to 
injure  the  position  of  minorities  in  this 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  says  that  it  is  in 
the  power  of  the  Nationalist  Party  tq 
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help  the  Oovemment  to  do  without  alter- 
ations in  the  Itules  of  Procedare.    Bat 
every  year  he  site  in  this  House  he 
realizes  more   and  more  the  impossi- 
bility of  their  doing  the  work  of  three 
or  four  Legislatures.    How  would  the 
Oongress  at  Washington  get  on  if,  in 
addition  to  its  own  work,  which  is  quite 
enough  for  its  power,  it  had  also  to  trans- 
act the  business  of  the  39  State  Legis- 
latures, eaoh  of  which  has  as  much  to 
do  as  it  can  do  ?    The  difficulties  with 
which  this  ParliAment  has  to  oontend 
are  insurmountable,  and  they  are  always 
seeking  some  ayenue  of  escape.    They 
have  sought  a  remedy  in  cheoking  de- 
bate;  but  the   Rules  passed  for  that 
purpose  have  proved  to  be  absolutely 
unavailing*     Instead  of  adopting  this 
oourse,  would  it  not  have  been  better 
lor  the  Government  to  face  the  real  diffi- 
culty of  the  situation  ?    Now  that  the 
masses  have  been  admitted  to  the  Fran- 
chise, now  that,  through  the  operation 
of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act,  the  avenues 
to  Parliament  are  open  to  young  men  of 
ability,   albeit  of  slender  purses,   the 
state  of  affairs  is  materially  different 
from  what  it  was  80,  or  even  20,  years 
ago.    One  machine  is  no  longer  able  to 
do  the  work  of  tftM  country  ;  a  division 
of  labour  is  neoessary.     What  would 
George  Stephenson,  or  any  other  of  our 
great  engineers,  have  done  if  he  had 
imitated  the  example  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  when  he  found  it  necessary 
to  devise  some  new  labonr-'saviog  ma- 
chine in  order  to  enable  him  to  pro- 
Tide    for    the   necessities    of   modem 
engineering  and  society.    If  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  acoomplish  that  object  by 
going  among  his  workmen  and  imposing 
fresh  rules  upon  them,  he  would  have 
accomplished  nothing.     But,  instead  of 
that,  he  went  to  the  root  of  the  matter, 
an^d  brought  his  talents  and  engineering 
ability  to  mventions  that  were  calculated 
to  supply  the  needs  and  necessities  of 
the  time.     Nothing  but  failure  will  ever 
come  f^m  this  fresh  depaittire  of  the 
Government.    They  have  thought  to  im- 

Srove  upon  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon. 
[ember  for  Mid  Lothian.  Now,  I  think 
I  may  say,  without  flattery,  that  when 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  an 
attempt  and  failed,  no  prentice  hand  is 
likely  to  succeed;  and,  certainly,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Leader 
of  the  House,  notwithstanding  his  ability 
and  amiability  of  character,  is  not  likely 
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to  succeed.  After  the  New  Bules  hi^ve 
been  passed,  there  will  be  nothing  but 
exasperation  and  a  feeling  on  the  part 
of  the  minority  that  they  have  been  ill- 
treated.  The  problem  is  now  to  enable 
the  House  to  perform  work,  which  they 
have  neither  time  nor  suffi(aent  physical 
capacity  to  undertake  and  carry  through 
to  &  successful  isfliie.  We  are  told  that 
private  Members  will  be  benefited  by 
the  New  Bules,  because  there  is  some 
provision  at  the  tail  end  of  them  to  en- 
able Members  who  have  succeeded  in 
obtaining  a  aatie&ctory  judgment  on  the 
second  reading  of  their  Bills  to  get  the 
Wednesdays  after  Whitsuntide  for  sub- 
sequent stages.  No  expectation  can  be 
more  illusory.  The  Government  will  do 
as  they  have  always  done  hitherto.  They 
will  say  to  the  House—**  We  have  two 
or  three  measures  in  advanced  stages 
which  we  are  desirous  of  saving." 
Therefore,  about  Whitsuntide  they  will 
take  the  Wednesday  froon  private  Mem- 
bers,  and  private  Members  will  find 
themselves  in  about  the  same  positio4 
as  that  which  they  oceupy  now.  The 
same  thing  will  happen  in  regard  to  this 
wonderful  stoppage  of  Business  after 
half -past  12  o'clock.  Beference  has 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  to  the  interpretation  of 
the  Bules  which  has  recently  been  given 
by  the  Ohair— namelv,  that  Notices  of 
Motion,  even  although  it  be  done  ob- 
viously for  an  unfair  purpose,  have  the 
power  of  shutting  out  all  debate  on  the 
Address  upon  the  special  or  specifi/Q 
topic  to  which  such  Notice  of  Motion 
may  refer.  That  ruling,  I  wish  to  say, 
with  great  respect,  as  far  as  it  relates  to 
the  topics  of  discussion  in  the  debate  on 
the  Address,  is  an  extension  of  Mr. 
Speaker  Brand's  ruling. 

Mr.  speaker  :  That  subject  has  no 
reference  to  the  Bules  now  before  the 
House,  and  I  cannot  allow  the  hoa^ 
Member  to  question  the  ruling  of  the 
Ohair.  If  the  hon.  Member  desires  to 
do  that,  he  must  do  it  in  the  regular 
way,  and  by  asking  the  House  to  pro* 
nounce  whether  I  was  right  or  wrong. 

Mb.  PARNELL:  I  should  regret,  Sir, 
if  I  have  led  you  to  suppose  that  I  was 
in  any  sense  about  to  object  to  the  ruling 
of  the  Chair.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  was 
most  correct,  and  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  in  the  point  of  view  of  the 
Bules  and  precedents  now  in  existence ; 
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but-*  I"  was  gomg  to  poiat  out,  for  the 
purpose  of  iUustrating  my  argument,  the 
necessity  of  making  some  alteration  in 
the  Rules,  so  as  to  prevent  the  unfair 
use  of  the  right  of  putting  down  Mem- 
bers.    What  I  said  was  that  the  recent 
ruling  was  an  extension  of  Mr.  Speaker 
Brand's  ruling,  inasmuch  as  his  ruling 
only  had  i«>lerence  to  Notices  of  Motion 
and  Adjournments  of  the  House  after 
the  New  Rules  had  been  passed.    I  do 
zH>t,  for  ^  moment,  wish  to  evitioize  the 
aoundness  of  the  ruling  or  judgment 
eiUier  of  Mr*  Speaker  Brand  or  of  the  pre- 
sent oocnpant  of  the  Ohair ;  but  I  wish 
to  point  out  that  it  is  an  extension,  al- 
fbon^h  based  on  the  same  principle  as 
Mr.  Speaker  Brand's  ruling,  and  it  may 
praotioally  have  this  result.     The  Grown 
may   address  the  House  of  Oootmons, 
and  the  Ooveirnment  may  address  the 
Ctti^wn  in  the  «eual  way;  but»  if  suffi- 
etont  care  is  not  taken,  hon.  Members 
may  eoTer  all  the  topics  contained  in 
tbe  Queen's  Speech  and  the  debate  may 
aetaally  be  closed  after  the  speeches  of 
the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Address. 
Indeed  itf  is  not  certain  if  it  may  not  be 
poa^ble  to  close  the  debate  even  before 
the  Address  is  moved  and    seconded. 
Can  any  hen*  Member  imagine  a  greater 
redmeii&  ad  ahturdumf     Another    point 
wfalfih  I  wi^  to  urge  upon  the  Oovem- 
ment  is,  that  they  should  give  prirate 
Members  opportunities  for  moving  inde- 
pendent Resolutions  upon  Procedure.    It 
fe  obvious  that  if  the  Government  desire, 
as  was  stated  by  the  Leader  of  the  House, 
to  take  the  House  generally  into  consulta- 
tion, &ey  can  only  do  so  by  giving  the 
House  fully  an  opportunity  of  putting 
down  their  thoughts  in  the  shape  of 
suggestions.     The  Resolutions  of  the 
Government  cover  but  a  very  limited 
area ;   and  it  would  be  impossible,  by 
drafting  Amendments  upon  them,  to  get 
many  valuable  suggestions  which  occur 
to  some  of  us  ;  b^t  which  may  not  occur 
to  the  Leader  of  the  House.    It  is  of  the 
highest  importance  that  private  Mem- 
hecB  should  be  afforded  some  opportunity 
of  entering  into  free  counsel  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  for  the  common 
object  if  we  can— although  I  very  much 
fear  we  cannot— -of  amending  the  Bules 
olihe  House.  I  wish  now  to  say  a  word 
is  regard  to  the  question  of  the  action  of 
mioorities  in  this  Hoase.    I  have  said, 
•Sn',  that  jour  Kules  will  not  be  e£feotual 
in  forw arding  the  discharge  of  Public 
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Business,  but  that  they  will  simply  be 
effectual  in  limiting  the  rights  of  minori- 
ties, and  to  some  extent  in  throttling 
debate.  As  to  the  action  of  minorities, 
it  is  to  the  efforts  of  minorities  that  the 
country  owes  ahuost  every  great  reform. 
It  is  to  the  action  of  minorities  repeated 
for  day8>  weeks.  Sessions,  and  even 
yearsy  tliat  you  owe  the  most  important 
measares  you  have  ever  passed.  The 
Rules  of  tbe  House  I  have  always 
thou^t  were  really  intended  to  spur  up 
and  push  forward  a  lagging  Ghovem- 
meat  A  Government,  having  come 
into  OffioQ)  like  well-fed  hounds,  do  not 
care  to  work ;  but  private  Members  who 
are  not  so  well  fed,  are  in  full  possession 
of  th^r  faculties  and  are  well  able  to 
work.  I  think  you  will  have  cause  to 
regret  it  even  during  this  Session  if  jou 
unduly  fetter  the  right  of  minorities  as 
you  propose  to  do  by  your  new  Bules. 
And  remember  all  minorities  make  many 
valuable  suggestions  from  time  to  time. 
I  consider  mySelf  as  one  who  has  been 
in  a  minomty  during  the  whole  of  the  11 
years  that  I  have  sat  in  this  House,  in 
which  time  there  have  been  sev^al 
changes  of  Gevernment.  I  regard  my- 
self also  as  one  who  is  likely  to  be  in  a 
minority  hereafter,  and  I  plume  myself 
on  having  made  some  proposals  which 
have  passed  into  law  ;  not  one  of  which 
could  I  have  carried  out  if  the  Bules  of 
Procedure  had  been  altered  as  the 
Government  proposes.  The  pity  of  the 
thing  is  that  yon  give  nothing  in  return. 
Tou  do  not  advance  your  own  object,  but 
you  take  away  our  reason  for  existence,  in 
saying  which  I  do  not  speak  as  a  Member 
of  a  particular  Party  in  this  House, 
but  as  a  Member  of  a  minority.  I  say 
it  will  be  utterly  impossible  for  you,  by 
mere  restrictive  Bules,  to  attain  your 
object  or  facilitate  by  one  jot  that  pro- 

SesB  of  Public  Business  which  all  hon. 
embers  of  this  House  so  earnestly 
desire.  With  regard  to  the  proposal  q£ 
Standing  Committees,  I  very  much  agree 
with  the  opinion  that  has  been  expressed, 
that  they  will  only  increase  the  block  jof 
Business.  They  will  send  down  many 
Bills  for  consideration  on  Beport.  Again, 
these  Standing  Conunittees  will  practi- 
cally  consist  of  very  few  Members,  and 
the  great  majority  will  be  shut  out  from 
their  deliberations.  But  do  you  think 
this  great  majority  would  give  up  its 
right  to  discuss  the  various  measures  ? 
Would  it  not  rather  happen  that  the 
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desire  to  disouss  tbem  woald  be  intensi- 
fied and  not  removed,  and  would  not 
the  accumulation  of  Business  towards 
the  latter  days  of  the  Session  be  greater 
than  could  possibly  be  discussed  ?  Well, 
Sir,  it  18  my  opinion  that  this  result  would 
follow.  There  are  many  pointe  with 
which  I  will  not  now  trouble  the  House, 
but  reserve  them  for  consideration  when 
the  various  portions  of  the  proposed 
Bules  are  moved  by  the  Leader  of  the 
House.  My  prophecy  may  prove  untrue, 
but  I  fear  it  will  not.  In  my  opinion, 
in  the  action  which  the  Government  are 
now  talcing,  they  are  treading  a  road 
which  has  been  desoribed  as  useless  and 
dangerous,  and  I  do  not  see  that  by  it 
the  great  object  which  the  right  hon. 
OentTeman  has  at  heart  will  be  achieved. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  you  adopt  mea- 
sures in  the  interests  of  the  Nationalities 
of  which  this  great  Empire  is  composed 
-^if,  instead  of  taking  action  against 
4he  rights  and  interests  of  minorities, 
you  remodel  vour  machinery  in  a  man- 
ner that  would  be  likely  to  prove  efiPec- 
tual,  then  you  will  be  richly  rewarded, 
and  this  House,  proud  of  its  title  of 
"Mother  of  many  Parliaments,"  would 
have  cause  to  be  still  more  proud  in 
the  possession  of  an  increasing  and 
happy  progeny. 

Me.  WHITBREAD  (Bedford):  Sir, 
I  look  at  these  New  Rules,  not  with 
regard  to  present  circumstances  mer^y, 
but  to  the  future,  when  we  may  have 
not  a  hostile  but  a  happy  and  oontented 
Ireland.  I  regret  that  the  Qovtemment 
have  departed  from  the  scheme  laid  down 
by  the  Committee.  I  do  not  think  their 
proposals  are  in  any  sense'  an  improve- 
ment; hut,  on  the  contrary,  I  think 
that  their  departures  from  the  scheme 
of  the  Committee  are  in  every  respect 
departures  for  the  worse.  I  think  they 
are  to  be  condemned  in  two  ways — one 
on  account  of  the  mode  and  the  means 
by  which  it  is  proposed  to  apply  the 
closure  in  this  House;  and,  secondly, 
because  we  are  not  provided  with  any 
scheme  that  would  get  rid  of  any  portion 
of  the  Business  which  at  present  has 
to  be  transacted.  And,  therefore,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
has  said,  I  not  only  add  my  request, 
but  entreaty,  that  the  Government  will 
pause  in  the  course  they  are  taking.  I 
desire,  as  the  best  hope  for  the  future, 
to  maintain  the  authority  of  the  Speaker, 
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the  absolute  submission  to  which  has 
always  distinguished  this  House  as  Gom- 
pared  with  other  Parliaments,  and  I 
will  do  nothing  which  will  jeopardize 
that  authority.  But  how  will  this  Bule 
work?  It  will  not  be  minorities  in 
future  who  will  apply  to  the  Speaker  to 
have  this  closure  enforced;  it  will  be 
the  Government  of  the  day.  But  if  this 
frequently  occurred  would  that  belief  ia 
the  impartiality  of  the  Ghai:r,  which  is 
so  important,  be  maintained?  I  do  not 
suppose  that  anyone  occupying  so 
exalted  a  pbaition  as  that  of  Speaker 
of  this  House  would  act  with  anything 
but  absolute  impartiality ;  but,  notwith^ 
standing  that,  the  result  remains  thai 
this  BuU  is  to  be  enforeed  at  the  request 
of  the  Government  of  the  day^  and  the 
effect  of  that  may  be  serious.  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  closure  will 
not  be  ordinarily  ^iforoed  in  times  of 
oalm,  but  rather  in  times  of  great  ex- 
citement and  passion.  I  fear  veiymudi,- 
therefore,  that  the  result  of  asking  for 
this  Eule  as  proposed  must  be  to  weaken 
the  authority  of  the  Chair.  I  call  on 
the  Government  and  the  House  to  conr 
sider  the  tenure  by  which  the  Speaker 
holds  his  authority.  It  is  not  by  Statute; 
it  is  not  by  Standing  Order,  but  by  the. 
submission  of  the  Memb€»rs  of  this- 
House ;  and  I  cannot  but  think  that  by 
establishing  a  Bule  which  will  cast  the 
slightest  suspicion  upon  it,  you  will 
strike,  in  a  moment,  at  the  authority  of 
the  Speaker  a  dangerous  if  not  a  fatal 
blow.  I  have  been  in  favour  of  the 
introduction  of  dosure  into  this  House. 
But,  looking  at  the  present  Bule,  it  seems 
to  me  that  it  will  not  only  be  used  to 
put  an  end  to  unduly  prolonged  debates, 
but  that  it  will  be  used  to  drive  through 
the  House  a  clause  of  a  Bill->aa  attempt 
which  I  believe  will  lead  to  the  most- 
disastrous  failure.  The  Bule  says  that 
if  a  clause  is  under  consideration  at  the 
time  the  closure  is  applied,  the  Question 
<*That  the  clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill,"  shall  be  immediately  put.  Sir,  it 
frequently  happens  that  one  clause  of  a 
Bill  consisting  of  several  sections^  and 
again  of  four  or  five  sub-sections,  is 
almost  a  Bill  in  itself,  and  it  seems  to 
me  almost  impossible  that  the  House 
would  submit  to  deal  thus  with  a  clause 
of  importance.  But  if  this  is  to  be  so, 
the  minority  will  always  have  ample 
means  of  avenging  itself  if  they  consider 
that  the  closure  has  been  unfairly  used. 
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I  am  glad  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
eppoeite  appears  to  share  to  some  extent 
in  these  feelings,  and  I  can  only  hope 
that  the  clause  will  be  limited  in  suoh  a 
way  as  to  prevent  its  being  used  in  an 
arbitrary  manner.  I  am  surprised  that 
the  Government  have  taken  the  step  of 
again  proposing  the  institution  of  Ghrand 
C^miitees.  But  there  will  be  no  de- 
Tolution  of  iihe  Business  of  the  House, 
and  we  shall  never  have  any  real  relief 
unitl  the  Government  take  the  whole 
House  frankly  into  their  confidence  and 
give  every  Member  his  ^are  in  the  dis- 
onsmn.  That  was  tbe  plan  recom- 
mended by  the  Committee.  When  is  it 
proposed  that  these  Committees  are  to 
sit  f  I  presume  that  they  ore  to  sit  at  12 
o^oloek,  and  ^at  they  are  net  intended  to 
sit -while  the  House  IS  in  Session.  Well, 
Sir,  that  would  only  give  them  two 
houn  for  ihdir  deliberations.  Under 
the  plaaof  the  Committee,  if  you  divided 
the  whole  of  the  House  into  Standing 
OommUtees,  it  would  not  be  unreason- 
able to  suspend  the  ordinary  early 
Sitting  of  the  House  until  9  o'clock, 
and  allow  for  a  certain  period  all  the 
Standing  Committees  to  be  at  work  on  a 
Bill-  But  you  cannot  do  that  with  only 
^ree  Committees.  You  cannot  allow 
those  Committees  to  sit  during  the 
Bittiag  of  the  House,  because,  if  you 
doy  you  will  draw  from  the  service  of 
the  House  240  or  280  selected  Mem- 
bers. This  questien,  however,  is  of  too 
jstnth  detail  to  enter  upon  now,  and  I 
will  only  say  that  I  hope  it  is  not  too 
late  for  the  Government  to  consider 
again  some  of  the  objections  that  have 
been  raised  upon  this  point.  Finally, 
the  genial  scheme  of  the  Government 
seems  to  us  faulty  in  these  two  main 
points— 4rst  of  all  the  mode  in  which 
they  aj^y  the  eh>sure ;  and  secondly,  the 
manner  in  which  they  propose  to  consti- 
tute ihe  Standing  Committees.  If,  how- 
ever, the  Government  will  make  im- 
provements in  these  respects,  I  think 
they  will  find  that  our  remarks  upon 
their  proposals  will  be  made  in  no  eap- 
tbus  spirit,  but  with  the  intention  of 
rendering  the  new  Bules  as  workable  as 
possible. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
f<nd) :  I  wottld  remind  the  right  hon. 
Qciitleman  who  has  ju^t  spoken  that  all 
As  dangen  he  has  pointed  out  equally 
ftzMed  when  the  Bules  of  Procedure,  of 
vUoh  he  ir as  a  consistent  supporter,  were 
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proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone) ;  and  I  am  totally  unable  to 
gather  from  what  it  is  that  he  appre- 
hends these  great  dangers  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  tmless  it  be  the  matter  of 
getting  the  consent  of  the  Speaker  for 
the  application  of  the  Eule.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  pro- 
fesses great  care  for  the  rights  of  minori- 
ties. Well,  Sir,  it  will  be  the  business 
of  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
befare  these  Bules  are  passed,  to  sea 
that  proper  safe^^uards  are  given  to  the 
rights  of  minorities,  which,  I  for  one, 
hope  and  trust  will  be  strictly  preserved 
as  Icmg  as  the  House  of  Commons  is 
continued.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  expresses 
great  doubt  as  to  whether  to  continue 
the  discussion  upon  the  Bules  of  Proce- 
dure ie  die  in  diem  is  the  best  mode  of 
making  progress  with  the  Business  of 
the  Session.  But  on  this  point  I  may 
say  that  my  recollection  is  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  introduced  his 
Boles  of  Procedure  he  made  their  dis- 
cussion, not  only  tbe  first,  but  the  only, 
Business  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  Bules  and  Begulations  of  Proce- 
dure of  the  House  of  Commons  exist  as 
much  in  the  interest  of  hon.  Members 
as  of  the  Government,  But  what  I  par- 
ticularly wish  to  point  out  is,  that  whe- 
ther the  consideration  of  these  Bules  be 
taken  at  the  middle  or  at  the  end  of  a 
Session,  their  importance  remains  the 
same,  and,  therefore,  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  falls  to  the  ground. 
The  main  difficulty  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  however— and  here  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
agrees  with  him — is  this.  He  appears 
to  view,  with  great  apprehension,  the 
new  and  difficult  and  delicate  functions 
to  be  conferred  upon  tbe  Speaker,  and 
he  earnestly  presses  the  Government  for 
an  answer  to  the  question,  *^  What  is  to 
be  the  nature  of  this  new  duty  and 
function  which  is  to  be  placed  upon  the 
Speaker  ?  "  And  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seemed  to  think  that  he  had  dis- 
covered some  anomaly  and  something 
quite  unprecedented  in  the  proceedings 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  Formerly, 
he  said  the  Speaker  had  to  decide  as  to 
whether  a  question  had  been  adequately 
discussed  or  not,  but  that  now  he  would 
be  called  upon  to  decide  on  a  matter  of 
opinion,  instead  of  one  of  fact.    Well, 
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Sir,  this  seems  to  me  to  amoimt  to  pre- 
cisely the  same  thing,  and,  therefore, 
I  think  that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
has  only  succeeded  in  discovering  a 
mare's  nest.  What  will  probahly  take 
place  will  be  this.  Some  hon.  Member 
will  discover  that  a  question  has  been 
adequately  discussed ;  he  will  go  to  the 
Speaker,  who  will  inquire  why  he  thinks 
so ;  the  hon.  Member  will  say  that  a 
certain  amount  of  time  has  been  occu* 
pied)  and^  in  his  opinion,  the  debate 
oagbt  to  be  terminated ;  on  that  the 
Speaker  will  form  his  opinion.  Well,  it 
appears  to  me  that  the  Speaker  has 
ali^a^fy  had  to  do  that,  ana»  therefore, 
there  is  no  new  departure  in  t^is  respect 
The  Speaker,  indeed,  has  formed  this 
very  opinioai  andcUclared  it  on  previous 
occasions,  and  he  has  done  so  in  a  way 
which  has  commanded  the  approval  and 
support  of  the  great  majority  of  this 
House.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman  has 
twitted  hon.  Members  sitting  on  the 
Mtnisteiial  side  of  the  House  with  being 
now  supporters  of  the  closure  by  a  bare 
majority ;  whereas  in  former  years  they 
were  the  strongest  opponents  to  it.  But 
it  is  not  strictly  accurate  to  say  that  the 
proposal  before  the  House  is  the  pro- 

fosal  of  the  closure  by  a  bare  majority* 
f  it  were  so,  101  Members  would  be 
able  to  close  a  debate,  against  100 ;  but 
if  there  be  100  Members  opposed  to  this 
we  now  require  200  for  the  closure  of 
the  debate.  There  are  several  safe- 
guards, however,  and  there  is  one  which 
I  regard  as  a  very  great  safeguard ;  it  is 
that  before  the  closure  can  be  applied 
the  consent  of  the  Speaker  must  be  ob- 
tained. For  my  own  part>  although  I 
have  been  always  opposed  to  the  prin* 
dple  of  a  bare  majority,  the  time  has 
arrived  when  we  are  called  upon  to  de- 
cide as  to  the  proper  or  precise  mode  in 
which  the  closure  should  be  applied ;  and 
those  who  have  any  preference  for  one 
mode  over  another  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  giving  effect  to  their  views  be^ 
fore  the  debate  closes.  I  have  been 
opposed  to  the  principle  of  a  bare  ma- 
jority— and  I  am  opposed  to  it  now — 
because  I  have  always  been  afraid  that 
it  mig^t  be  made  a  weapon  of  mere 
Party  practice.  If  that  can  be  provided 
against  I  shall  be  satis6ed,  and,  subject 
to  that,  my  desire  is  to  see  an  effectual 
mode  of  applying  the  closure  adopted. 
But  if  the  House  is  to  make  any  real 
progress  widi  Public  Business  in  the  fu'* 
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tuie,  there  is  another  matter  even  of 
more  importanoe  than  the  olosure  of  de- 
bate, and  that  is,  that  there  should  be 
some  addition  to  the  Bnles  at  present 
existing  with  regard  to  the  sbsure  of 
individnds.  That  has  always  appeared 
to  me  to  be  a  point  which  requires  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  House.  When  I^rst 
entered  this  House,  10  or  IK  years  am, 
it  was  the  desire  of  every  hon.  MemSer 
to  conciliate  and  gain  the  ear  of-  the 
House,  and  to  consult  its  oonvenieiiee 
when  addressing  it  I  mmst  leave  it  to 
others  to  say  whether  that  has  been  the 
practice  during  the  last  five  or  sixyean. 
It  seems  to  me  that  on  ma»y  ooeasioms' 
even  the  decencies  of  debate  have^  been 
outraged,  and  that  the  only  way  to  meet 
the  difficulty  of  reetoring  the  state  of 
things  which  fbnnody  existed,  is  by  some 
method  of  dealing  withindividualt  who 
offend  against  tl^  sense  of  the  Honaeia 
this  respect  I  will  only  add,  in  condu^ 
sion,  that  if  no  other  hdn.Membermakes 
a  proposal  to  that  efflect,  I  shall .  take 
upon  myself  t^e  duty  of  proposing  some 
such  Hule  before  the  conclusion  of  these 
debates. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present  \  House  counted,  and,  40 
Memuers  being  found  present, 

Mn.  T.  P.  &II/L  (Lottl^,  S.)  eaid^. 
Sir,  I  do  not  propose  to  look  at  these: 
Bules  of  Pnicedure  from  aa  Irish  point. 
of  view-^if  I  did,  I  should  be  prepared 
to  give  them  my  most  hear(j  approval ; 
for  when  the  time  arrives  the£  the  mar 
jority  of  this  House,  which  holds  diffe^* 
rent  views  on  the  Irish  Question,  b.  in 
power,  it  will  be  a  satifl(feU;tion  for  ms  to. 
see  a  Home  Bale  Bill  for  Ireland  rodted . 
througli  all  its  stages  by  these  nroans. 
But  looking  at  them  from  the  peittt  of 
view  of  one  who  respects  the  traditions 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  wUah  haa 
been  the  nurse  and  model  of  freerlegie* 
lation  all  over  the  world,  which  we  hope 
to  make  the  model  of  an  Assembly  of 
our  own,  I  cannot  regard  wi<^  oom^ 
posure  the  havoo  which  it  is  proposed- 
to  make  with  the  ancient  Procedure  of 
the  Honse.  What  you  propose  to  do  ui 
to  transform  this  House  from  the  augost 
platform  on  which  the  Yoioe  of  the  na- 
tion makes  itself  heard,  into  a  simpLa 
machine  for  passing  Bills  into.  Acta 
without  due  deliberation^  I  oenaiderj 
that  what  is  being  done  by  the  pr»* 
posed  Bales  of  Pvooeduve  amounts  \»^ 
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twj  little  short  of  a  roTcrfutioB.  Several 
of  the  Bales  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  Hoase  hare  for  their  object  to  in- 
crease  the  power  and  respoasibilitj 
of  the  Chair.  As  far  as  I  uaderstaod 
the  traditions  of  the  Honto,  for  the  last 
two  oeninries  the  Procedure  of  the 
House  has  been  in  the  direction  of 
limitiag  and  restricting  as  meoh  as  pos- 
siUe  the  power  and  authority  of  the 
(%air.  The  very  first  Besolution  throws 
a  grare  responsibility  upon  the  Speaker, 
aira  the  second  gives  him  power  oeyond 
dl  preeedoit,  having  regard  to  the 
masBer  in  which  the  Office  of  Speaker 
has  been  regarded  in  this  House  ia 
foimer-daya.  It  is  left  to  the  Speaker 
to  decide  wheth^  a  nutter  brought 
befcAB  this  Honse  is,  or  is  not,  one  of 
pibUc  importance ;  and  on  this  point  I 
need  hardly  say  that  a  matter  which  is 
of  vital  ioaportanee  in  the  mind  of  one 
man  may  appear  of  no  importance  to  the 
mmd  of  another.  It  is  proposed  to  leave 
tkb  qaeelion  ia  the  hands  of  a  single 
Membei^^the  Speaker— whose  position 
iathec^d  days  was  that  he  was  supposed 
to  have  no  opinion  upon  any  question 
discQSfted  ^  before  the  Chair  unless  the 
question  presented  itself  in  the  form 
of  requiring  him  to  give  a  casting 
vote.  Here  you  require  the  Speaker  to 
take  upon  himself  a  responsibility  which 
the  Hoose  has  always  properly  withheld 
from  him.  In  the  third  Kule,  you  pro* 
pose  to  give  the  Speaker  further  power 
to  deotde  upon  Questions  before  the 
House.  This  is  an  increase  of  the 
power  of  the  Chair  which  I  say  goes 
ia  direct  opposition  to  the  traditions  of 
the  Hoose.  There  was  a  time  when  the 
Spei^OBr  was  a  spy  on  the  House-^a  tool 
of  the  KisfT  &ii^  of  the  Qovemments  of 
&e  day^  Whether  wa  shall  ever  arrive 
at  a  state  <if  afiEatrs  when  the  Office 
of  Speaker  is  held  to  be  one  over  which 
the  €h)vemment  of  the  day  can  hold 
eoatrol,  I  do  net  know ;  but  certain  it  is 
that  many  of  these  Besolutians  go  to 
riaoe  the  control  and  influence  of  the 
SpealoBr  largely  in  the  hands  of  the 
Qovemment  of  the  day.  So  long  as  the 
(&air  is  filled  by  a  Speaker  worthy  of 
hisexalted  Office,  the  danger  of  this  will 
be  at  a  mimranm ;  but  I  do  not  think 
wecaabe  sore  that  an  absdutely  impar- 
tial Speaker  will  always  fill  this  Offioe; 
at  any  rate^  the  faot  that  the  powers  of 
the  Speaker  are  placed  at  the  will  of  the 
m^otiity  of  the  House  will  largely  nul- 


lify tiie  advantage  which  would  otherwise 
accrue  to  the  House  ftom  the  character 
of  the  Speaker.  You  are  placing  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government  of  the  day 
the  same  power  which  was  wielded  when 
the  Speakers  were  the  euemies  of  the 
Hoase ;  and  the  time  may  come  again 
when  the  Speaker  may,  as  the  servant 
of  the  majority  of  the  House,  cease  to 
be  the  champion  of  the  liberties  and 
traditions  of  this  Assembly.  One  of  the 
most  important  forms  of  your  Proeednre 
is  founded  on  a  jealousy  with  regard  to 
the  infiuence  of  the  Speaker.  I  refer  to 
the  form  of  constituting  the  Oomoiittee 
of  the  Whole  Hoase,  which  eaablad  the 
House  to  shut  the  Speaker  outside  the 
door,  and  enjoy  freedom  of  debate  in 
his  absence  in  a  manner  which,  nnder^ 
the  Speakers  I  have  referred  to,  was 
impossible.  There  is  another  proposed 
Buie,  the  fourth,  to  which  I  have  some 
objection  to  ofiFer.  Thai  Rule  provides 
for  an  adjournment  from  half-past  7  till  9: 
o'clock.  I  do  not  think  that  this  arrange- 
ment can  in  any  way  conduce  to  the  con- 
veaienoe  of  the  House  or  the  despatch  of 
Business;  because  although  there  are 
few  hon.  Memb^s  in  the  House  at  the 
hour  in  question,  yet  the  few  are  gene* 
rally  desirous  of  making  speeches  which 
they  would  perhaps  not  have  an  oppor- 
tonity  of  delivering  at  another  time.  I 
venture  to  say,  with  regard  to  those  hon  • 
Members  who  occupy  these  Beaches  at 
the  time  of  the  proposed  interval,  that^ 
the  great  majority  would  prefer  to  re- 
main here  and  deliver  their  speeches  on 
the  subjects  under  discussion «  For  this 
reason  I  think  the  House  would  make  a 
mistake  ia  adopting  the  Eule.  These 
are,  I  think,  all  the  observations  which 
occur  to  me  at  the  present  stage  of  this 
Business ;  but  I  may  also  notice  one  of 
the  phrases  made  use  of,  if  not  in  the 
proposed  Hules»  at  least,  in  the  Standing 
Orders;  and  that  is  the  phrase  *'The 
evident  sense  of  the  House/'  The  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House,  to  my  mind,  is 
only  another  name  for  the  evident  sense 
of  the  majority ;  and  I  say  that  to  pro- 
pose to  provoke  the  action  of  the  Chair 
on  the  supposed  evident  sense  of  the 
Home  is  a  most  arbitrary  proceed- 
ing, int^ided  to  doak  an  action  which, 
<^  under  another  name,  would  certainly 
not  smell  so  sweet." 

Mb.  OHAIG-SELLAB  (Lanarkshire^ 
Fartidi) :  I  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Qeatleman  the  lirst  Lord  of  the  Trea-. 
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lary  <Mr.  W.  H.  Snii*)  that  the  fewer 
speeehea  that  a»6  made  upon  tihe  gene* 
rai  sftihject,  and  the  shorter  the  speeches 
are,  lOie  sooner  we  shiill  get  to  the  real 
Business  belore  the  House.  But  I  ren- 
turO)  a9  one  who  hcas  giren  mnoh  atten- 
tnm '  to!  the  queetion .  of  Procedure  in 
its  different  aspects,  and  ad  one  who 
had  ^le  honour  of  being  a  lienrber 
of  the  Seleel  OomnQittee  \^ich  sat  last 
year  to  consider  the  question  of  Fro- 
oednre,  to  offer  a  few  obsevvations  to  the 
House.  Two  prinoipal  objections  hare 
been  taken  to«night  to  the  plan  which  is 
now  belore  us;  These  obiections  were 
■tated  with  great- force  by  the  ri^t  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) ;  and  they  were 
echoed  with,  perhaps,  no  less  force,  but 
leertAinly  wHh  more  solemnity,  by  the 
hon.  Oentletnan  the  Member  for  Bed- 
fwd  (Mr.  Wbitbread).  The  objections 
against  the  scheme  are  that  it  does 
not  adequately  earry  oat  the  princi- 
ple of  devioltttion  of  the  Bnsinees  of 
the  House;  and  that  by  the  new  pro- 
posak  with  regard  to  closure  delicate 
and  difficult  duties  are  thrown  upon  the 
Speaker.  With  regard  to  the  first  of 
these  obfections^-naznely,  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Select  Commfttee  to  divide 
the  whole  of  the  670  Members  into 
four  or  five  Grand  Oommittees,  has 
not  been  carried  out.  I  am  much  in 
agreement  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  B.  G-Iadstone)  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread).  I  regret 
exceedingly  that  the  Government  have 
not  seen  their  way  to  propose  this  Ses- 
sion that  effect  be  given  to  the  reoom- 
mendalion  of  the  ^lect  Committee  in 
this  respeet.  At  the  same  time,  I  ac- 
knowledge that  there  Sfre  very  grave 
and  serious  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
earrying  out  this  proposal  at  once. 
There  is,  in  the  first  place,  a  phy- 
sioal  objection  to  the  appointment  of 
Grand  Clommittees.  If  the  House  were 
divided  into  Grand  Committees,  it  would 
mean  that  160  Members  of  the  House 
should  sit  together  in  the  Committee 
stage  on  the  different  Bills.  It  is  said 
^ere  is  no  adequate  accommodation  in 
the  House  for  so  large  a  Committee  as 
160;  but  I  cannot  think  that  is  a  very 
serious  difficulty.  I  should  have  thought 
that  by  the  simple  process  of  knocking 
two  of  <^e  present  Committee  Booms 
iirto  one  that  difficulty  might  be  over- 
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ceme.  Then  ft  has  been  objected  that 
there  would  be  some  difficulty  in  get' 
ting  competent  Chairmen  to  preside 
over  the  deliberations  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittees. I  cannot  imagine  that  theHouee 
of  Oommons  is  so  barren  of  capable  men 
that  four  or  five  men  could  not  be  found 
to  preside  efficiently  over  the  Cotnmil- 
tees.  No  difficulty  was  experienced  in 
getting  competent  Chairmen  for  the 
Grand  Committees  on  Law  and  Trade 
which  sat  some  time  ago.  Another  ob- 
jection is  that  it  might  not  be  satisfac- 
tory to  the  public  if  the  Committee  stage 
of  impottant  Bills  were  considered  by  a 
portion  of  the  House  even  if  it  were  a 
fourth  or  fifth  of  the  House.  Now,  any- 
one who  knows  the  practice  in  this  House 
knows  that  very  often  important  Bills 
are  carried  through  Committee  When 
there  are  40  or  50  Members  present. 
A  larger  number  perhaps  may  come  in 
for  Divisions ;  but  it  is  well  known  that 
the  real  work  of  Committee  is  discharged 
by  a  much  smaller  number  than  a  fourth 
or  fifth  of  the  House,  consisting  generally 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  interested  in  the  Bill 
under  consideration.  Another  objection 
— and  a  very  grave  objection — is  that 
there  might  be  more  scope  for  an  in- 
sidious form  of  obstruction  in  the  Stand- 
ing Committees  than  there  would  be  in 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  or 
in  the  House  itself.  It  is  said  that 
whe^e  there  is  not  publicity,  scope  is 
given  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  wish  to 
obstruct  Business.  My  experience  does 
not  quite  bear  out  that  view.  No  doubt 
in  the  Commfttee  on  Law  there  was  at 
one  time  serious  obstruction,  and  one 
or  two— certainly  one  important  Bill 
was  defeated  by  the  tactics  resorted  to 
by  some  hon.  Gentlemen.  But  in  tlie 
Grand  Committee  on  Trade  there  was 
no  obstruction  ;  and  in  the  Conuuittee  on 
Procedure,  which  was  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee in  a  sense,  there  were  no  obstruc- 
tive tactics  of  any  kind.  Though  no  one 
of  these  objections  is  insurmountable  in 
itself,  I  quite  see  that  all  these  difficulties 
may  have  impressed  themselves  upon  the 
Government,  and  that  the  Government 
may  have  said  *^  these  difficulties  in  the 
aggregate  amount  to  such  a  difficulty 
that  it  is  impossible  in  this  Session  of 
Parliament  to  carry  so  great  a  change 
as  is  proposed  with  regard  to  the  de- 
volution of  the  Business  in  Committees, 
and  therefore  let  us  pass  these  Bules 
now,  and  divide  the  House  into  Oom- 
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nutiees  io  another  Session  if  Buoh  a 
change  is  then  thought  necessary/' 
There  is  another  difficulty,  and,  per- 
haps^  this  one  may  ha?e  very  largely 
operated  with  the  Government.  The 
Committee  of  last  year  reported  that  if 
the  proposal  to  divide  t^ie  House  into 
Grand  Committees  vere  carried  out,  it 
would  be  essential  that  this  Houae 
eliould  be  relieved  of  the  work  done  by 
Private  Bill  Committees  at  the  present 
time.  The  Government  very  probably 
said  '*  let  us  clear  the  ground  with  re- 
gard to  Private  Bills  before  we  attempt 
to  divide  the  House  as  proposed  by  the 
Procedure  Committee."  Anyone  will 
see  at  once  that  it  is  impossible  to  divide 
the  House  into  Grand  Committoes,  and 
for  the  work  to  be  done  properly  so  long 
as  Private  Bill  Committees  exist.  It 
has  been  announced  in  Her  Hajest^y'a 
Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne  that 
the  Government  propose  to  introduce 
this  Session  a  Bill  to  deal  with  Private 
Bill  Committees.  I  think  we  may  as^ 
Bume  that  the  object  of  that  Bill  will  be 
to  relieve  this  House  of  work  which  is 
now  discharged  by  the  Committee.  If 
that  is  the  Government's  reason  for  not 
at  once  devolving  the  whole  Business  of 
the  House  upon  the  House  divided  into 
four  Grand  Committees,  it  seems  a  very 
fair  one.  I  am  not  here  to  defend  the 
Government  proposal,  but  if  the  Go- 
vernment's intention  is  what  I  assume 
it  to  be  I  do  not  think  we  shall  have 
any  cause  to  complain.  Kow»  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bed- 
ford (Mr.  Whitbread)  warned  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  House  in  the  most 
solemn  tone  against  what  is  proposed 
to  be  done  by  the  first  New  Bule — 

«<  That  at  any  time  alter  a  Queitioa  has  been 
proposed,  a  Motion  may  be  made,  if  the  eonsent 
of  tne  Cliair  has  been  previously  obtained '  that 
the  Qoestion  be  now  put.' " 

The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
seemed  to  consider  that  that  was  throw- 
ing a  very  onerous  and  delicate  and 
dangerous  duty  upon  the  Chair.  But 
surely  the  duty  of  stating  whether  it  is 
the  opinion  of  the  Chair  that  the  pro- 
posal made  by  an  hon.  Member  '^  that 
the  Queation  be  now  put/'  is  a  proper 
one  to  make  at  the  time  it  is  made,  is 
not  so  delicate  or  difficult  a  duty  as  that 
now  imposed  upon  the  Chair — namely. 
to  declare  that  it  is  the  evident  sense  of 
the  Honse  that  the  Question  be  now 
put.  It  bos  always  been  a  marvel  to 
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me  how  it  is  possible  for  the  Speaker 
to  know  what  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House  is,  when  perhaps  there  are  ooly 
30  or  40  hon.  Members  in  the  House, 
and  possibly  200  or  dOO  within  the 
precincts  of  the  House.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  duty  which  it  is  now  pro- 
posed to  take  away  from  the  Chair  it  of 
the  greatest  difficulty  and  delicacy; 
whereas  the  duty  proposed  to  be  im- 
posed upon  the  Speaker  of .  stating 
whether  or  not  he  considers  a  Motion 
should  now  be  put,  is  comparatively  very 
simple.  The  object  of  the  present  pro- 
posal is  to  prevent  an  hon.  Oentleman, 
or  hon.  Gentlemen,  at  the  very  begin- 
niog  of  a  debate,  or  at  short  intervak 
in  a  debate,  jumping  up  and  moving 
that  the  Question  be  now  put ;  it  is 
really  to  prevent  frivdons  Motions  of 
that  kind.  It  is  much  better  for 'the 
House  and  the  Chair  that  the  initiative 
of  moving  the  desUre  of  a  debate  should 
be  taken  from  the  Chair.  I  should  have 
thought  we  would  all  agree  upon  that 
point*  I  can  understand  that  there  will 
be  great  divergence  of  opinion  upon  the 
concluding  portion  of  the  Bule— namalyi 
as  to  whe&er  there  should  be  200  Mem^ 
bars  in  favour  of  dosing  the  debate  if  there 
are  more  than  40  Members  against  it. 
I  have  always  been  strongly  in  favour  of 
closure  by  a  simple  majori^  If  w^ 
were  to  be  guided  by  the  Kulea  and 
Begulalions  of  Foreign  Legislaturee  we 
should  find  that  in  every  case  where  the 
closure  ezists^ezcept  in  Switzerland— 
dosure  is  adopted  by  a  simple  majority* 
I  know  that  is  the  case  in  Austria,  in 
France,  in  Gerifiany,  in  Holland,  in 
Belgium,  in  Denmark,  and  in  Italy; 
and  in  the  United  States  they  have  no 
dosure,  but  the  previous  question  is 
carried  by  a  bare  majority,  and  in  th# 
Legislature  there,  the  previous  question 
takes  the  place  of  the  closure  in  the 
other  countries  I  have  mentioned.  A 
Beport  has  been  laid  before  the  House 
as  to  the  practice  and  regulation  of 
Legidative  Assemblies  in  Foreign  Coun- 
tries ;  €md  in  that  Beport  there  are  given 
the  regulations  of  something  like  11 
Foreign  States  in  which  Bepresentative 
Institutions  prevail,  aud  in  every  one  of 
them — except  Switzerland — the  dosure 
is  carried  by  a  bare  m^ority.  In  Nor- 
way and  Sweden  and  Hungary  there  is 
no  dosure.  There  is  no  doubt  that  if 
we  do  not  now  adopt  the  closure  by  a 
bare  majority,  we  shall  have  to  do  so 
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bofore  trery  lonj^.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)  startled  the 
House  by  protesting^  in  the  strongest 
and  most  solemn  manner  against  intro- 
ducing the  closure  into  the  Proceedings 
of  Committees  of  this  House.  He  con- 
sidered it  would  be  monstrous  if  the 
clauses  of  a  Bill  were  subjected  to  the 
closure,  but  at  the  same  time  he  strongly 
advised  dividing  the  House  into  four 
Standing  Oommittees.  Surely  it  must 
occur  to  the  hon.  Member  that  if  we  have 
Grand  Oommittees  of  160  Members  and 
have  obstruction,  we  shall  require  the 
olosure  in  those  Oommittees  quite  as 
much  as  in  the  House  itself.  I  certainly 
hope  the  Government  will  adhere  to  its 
proposal  to  extend  the  closure  to  Oom* 
mitteee.  I  consider  that  the  proposed 
Bules  are  good,  and  I  trust  the  House 
will  be  able  to  agree  to  them  without 
much  discussion.  But  I  regret  the 
Bules  do  not  go  further  than  they  do.  I 
regret,  for  instance,  that  no  proposal  is 
made  with  regard  to  the  ^stem  of  in- 
terrogatiBg  Ministers.  A.  great  deal  of 
time  is  wasted  eveiy  afternoon  upon  the 
multitude  of  Questions  addressed  to 
Ministers.  I  have  always  thought  it 
would  be  very  easy  to  have  a  small 
Committee  to  consider  the  Questions  of 
whioh  Notice  is  given,  to  divide  them 
into  questions  whioh  are  purely  local, 
and  questions  which  are  of  Imperial  in- 
terest ;  and  that  the  questions  which  are 
purely  local  should  be  answered  in  ihe 
Departments  by  the  heads  of  Depart- 
ments ;  while  the  questions  of  Imperial 
concern  should  be  answered  in  the 
House.  I  regret  also  that  noising  has 
been  proposed  with  regard  to  the  system 
of  giving  precedence  or  priority  to 
Motions.  Amendments  have  been  put 
down  bearing  upon  the  point,  and  I  hope 
they  will  receive  favourable  considera* 
tion  by  the  House.  I  regret  that  no 
proposal  is  made  to  limit  the  length  of 
speeches  in  the  House.  I  am  glad  to 
see  that  there  is  a  likelihood  of  the 
matter  being  considered,  Amendments 
bearing  upon  it  have  having  been  put 
on  the  Paper.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  was  good  enough  to 
refer  to  Amendments  of  which  I  have 
given  Notice,  having  for  their  object 
the  extension  of  the  time  of  sitting 
in  excepticmal  circumstances — ^in  other 
words,  the  suspension  of  the  half-past 
12  o'clock  Bule  in  face  of  emergency. 
When  the  Besolution  comes  up  for  con^ 
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■ideration,  I  hope  to  be  able  to  make  an 
adequate  defence  of  my  proposal.  At 
the  present  moment  the  House  is  per- 
fectly competent  to  suspend  any  of  its 
Bules,  but  it  can  only  do  so  after  debate. 
The  gist  oi  my  proposal  is  that  when  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  wishes  to  extend 
the  half-past  1 2  o'clock  Bole,  he  should 
be  able  to  make  a  Motion  to  that 
effect,  due  notice  having  been  glven^ 
and  that  the  Motion  should  be  put  with* 
out  discussion.  If,  under  these  Kules,  wo 
are  able  to  carry  out  an  effective  system 
of  closure ;  if  we  are  able  to  alter  the 
hours  of  sitting  so  that  the  Business  of 
the  Country  shall  be  done  in  the  middle 
of  the  day  and  not  in  the  middle  of  the 
night;  and  if,  finally,  we  succeed  this 
Session  in  relieving  the  House  of  the 
burden  that  is  entailed  upon  it  by  Pri- 
vate Bill  Committees,  we  shall  have  done 
veiy  useful  work,  and  -we  shall  have 
taken  three  long  steps  towards  giving 
the  House  of  Commons  a  great  chance 
of  re-instating  itself  in  the  confidence  of 
the  country. 

Mb.  salt  (Stafford) :  The  Govern- 
ment is  responsible  for  the  management 
and  order  of  debates  in  this  House,  and 
when  they  find  it  necessary  to  put  before 
the  House  a  number  of  Bules  and 
Amendments  upon  the  existing  Proce^ 
dure  of  the  House,  we  are  bound  to  re- 
ceive the  suggestions  with  considerable 
sympathy,  l^ere  is  some  difference 
between  this  Amendment  of  the  Hulea 
and  that  proposed  in  1682.  In  1882, 
the  House  was  so  accustomed  to  its  old 
Procedure  that  hon.  Members  naturally 
shrunk  from  adopting  hard  and  fast 
Bules  proposed  for  the  first  time ;  but  I 
think  that  now  we  can  calmly  and  coolly 
consider  the  proposals  pot  before  us 
whetiier  these  Bules  are  exactly  wbat 
each  of  us  would  desire  or  not.  I  hope 
we  shall,  as  f^r  as  possible,  make  them 
perfect  for  die  object  they  have  to 
attain,  and  not  expect  Bules  of  Proce- 
dure from  time  to  time — because  nothing 
would  be  more  dangerous  than  an  annual 
meddling  with  the  mode  of  transacting 
the  Business  of  the  House.  After  all, 
we  must  acknowledge  that  the  present 
House  of  Commons  is  very  different  to 
the  House  of  Commons  of  a  generation 
ago.  There  is  now  much  more  talk  than 
formerly.  There  is  more  talk  because 
there  is  much  more  necessily  f^  talking. 
The  constituencies  which  return  hon. 
Members  to  Parliament  expect  a  great 
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deal  more  than  eonstitoencies  did  a 
generation  ago ;  besides^  I  do  not  believe 
tkat  the  6xee86i?e  talk  which  is  com* 
plained  of  is  altogether  an  evil.  Now, 
in  the  consideration  of  th^se  Bules,  I  feel 
we  most  be  guided  by  two  prinoiples. 
First  of  all,  I  am  of  opinion  that  Tery 
great  power  must  be  giyen  to  the  Ohair. 
We  moat  trust  the  Chair,  and  the  Ohair 
muathave  great  power.  We  must  re- 
number that  the  Speaker  is  perfectly 
indepeiLdent,  responsible  for  his  actions 
to  the  House,  and  carefully  selected  by 
the  vote  of  the  mtgority  of  the  House. 
There  is  no  question,  as  in  olden  dajrs,  of 
outside  influence.  The  second  principle 
by  which  we  ought  to  be  guided  is  that 
m  dealing  with  any  Tiolence  against  the 
decorum  and  order  of  debate  we  should 
endearoar  to  deal  with  indiriduais  and 
not  with  the  House  itself.  If  any  person 
examines  the  old  Orders  and  Oaetoms  of 
the  Hoose  he  will  And  that  the  great 
point  aimed  at  in  them  was  to  maintain 
the  power  of  the  House  itself  and  the 
liberties  of  minorities,  while  dealing  out 
very  strict  and  condign  punishment  upon 
the  indiTidttal  Members  Ticdatiag  the 
order  and  decorum  of  debate.  I  do  not 
want  to  go  too  much  into  details  now, 
bat  there  are  one  or  two  points  upon 
which  I  should  like  to  touch.  There  is 
very  much  to  be  said  in  ^vour  of  the 
establishment  of  Grand  Committees  or 
large  Oommittees,  but  we  must  be  care- 
ful in  oonsidering  our  ground  before  we 
embark  in  them.  There  are  great  difi* 
oulties  in  the  way  of  Grand  Committees. 
There  is  the  physical  difficulty  of  finding 
sufficient  men.  Hon.  Members  of  the 
House  have  a  great  deal  of  work  to  do. 
Besidea  tho  consideration  of  Private 
BtUsy  the  Public  Committees^of  which 
thefo  are  each  Session  a  great  number— 
kave  k>  be  dealt  with  by  men  experienced 
in  Ae  Forms  of  the  House,  and  accuse 
temed  to  Business.  There  is,  too,  the 
-woric  of  the  House  itself,  besides  which 
many  hon.  Members  have,  during 
the  day,  to  transact  their  private  busi* 
ness.  I  do  not  say  you  cannot  find  a 
suffieient  number  of  men  to  attend  Grand 
Oommittees ;  but  I  think  any  one  of  the 
hon«  Members  of  the  Selection  Oom- 
ttittee  will  confirm  me  in  what  I  have 
nid  ae  to  the  dilficulty  of  finding  a 
lofieieiit  number  d  suitable  men  to 
serveottauimportaBtOommittee.  There 
is  another  point  with  regard  to  la^e 
(Jbauoitteea  wbioh  is  wc^hy  of  atten- 


tion. It  is,  no  doubt,  true  that  the 
Committee  stages  of  important  Bills 
are  considered  by  10,  20,  SO,  or  40 
Members;  but  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  these  are  the  very  men  who 
know  all  about  the  subject  under  dis- 
cussion. If  you  come  to  divide  the 
House  into  Isrge  or  Grand  OommitteeB, 
are  yon  quite  sure  you  can  obtain  the 
services  of  the  men  who  are  the  best 
fitted  to  discuss  the  subjects  brought 
forward  ?  In  one  case,  you  do  the  work 
well,  and  get  the  confidence  of  the 
public;  in  the  other  esse,  you  run  a 
great  risk  of  doing  neither.  There  is  a 
third  point  with  regard  to  Grand  Oom^ 
mittees  which  must  not  be  altogether 
lost  sight  of,  and  it  is  this — that  it  is 
possible  some  day  that  the  Grand  Com* 
mittees  may  come  into  very  serious 
collision  with  the  House,  and  that  would 
lead  to  a  very  awkwin^  block  which 
none  of  us  wkh  to  see.  The  subject  of 
Questions  has  been  raised  in  the  course 
of  the  debate.  My  view  is  that  we  must 
be  very  indulgent  with  Questions.  Ques* 
tions  are  a  sort  of  safety  valve ;  they  are 
a  safety  valve  for  the  public  and  for  hon. 
Members  theouelves.  Duriog  the  last 
few  years  the  time  at  the  disposal  of 
private  Members  has  been  seriously 
curtailed;  therefore,  iio  one  need  be 
surprised  if  hon.  Members  run  riot 
somewhat  in  Questions.  At  the  same 
time,  some  Begulations  might  be  use- 
fully introduced  into  these  Bules  with 
regard  to  Questions.  A  Question  should 
really  be  a  Question,  and  not  an  in* 
teresting  little  narrative  about  some* 
thing  which  hon.  Members  of  the  House 
have  been  fully  informed  of  before,  as 
is  often  the  case  now.  It  is  sugfgested 
that  there  should  be  a  considerable 
alteration  in  the  hours  of  debate.  I 
must  say  I  look  upon  this  as  a  great  ex* 
psriment ;  indeed,  it  appears  to  me  we 
shall  really,  by  the  change  of  hours, 
give  the  talkative  Members  ail  the  more 
opportunities  of  talking  Questions  out. 
By  the  suspension  of  Business  at  the 
dinner  hour  there  will  be  two  opportuni* 
ties  in  one  day  of  talking  a  Question  out. 
The  FIHST  LORD  of  the  TREA* 
8UBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
I  Westminster) :  Perhaps  it  is  as  well  I 
dionld  say  that  the  proposal  is,  that  at 
half-past  7  o'clock  ihe  Sitting  tkovld  be 
suspended,  and  that  the  debate  should  be 
'  oontiuned  upon  the  re«assembling  of  the 
!  House. 
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Me.  SALT:  I  stand  conrected,  bnt 
fitill  I  eaanot  help  thinking  that  the 
Buspension  for  the  dinner  hour  would 
afford  an  opportunity  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  talk  on  %  Questicmy  which  is 
Terj  like  talking  it  out,  and  he  will 
return  refreshed  and  invigorated  after 
the  dinner  hour,  supported  by  his 
Friends,  to  continue  the  talk  till  the 
closing  hour  at  12  or  12.30.  I  should 
like  to  see  some  larger  alterations  in 
the  proposed  Bules  Tnth  regard  to  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne.  I  think  we 
might  hare  a  very  short  debate,  only 
allowing  Amendments  upon  very  im- 
portant subjects.  By  the  Amendment 
which  stands  in  my  name,  I  faatre  en- 
deaTOured  to  throw  into  words  what  I 
b^eve  has  been  the  practice  of  the 
House  for  many  years ;  and  I  should  be 
Tery  glad  if  that  Amendment,  or  some 
Amendment  of  the  kind,  should  find 
favovr  with  the  Gtovemment  and  the 
House.  I  will  not  detain  the  House 
longer.  I  think,  in  many  respects,  the 
Bules  presented  suggest  a  eonstderable 
improvement  in  our  Procedure;  and  I 
trust  that  we  shall  turn  to  their  con- 
sideration in  a  friendly  and  non-Party 
roirit. 

Mb.  HENEAQE  (Great  Grimsby):  I 
quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Btaffbrd  (Mr.  Salt),  that  ire  ought  to 
approach  the  consideration  of  those 
Bules  in  a  friendly  and  non^  Party 
spirit*  Private  Members  are  far  more 
interested  in  these  Bnles  than  the  hon. 
Members  of  either  of  the  Front  Ben^es ; 
and  I  confess  I  should  have  been  g^ad 
had  the  Gtyremment  seen  their  way  to 
lay  before  the  House  the  Bules  as  tiiey 
came  ftom  the  Oommittee  wbieh  sat  last 
year,  in  order  that  they  might  have  had 
no  Party  complexion  about  them.  With 
regard  to  the  closure,  I  have  always  felt 
that  the  present  Bule  was  most  unfair, 
because  it  threw  very  great  responsi- 
bility upon  the  Speaker ;  and  I  am  giad 
to  see  that  in  these  Bales  the  Ohair  has 
been  deprived  of  the  initiative.  As  to 
tho  majority  by  which  the  Beaolution  for 
the  closure  should  be  passed,  I  think  it 
should  be  a  majority,  though  an  appre- 
ciable majority^not  a  majority  of  one 
or  two  or  three  in  a  large  House.  Per- 
haps if  three-fifths  of  those  present  voted 
in  favour  of  dosure,  that  would  be 
ample.  You  may  depend  upon  it  that 
the  cloture  will  never  be  put  in  force 
unless  there  is  a  sensible  majority  in 


favour  of  it.  I  have  always  had  a  very 
strong  objection  to  the  Bule  providing 
that  a  Motion  for  the  Adjournm^it  of 
the  House  must  be  supported  by  40 
Members  on  the  ground  that  it  relieves 
hon.  Members  of  individual  responsi- 
bility, whilst  depriving  the  House  of 
any  voice  on  the  quesiioa  of  urgea^. 
As  to  the  alteration  in  the  teur  of 
meeting,  I  very  mudi  incline  to  8  o'clock 
as  against  2,  I  do  not  at  all  agvee 
that  the  i^uiestion  of  the  time  of  meet- 
ing  is  one  for  lawyers  and  men  of  busi- 
ness in  London  only ;  those  hon*  Mem- 
bers who  have  much  oorrespondence 
and  are  required  to  travel  frequently 
to  and  from  the  country,  are  greatly 
concerned  in  it.  A  great  deal  of  time 
might  be  saved  if  the  House  would  go 
to  work  directly  it  meets,  instead  of 
wasting^  as  very  often  happens,  half  or 
three  -  quarters  of  an  hour  between 
prayers  and  half-past  4.  But  I  rose 
partieulaily  to  refer  to  the  queetioii  of 
the  debate  on  the  Address,  and  that  of 
the  devolution  of  the  Bnsiness  ot  the 
Houses  Everyone  will  agree  it  is  most 
desirable  that  the  debate  on  the  Address 
in  reply  to  ike  Speech  from  the.Thsone 
should  be  shortened.  If  you  ase  to 
shorten  it,  you  must  do  so  by  remofing 
all  controversial  matter  from  it.  What 
I  suggest  is,  that  only  the  first  and  Itmt 
paragraphs  of  the  Speech  should  form 
the  Addlress ;  that,  in  fact,  the  Address 
should  simply  be  a  dutiful  Md  loyal  Vote 
of  Thanks  to  HerMajesty>  accompanied 
by  a  promise  on  the  part  of  the  House 
that  they  will  take  all  questioBs  laid 
before  them  into  consideration.  I  sug- 
gest, too,  that  the  only  Amendment 
that  should  be  permitted  to  tihe  Address 
should  be  a  direct  negative,  which 
would  amount  to  a  Yote  of  Confideaee 
in  the  Government.  In  this  way  the 
Address  might  be  got  tlirough  in  three 
nights  at  most  U  is  said  that  would 
greatiy  reduce  the  rights  of  private 
Members.  That  I  entirely  deny.  No 
one  would  be  better  off  than  piivate 
Members  by  the  shortening  of  the  debate 
on  the  Address.  This  year,  in  fact,  by 
the  prolongation  of  the  debe^O)  private 
Members  £ave  lost  nine  nightSi  or  three 
Tuesdays,  three  Wednesdays,  and  three 
Fridays.  The  Gbverament  have  lost 
six  nights,  which  they  might  have  used 
in  taking  Government  Businese.  The 
same  thing  has  happened  in  previous 
years^  and,  as  a  consequence^  tlu^t  eaiply 


Digitized  by  V3^\JV  IC 


%z$ 


(Ituhs  ^f  i t'EB^UAKY  2l,  18^7  } 


hroeeifwre). 


izi 


in  the  year  the  Qovernment  have  oome 
down  and  asked  private  Membora  for 
their  time.  Now,  upon  the  question  of 
Committees,  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mp.  W.  H.  Smith),  that  the 
House  would  put  less  faith  in  the  oon- 
^sions  of  Committees  chosen  in  aocord- 
anoe  with  tiie  proposition  of  the  Select 
Committee  last  je&r  than  in  those  of  the 
Grand  Oommlttees  such  as  were  formeiiy 
appoittted.  The  proposition  of  the  Oom- 
'  mitte^  of  last  yearwas  to  divide  Uie  House 
int^y  four  or  five  Grand  Committees,  con- 
sistmg'  of  from  140  to  160  Members 
eai^.  As  has  been  already  said,  the 
Grand  Cmnmittee  on  Trade  did  their 
work  uneommoniy  well;  but  notihing 
eould  have  been  worse  than  the  way  the 
Grand  Committee  on  Law  did  its  work. 
If  the  House  agreed  with  the  Gbvern- 
ment  in  reviving  these  two  Grand 
Committees,  I  ^ould  certainly  protett 
agaiiMt  a  t^rd  being  appointed  for 
i^^ooltare.  The  most  important  ques- 
tions of  ttgrie«ilture  really  affect  trade.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  be  wtUiag  to  have  a  Eatlway 
Bates  Bill  sent  to  an  Agricultural  Com* 
mitCee  ?  They  would  send  it  to  a  Com- 
nuttee  on  Trade.  Would  they  like  a 
Land  Beform  Bill  to  be  sent  to  an  Agri- 
cultural Committee  ?  They  would  have 
sent  H  to  a  Ijaw  Committee.  There  is 
no  qoestion  of  a  purely  agricultural 
nature  which  cannot  be  properly  dealt 
with  by  a  Select  Committee,  or  by  a 
Hybrid  Committee.  I  prefer,  however, 
a  nuttber  of  Publio  Cbmmittees  to  deal 
with  any  Bills  sent  to  them  with  the 
removal  of  all  Private  Bill  legislation 
froim  Westminster.  I  have  made  these 
remarks  because  I  have  Amendments 
en  the  Paper  in  accordance  with  the 
▼lews  i  have  expressed.  I  have  no  wish 
\»  pat  forward  my  Amendments  in  a 
factiotia  spirit;  but  I  believe  they  will 
receire  considerable  support  in  the 
House. 

yt%.  BATHBONB  (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon)  I  Though  the  question  of  recover- 
ing for  Parliament  control  over  its  own 
prooeedings  is  the  question  prominently 
Wore  the  House  at  present,  it  is  by  no 
means  the  most  important  point  which 
we  have  now  to eoneider.  We  must  look, 
not  merely  to  the  possibility  of  passing 
mBasures  tiirough  the  House  of  Com- 
mons,  but  to  the  importance  of  passing 
Ami  ia  eii^  a  form  that  they  will  worir. 


and  accomplish  the  object  which  we  have 
in  view;  and  to  secure  this  end,  hardly 
anything  that  we  could  desire  would  be 
likely  to  be  attended  with  better  results 
than  a  proper  division  of  labour  in  the 
Business  of  the  House.  This  is  a  most 
inlportant  matter ;  but  it  has  been  sadly 
neglected  in  late  years.  I  regret 
extremely  that  the  Government  in  their 
present  proposals  have  not  thought  tit  to 
go  as  fkr  in  this  direction  as  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee  of  last 
Session*  I  believe  that  it  would  be  a 
wiser  course  to  go  even  f urtiier  in  the 
direction  of  a  system  of  division  of  labour 
by  the  adoption  of  Grand  Oemmitteee. 
Anyone  who  has  watched  with  praotioal 
interest  the  work  of  legislatioa  of  late 
years  cannot  £ail  to  aeree,  in  a  great 
measure,  with  the  eondemnation  which 
has  been  heaped  on  Acts  of  Pariiament 
by  the  Judges  who  have  to  interpret  and 
administrate  them.  Very  oftea  the 
defects  and  confusion  which  have  called 
forth  the  unfavourable  remarks  of  the 
Judges  have  resulted  from  Amendments 
hurriedly  introduced  in  Committees-^ 
often  made  by  h(m.  Members  who  have 
not  even  taken  the  trouble  to  listen  to 
the  debate,  and  sometimes  accepted  by 
the  Ministers  or  Members  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  to  save  time ;  for  of  course  they 
could  not  be  expected  to  foresee  that 
Amendments  of  tibe  kind  would  not  work 
with  pre^existrag  legislation  on  the  same 
subject.  But,  now,  a  very  important 
poHtical  reason  has  sprung  up  for  in- 
creasing the  number  of  these  Grand 
Committees.  I  believe  it  is  the  only  way 
to  prevent  this  country  being  split  up 
into  provinces,  which  I,  for  one,  should 
deeply  deplore.  A  long  course  of  neglect 
and  mismaliagement  and  ignorance  of 
Ireland  en  the  part  of  this  country  has 
made  it  necessary  in  the  opinion  of  a 
large  number  of  hon.  Members  of  this 
House,  that  a  certsin  amount  of  legisla- 
tive independence  should  be  given  to  Ire- 
land. I  believe  the  necessity  for  this 
might  have  been  prevented  if  a  very 
statesmanlike  proposal  made  in  the 
Basiness  of  the  House's  Committee  in 
1874  bv  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  had  been  adopted.  He  pro- 
posed that  there  should  be  a  Standing 
Committee — including  all  Irish  Members 
—to  deal  with  Irish  Business.  Now,  I 
believe  that  it  would  be  a  great  im- 
poverishment of  the  political  life  of 
England,  Wales^  and  Scotland — I  be- 
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lieve  that  it  would  add  to  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  three  countries,  and  diminish 
their  material  prosperity,  if  any  separa- 
tion similar  to  that  now  proposed  for 
Ireland  were  to  be  carried  out ;  and  all 
that  I  belieye  is  necessary  to  prevent  it, 
is  the  adoption  of  the  suggestion  made 
for  Ireland  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Famell),  and  I  may  also  mention, 
independently  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Central  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Bright).  By  the  adoption,  in  the 
case  of  Ireland,  of  such  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee, the  dangerous  delay  in  passing 
remedial  measures  for  that  country 
might  have  been  avoided,  and  much  that 
is  difficult  in  the  present  state  of  Ireland 
might  have  been  removed  at  the  outset. 
TJiiis  is  no  theoretical  proposal.  The 
Scotch  Members  for  years  used  to  form 
themselves  into  such  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee; and  the  consequence  is  that 
in  many  practical  matters,  legislation 
for  Scotland  is  years  and  years  in 
advance  of  the  requirements  for  En, 
land,  Wales,  or  for  Ireland 
too  much  to  ask  that  that  which  has 
been  proved  to  be  a  practical  and  suc- 
cessful way  of  managing  Business  should 
be  adopted  by  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
It  would  be  easy  to  show,  if  it  would 
not  weary  the  House,  how,  if  such  a 
system  had  been  adopted  for  Ireland 
years  and  years  ago,  the  defects  which 
existed  in  the  first,  second,  and  third 
Irish  Land  Bills  would  have  been  cor- 
rected in  time  before  they  became  sources 
of  discontent  and,  too  often,  outrage. 
Take  the  second  Land  Bill  alone —that 
of  1870.  By  a  defect  unforeseen  by  any- 
one in  that  measure,  the  grasping,  un- 
principled landlord  could,  by  gradually 
raising  the  rent  in  good  times,  gradually 
confiscate  the  property  in  tenant-right 
which  the  law  had  sought  to  secure  to 
the  tenant.  If  such  a  Committee  as  has 
been  proposed  had  been  sitting'— an 
Irish  Grand  Committee  —  would  not  a 
single  Session  have  removed  this  griev- 
ance which  unsettled  the  confidence  of 
the  whole  Irish  tenantry  in  the  Irish 
Land  Bill  of  1870  ?  But  I  need  hardly 
argue  the  question.  Does  it  not  stand 
to  common  sense  that  the  Welsh  Ke- 
presentatives  are  more  likely  to  discuss 
the  measures  exclusively  pertaining  to 
Wales  with  interest  and  knowledge  and 
information  and  sound  judgment  than 
Members  for  distant  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, who    have,    perhaps,    no   inverest 
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whatever  in  the  matter;  and,  Moreover, 
what  fair  chance  have  the  smaller  coun- 
tries at  present  of  obtaining  their  fair 
share  of  the  attention  of  Parliament? 
I  believe  these  Grand  Committees  would 
be  stronger  if,  say  for  Wales,  they  con- 
sisted, in  addition  to  the  30  Welsh 
Members,  of  20  Members  added  by  the 
Committee  of  Sdection,  as  the  presence 
of  the  latter  in  the  House  of  Commons 
would  lend  support  to  the  Beport  when 
it  came  back,  and — being  chosen  as  men 
of  influence  in  the  House  of  Commons 
— they  would  aid  very  much  in  prevent- 
ing Bills  being  drawn  without  reference 
to  the  general  interests  of  the  community. 
But  this  is  a  matter  of  detail  which  I 
need  not  discuss  here.  In  any  case, 
such  a  Committee  would,  I  believe,  pre- 
vent the  growing  feeling  of  discontent 
on  the  part  of  Scotland  and  of  Wales 
with  the  way  in  which  Scotch  and  Welsh 
interests  are  postponed ;  and  unite  in  a 
firmer  union  the  three  countries,  whose 
very  differences  of  character  peculiarly 
qualify  them,  I  believe,  to  assist  and 
strengthen  one  another. 

Mr.  AETHUK  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gal,  E.) :  A  great  many  hon.  Members 
must  feel  that  the  conditions  under 
which  the  present  discussion  is  being 
carried  on  are  exceedingly  unsatisfac- 
tory. We  are,  as  it  were,  discussing  in 
Committee  what  has  not  been  treated  to 
the  second  reading  stage  at  all,  and  we 
are  experiencing  those  disadvantages 
which  for  sever^  years  have  been  felt 
with  regard  to  the  Army  and  Navy  Esti- 
mates; when,  upon  the  first  vote  in  either 
of  those  Estimates,  a  general  discussion 
is  taken  in  Committee  instead  of  being 
taken  while  the  Speaker  is  in  the  Chair, 
with  the  consequence  that  thediscussion 
necessarily  obtains  a  character  of  an  un- 
satisfactory, indefinite,  almost  a  pur- 
poseless, and  certainly  an  unpractical 
kind.  It  is  difficult  to  see  what  could 
be  the  issue  of  any  objection  to  the 
general  policy  of  the  Government  as 
shadowed  forth  in  these  Besolutions. 
Though  we  may  be  allowed  a  certain 
amount  of  latitude  in  discussing  the 
general  view  of  the  Gbvemment  as  em- 
bodied in  these  Bules,  we  are  technically 
discussing  one  of  the  Eules  upon  which 
it  is  impossible  to  take  a  general  issue. 
Now,  the  Bules  of  Procedure  in  an  As- 
sembly which  has  a  history  extending 
through  several  centuries  msy  primdfacie 
be  taken  to  be  such  as  are  best  adapted 
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ibr  tbe  deraatch  of  work ;  and  I  should 
l>e  dispoeea  to  doubt  very  much  whether 
any  tinkering  which  may  be  attempted 
BOW  in  a  hurry,  under  the  Eule  of 
Urgency,  is  likely  to  be  of  acj^  perma- 
nent use.  I  very  much  doubt  either  the 
advisability  or  the  use  in  any  way  either 
of  theee  Bules,  or  of  any  other  new  Bules 
which  would  substantially  interfere  with 
the  recognized  and  established  Proce- 
dure in  this  House.  I  shoidd  have 
thought  Government  would  have  con- 
aidered  it  incumbent  upon  them,  when 
laying  the  present  proposals  before  the 
House,  to  explain  clearly  and  fully  what 
is  the  mischief  which  they  propose  to 
deal  with.  Where  is  the  disadvantage, 
or  the  inconvenience,  or  the  evil  under 
which  this  House  is  supposed  to  be  suf- 
fering^? I  am  perfectly  free  to  admit 
that  m  the  air  there  is  a  general  sense 
of  dissatisfaction  at  the  way  in  which 
Business  is  conducted  in  this  House. 
There  are  rumours  of  waste  of  time; 
there  are  complaints    about    the  con- 

gisted  state  of  the  Business  of  the 
ouse;  and  there  are  multiplied  sug- 
gestions from  all  quarters,  some  quali- 
fied and  others  not,  as  to  what  is  to  be 
done  to  remedy  the  mischief  which  ex- 
ists. But  I  should  have  liked  to  have 
heard  from  a  responsible  Minister,  or 
from  anybody  who  has  a  character 
to  lose  with  regard  to  Parliamentary 
Procedure,  what  is  the  mischief  it  is 
proposed  to  deal  with.  We  are  told 
that  the  House  sits  for  a  great  many 
months  ip  one  year,  and  for  many  times 
a  day,  and  produces  little;  but  the 
House  has  not  sat  of  late  years  so  many 
months,  or  so  late  at  night,  as  it  sat  50 
years  ago.  In  the  years  1831  and  1832, 
the  sittings  of  the  House  after  midnight 
were  considered  more  prolonged  than 
anything  we  have  experienced  during 
the  50  years  that  have  succeeded.  Only 
in  one  single  year  in  recent  times  has 
the  length  of  the  sittings  of  the  period 
to  which  I  refer  been  exceeded.  Under  j 
these  circumstances  it  is  rather  hard  to 
be  expected  that  we  should  admit  that 
the  time  of  the  House  is  taken  up  with 
prolonged  sittings  which  produce  no- 
thing. Do  they  produce  nothing  ?  | 
Weu,  Sir,  anyone  who  sat  through  last  i 
Parh'ament — I  put  it  to  any  lawyer  who  ! 
is  conversant  with  the  Acts  which  were 
passed  in  the  last  Parliament — I  put  it 
to  anyone  to  say  whether  the  time  of 
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the  last  Parliament  was  really  wasted. 
Why,  some  of  the  most  useful  Acts  that 
ever  have  been  put  on  the  Statute  Book 
were  put  upon  it  in  that  Parliament  of 
1 880.  I  see  the  Solicitor  General  shaking 
his  head,  but  I  suppose  he  will  admit 
that  the  Conveyancing  Act  of  1881,  the 
Settled  Lands  Act  of  1882,  and  tho 
Trade  Marks  Act  were  important  Acts. 
Then  there  was  the  Bankruptcy  Act  of 
1888.  Was  not  that  an  important  mea- 
sure ?  No  doubt ;  and  I,  therefore,  say 
that  the  time  was  not  wasted  in  those 
years;  and  anyone  who  avers  to  the 
contrary  must  be  absolutely  blind.  In 
these  circumstances  it  is  fair  again  to  ask, 
What  is  it  that  the  Government  com- 
plain of?  If  they  think  they  cannot 
get  a  sufiScient  number  of  Acts  of  Par- 
liament worked  out,  I  would  inquire,  is 
it  the  sole  business  of  Parliament  to 
manufacture  Acts  of  Parliament.  After 
all,  that  is  merely  a  secondary  busi- 
ness. This  House  is  the  Grand 
Inquest  of  the  nation,  to  vindicate 
popular  daims,  to  assert  popular  liber- 
ties, to  guard  against  corruption,  to 
save  the  public  purse,  and  also  to  re- 
move grievances;  and  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment as  such  are  only  means  to  an  end, 
and  so  long  as  the  end  is  attained^ 
the  means  are  of  secondary  importance. 
The  number  of  Acts  of  Parliament 
that  may  have  been  passed  within  the 
last  five  or  six  years  is  not  a  fair  measure 
of  the  serviceable  character  of  the  work 
of  Parliament.  This  question  of  Par- 
liamentary Procedure  has  been  made 
the  subject  of  very  prolonged  and  care- 
ful consideration  by  as  strong  a  Com- 
mittee, probably,  as  was  ever  appointed 
for  a  particular  purpose.  The  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossendale 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  was  Chair- 
man of  it.  To  that  Committee  were 
submitted  schemes  or  drafts  of  proposed 
amending  Bules,  one  by  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  TSir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach),  and  another  oy  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  fSir  William 
Harcourt).  These  schemes,  the  outcome 
of  the  mature  consideration  of  both  sides 
of  the  House,  or  of  representative  men 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  were  dis- 
cussed at  very  great  length,  and  with 
very  great  care  ;  and  what  was  the  re- 
sult 01  these  deliberations  ?  Why,  you 
will  look  in  vain  in  the  Special  Keport 
they  made  for  any  such  proposal  as  that 
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in  ihe  first  Besolution  of  the  Gorem- 
rnent.  Whj  haTe  they  discarded  the 
Eeporfc  of  the  Oommittee  ?  If  this  had 
been  a  Second  Beading  stage  of  these 
Bulesy  we  should  have  been  able  to  can- 
vass at  length  the  policy  of  the  view  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  them. 
We  cannot  do  that  now,  but  we  can 
plainly  see  what  their  policy  is.  To  a 
certain  extent  they  propose,  in  the  first 
place*  to  meet  what  they  consider  the 
difficult  by  a  modified  aystem  of  devo- 
lution ;  secondly,  they  propose  to  apply 
the  cloture ;  and  thirdly,  they  propose, 
as  it  seems  to  me,  to  put  into  the  hands 
of  the  Speaker  a  still  larger  power  than 
that  which  he  already  possesses.  With 
regard  to  devolution,  it  requires  some 
ingenuity  to  make  out,  or  even  to  ima« 
gine,  a  system  by  which,  in  reality,  you 
will  relieve  this  House  from  any  portion 
of  the  burden  of  work  which  rests  upon 
it.  You  may  shift  the  burden  from  one 
portion  of  a  cart  to  another,  but  if 
the  eart  will  not  hold  all  that  you  desire 
to  put  into  it — if  the  springs  are  not 
able  to  boar  the  load — no  shimuf  of  the 
balance  will  do.  I  maintain  uiat  no 
system  of  devolution  will  do  what  you 
require,  that  does  not  shift  a  portion  of 
the  work  outside  this  House.  If  you 
are  prepared  to  send  some  of  the  work 
with  which  you  are  overburdened  to  be 
dealt  with  finallv  elsewhere,  it  would  be 
well  if  you  would  say  so.  If  you  do  not 
propose  to  leave  it  io  be  finally  dealt  with 
elsewhere,  then  your  system  of  devolution 
is  very  much  self-deoeption.  With  regard 
to  the  increased  power  to  the  Ghair,  I 
hope  I  realise  as  dearly  as  most  Mem- 
bers the  respect  due  to  the  occupant  of 
the  Ghair.  I  learned  that  respect  in  the 
days  of  Mr.  Speaker  Brand ;  but  I  much 
fear  that  if  the  present  proposals  of  the 
Government  are  carried  out,  you  will 
have  this  result — that,  inasmuch  as  the 
Speaker  will  never  be  able  to  accept  a 
suggestion  fk'om  a  Member  of  the  mino- 
rity, that  the  cloture  should  be  applied, 
he  willf  after  a  while,  be  foimd  by  the 
minori^  always  on  the  side  of  the  ma- 
jority. The  minority  may  be  misled — 
they  may  be  hasty  in  their  judgment, 
and  altogether  wrong— but  it  is  not  in 
human  nature  for  them  to  avoid  the  sus- 
picion that  the  Speaker  is  not  in  reality 
the  catspaw  of  the  Government  for  the 
time  bemg.  If  it  should  always  be  a 
Member  of  the  majority  who  can  suc- 
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cessfully  move  the  ddture  io  cooMnt  to 
the  application  of  the  cloture;  if  the 
Speaker  should  always  really  be  moved 
by  a  Member  of  the  Government,  those 
who  oppose  the  Government,  and  are  in 
a  minority,  will  fed,  rightly  or  wronvly, 
that  the  Speaker  is  one  of  the  majority. 
Now,  one  of  the  noblest  functions  of  the 
Speaker  is  the  protecting  of  the  minority 
against  an  overwhelming  majority ;  and 
it  is  of  the  first  importance  that  the  mi- 
nority, and  every  Member  of  it,  should 
feel  that  in  the  Speaker  he  has  someone 
who  has  an  authority,  able,  as  well  as 
willing,  to  serve  him  in  the  plenitude  of 
his  rights  as  a  Mmnber  of  this  House. 
It  is  of  great  importance  to  the  character 
of  this  House  that  nothing  diould  be 
done  that  should  imperil  in  the  mind  of 
any  Member  the  respect  and  confidence 
in  which  &e  Ghair  ought  always  to  be 
regarded.  In  regard  to  altering^  the 
Bvdee,  there  was  in  that  Ghair,  many 
years  ago,  a  very  oainent  and  able  man 
— a  man  whose  conduct  in  the  Ghair  has 
been  from  that  ds^  till  now  a  pattern 
and  an  example  for  suoceedinK  Speaker?, 
whose  slightest  words  and  observations 
on  great  matters,  on  GonstitutionAl  Law,  , 
or  the  position  of  Parliament,  and  of 
Procedure  in  Parliament,  have  always 
been  regarded  with  the  greatest  possiUe 
respect— I  mean  Mr.  Speaker  Ooalow. 
In  regard  to  the  Forms  of  Procedure,  he 
said — 

**  Nothing  tended  more  to  throw  power  into 
the  hands  of  the  Administration  ana  the  hands 
of  those  who  acted  with  the  majority  of  the 
fioose  of  Commons  than  a  departure  from  os- 
tablished  rule ;  that  the  form  of  proceeding,  as 
instituted  by  our  ancestors,  operated  as  a  check 
and  control  on  the  actions  of  Ministers,  and 
that  they  were,  in  many  instances,  a  shelter 
and  protection  of  the  minority  against  the  at- 
tempts of  power.'* 

But  what  is  it  that  it  is  now  proposed  to 
do?  Why,  so  far  from  making  these 
Bules  and  Begulations  a  check  and  con- 
trol of  the  power  of  -  Ministers*  and  a 
protection  of  the  minority  against  the 
operation  of  numbers,  it  actually  is  pro- 
posed to  increase  the  pow^  of  the  ma- 
jority, and  to  increase  the  power  as  well 
as  the  initiative  of  Ministers.  L  think 
that  this  expression  of  Mr.  Speaker 
Onslow  may  be  fairly  taken  to  diow  that 
this  proposition  of  the  Government  is 
one  that  so  great  an  authority  as  he 
would  scarcely  put  on  the  Blue  Book. 
But   the  gentleman  who  reports  this 
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statomnt  of  Mt.  Speaker  Ozidlow— Mr. 
Hateetl-^in  bis  book  upon  precedents, 
Btys — 

"The  axiom  is  tine,  and  founded  on  g:ood 

sease,  that,  «a  it  is  always  in  the  power  of  a 

majwityt  by.  their  nnmben,  to  stop  any  iiB|iro« 

per  meaaorea  proposed  by  their  opponents,  the 

only  weapons  by  which  the  minonty  can  defend 

tbonftelvea  against  similar  attempts  of  those  in 

pover  are  the  Fbnns  and  Htdes  of  proceeding 

whidi  have  baes  ad<4)ted  as  they  were  i6und 

neceeaary  from  time  to  time,  and  which  became 

the  Staxuling  Ordera  of  t^  Housie,  by  a  strict 

adherence  to  which  the  wealrer  Party  can  be 

protected  from  these  irregularities  and  abuses 

wfeiich  these  Forms  were  intended  to  check,  and 

whicb  tbd  wantonness  of  power  is  ftoo  often  ant 

to  toggest  ta  large  and  successful  maj(»ities.'^ 

Tbe  £ales  framed  years  Itgo  for  the  pro* 
teotion  o£  tiie  minonty  are  now  to  be  re^ 
cast  to  make  the  minority  still  more  de^ 
fenceless  than  it  isnotr  againstthe  wanton 
nse  of  power  by  a  hasty  majority.  Not 
only  are  the  Roles  so  initiAted  a  mis- 
takBi  bnt  it  would  have^  been  right  and 
pn^r  for  the  GoTemment  to  have  put 
np  one  of  tbeir  Members  to  explain 
how  it  is,  and  why  it  is,  that  the  pre* 
seat  propcmak  are  made,  and  what  mis- 
chief is  to  be  dealt  with — how  it  is  pro- 
posed that  that  misebief  should  be  dealt 
with  by  the  particular  Eules  proposed, 
and  why  they  consider  these  Bules  to 
be  the  hiest  jKnsible  solution  of  the  diffi- 
culty against  which  they  declare  it  to  be 
so  necessary  to  contend  9 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Ooschbn)  (St.  Geoorge's, 
Hmnorer  Sqnare)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  can 
assure  hon.  Members  that  it  was  cer- 
tiunly  out  of  no  disrespect  and  from  no 
wish  to  promote  what  my  hoo«  Friend 
and  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr*  Whit-* 
bread)  sails  a  '^  conspiracy  of  silence," 
that  no  Member  of  the  (Jovemment  rose 
to  reply  to  my  right  hon.  Friend.  But 
the  GoTemaent  have  felt^-and  I  think 
the  House  will  endorse  their  viow^that 
this  is  specially  an  occasion  when  the 
debate  ought  not  to  be  nminly  oondtieted 
by  the  occupants  of  the  two  Front 
Benches ;  and  that  we  ought  not  to 
engage,  as  it  were,  in  a  duel,  answering 
each  other  from  those  Benches,  without 
all  Members  in  all  parts  of  tho  House 
haraig  an  opportunity  of  submitting 
thdr  Tiews  to  the  judgment  of  the 
House.  But  I  gladly  accept  the  chal- 
ice which  was  thrown  down  again  by 
the  hon.  iJDsmbor  who  spoke  last,  and  who 
called  upon  the  Members  of  the  Gbvem- 
ment  to  state    their  views  as  to  the 


reasons  which  ioduoed  them  to  snb^ 
mit  these  Resolutions  to  the  Hovse. 
I  did  think,  however,  that  the  need 
of  a  reform  of  our  Procedure  had  been 
admitted  in  almost  all  quarters;  that 
it  had  formed  the  basis  of  many 
speeches,  both  by  Liberals  and  Oonser- 
¥ativeS|  at  two  consecutive  Elections; 
aoid  that  hon.  Members  had  repeatedly 
pledged  themselves  to  their  consti- 
tuents that  they  would  do  all  that  in 
them  lay  to  r^tore  the  authority  of 
this  House  over  its  Members,  and  to 
endeavour  to  promote  the  more  effectual 
progress  of  the  Business  of  the  House. 
L**  Hear,  hear !  "J  I  hear  the  cheer  of 
my  right  hon.  Fnend  opposite,  bat  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  heard  the  of^^eal 
which  was  made  to  us  just  now  by  an 
hon^  Member  who  seemed  surprised  that 
it  was  necessary  to  deal  with  Procedure 
at  all,  and  who  seemed  to  think  that  the 
progress  ol  our  proceedings  generally 
bad  been  so  satisfactory  and  so  mnch  in 
accordance  with  the  past  traditions  of 
this  House  that  it  was  perfectly  needless 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment to  introduce  these  Resolutions. 
I  am  perfectly  aware  that  timt  is  not 
the  view  of  right  hon.  Cbnilemen  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  and  I  re- 
joice to  think  from  the  utteranoes  which 
have  fallen  from  many  of  them  that  we 
may  count  upon  their  co-operation,  not 
perhaps  for  the  particular  proposals 
which  have  been  submitted  to  the  House, 
not  for  the  particular  form  in  which  they 
are  introduced,  but  that  they  are  at  leUst 
as  alive  as  we  are  to  the  necessity  of  re- 
forming tiie  machinery  of  our  Procedure, 
and  of  placing  ourselves  in  a  position  to 
deal  with  the  growingneedsof  the  Empire 
that  are  submitted  to  our  consideration* 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon*  Member 
who  last  spoke  heard  the  speech  of  his 
Lead^  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork. 
That  hon»  Member  admitted  to  the  full 
the  difficulty  of  dealing  with  the  vast 
amount  of  Business  which  is  ctmfided  to 
this  House.  He  dealt  with  it,  I  admit, 
with  tbe  intention  of  drawing  a  different 
inference  from  that  which  is  drawn  by 
Her  Mtyeety's  Government ;  but,  at  all 
events,  ho  admitted  frankly  the  diffi- 
culty under  which  the  Business  of  this 
House  is  at  present  conducted.  My 
right  hon.  fViend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
who  spoke  in  a  t(me  which  I  hope 
is  an  augury  that  we  shall  be   able 
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to  exclude  Party  epirit  entirely  from 
these  disousslone,  put  before  the  House 
several  matters  on  which  I  would  ask, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  to  be 
allowed  to  speak.  I  will  not  touch  the 
point  as  to  necessity  of  dealing  first  with 
this  question.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  doubted 
the  absolute  necessity  of  dealing  first 
with  this  question  ;  but  I  say  that  there 
are  many  Members  who  feel  that,  look- 
ing at  the  serious  Business  which  we 
have  before  us,  to  the  intense  anxiety  on 
both  sides  to  come  to  the  legislation 
which  is  looked  for  by  the  country,  and 
to  the  power  to  deal  effectiyely  with  that 
legislation ;  we  are  consulting  not  only 
the  interests  of  the  Qovemment,  but  the 
interests  of  this  House  at  large,  in  losing 
no  time  in  approaching  the  subject  and 
endeayourifig  to  bring  it  to  a  satisfactory 
conclusion.  If  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
indisposition  had  not  prevented  him 
from  being  present  on  the  first  16  days 
of  tho  S^ion,  during  which  the  Ad- 
dress was  debated,  I  think  he  might 
possibly  have  somewhat  modified  his 
opinion,  and  that  he  might  have  thought 
it  essential  to  deal  as  soon  as  possible 
with  the  Eules  of  this  House.  One  of  the 
first  questions  with  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  dealt  had  reference,  not  to  the 
proposals  now  on  the  Paper,  but  to  a 
very  important  matter  to  which  he  called 
the  attention  of  the  Oovemment  and  of 
the  House— namely,  a  practice  to  which 
attention  has  been  drawn  within  the 
last  few  days — I  mean  the  Eule  that 
when  a  Notice  has  been  given  of  the 
discussion  of  any  particular  subject 
at  a  future  day,  it  cannot  be  touched 
in  any  way  before  that  day  arrives; 
and  my  right  hon.  Friend  called  at- 
tention very  naturally  and  very  pro- 
perly to  the  abuses  which  that  view 
might  lead  to.  But  I  think  it  will  not 
be  disputed  by  any  Members  who  have 
experience  in  this  House  that  (he  prin- 
ciple that  you  cannot  deal  at  once  with 
a  question  that  has  been  put  down  for  a 
future  day  was  not  asserted  for  the  first 
time  by  Mr.  Speaker  Brand,  and  that  it 
is  a  Hule  which  has  been  the  unwritten 
law  of  this  House  for  many  years.  I  do 
not  know  whether  my  right  hon.  Friends 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  will  dis 
pute  that  proposition ;  but  surely  it  has 
been  continu^y  accepted  as  a  Eule  of 
this  House  that  you  could  not  anticipate 
a  discussion  put  down  for  a  future  day. 

.  Mr,  Qowhen 


In  the  year  1859,  on  the  occasion  of  ft 
discussion  on  the  question  of  Parliamen* 
tary  Eeform,  Mr.  Bouverie  rose  to  Order 
and  wished  to  know  whether  it  was  com- 
petent for  a  Member  on  a  Motion  for 
Adjournment  to  discuss  a  subject  which 
had  been  placed  on  the  Paper  for  debate 
on  a  future  day.  The  Speaker  mled 
that  it  would  be  out  of  Order  then  to 
discuss  a  subject  which  had  been  fixed 
for  a  future  day. 

Mb.  GHILDEES  (Edinburgh,  South) : 
On  a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment? 

Mr.  OOSOHEN  :  Tes,  but  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  admit  it  was  one 
of  the  principles  taught  him  in  his  earliest 
days  in  thi^  House  that  it  was  against 
the  Eules  and  the  courtesy  of  the  Souse 
for  one  Member  to  anticipate  a  Motion 
put  down  in  the  name  of  another  Member. 
Indeed,  I  am  informed  that  so  strictly 
was  this  Eule  carried  out,  that  it  waa 
even  considered  out  of  Order  to  ask  a 
Question  at  ''Question  time"  with  re- 
ference to  a  clause  of  a  Bill  which  had 
been  put  down  for  future  discussion.  I 
am  not  contending  now — and  I  do  not 
wish  to  introduce  a  controversial  element 
into  this  discussion — whether  it  is  right 
or  wrong,  but  I  simply  say  that  it  is 
an  old,  although  an  unwritten  principle 
which  has  guided  hitherto  our  delibe- 
rations. It  is  a  principle,  no  doubt, 
which,  like  every  single  rule  or  pre- 
cedent that  guides  those  deliberations, 
is  liable  to  abuse,  and  that  is  the  nn- 
fortunate  experience  which  has  been 
made  in  these  later  years,  that  Eules 
which  for  a  long  time  were  found  suf- 
ficient to  guide  us  have,  owinff  to  new 
practices  or  to  new  views  as  to  the  dutiee 
of  Members,  become  insufficient  or  even 
dangerous.  I  may  say  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gk>vemment  will  be  perfectly  pre* 
pared  to  consider  the  suggestion  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  and  to  see  how  far  this 
great  principle,  which  has  its  great  use  s, 
but  which  at  tho  same  time  is  liable  to 
abuse,  may  be  so  embodied  in  regula- 
tions as  to  prevent  the  abuse  and  secure 
that  which  all  must  desire — namely,  that 
there  should  be  some  order  in  our  de- 
bates, and  that  it  should  not  be  in  the 
power  of  any  single  Member  suddenly  to 
spring  questions  on  this  House  on  a  sub- 
ject put  down  for  discussion  on  a  future 
day,  and  by  that  means  to  anticipate  a 
regular  discussion.  I  will  put  it  to  hon. 
Members  whether  there  is  not  danger  in 
the  opposite  view  put  forward  by  my 
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i<|*i  hou.  Friend.  If  you  may  antici- 
pate a  fatard  diacassion,  you  may  find 
the  House  engaged  at  most  inoonvenient 
moments  in  debating  parts  of  subjects 
in  an  incomplete  and  impromptu  manner, 
although  they  desire  to  debate  the  sub- 
ject fully  at  a  later  stage.  It  is  to  be 
regretted  that  both  in  these  Eules  and 
in  the  suggestions  wfaicli  have  been 
made,  there  appears  to  bo  necessary  a 
considerable  amount  of  strategy  that  was 
Hot  used  in  old  times.  I  am  sure  that 
there  is  not  a  Member  of  the  present  or 
of  the  late  Government  who  does  not 
deeply  deplore  the  neoessity  that  such 
BuleB  ^ould  have  to  be  introduced. 
Bveryone  must  feel  the  reproach  whidi 
may  be  levelled  at  those  who  are  respon- 
siUe  for  the  introduction  of  these  Bules, 
because  they  have  to  say,  "  We  are  now 
eompeUed  to  introduce  these  new  Bules 
which,  in  appearance  at  least,  are  in- 
tended to  f^ter  that  free  speech  which 
has  hitherto  been  the  great  boast  of  this 
Assembly."  Everyone  must  feel  that 
roproacfa.  We  are  most  anxious  to  con- 
tinue to  protect  the  rights  of  the  minority, 
bat  we  are  anxious  that  while  those 
rights  are  guarded  and  respected,  the 
majority  may  be  able  to  do  battle  for  the 
great  interests  committed  to  their  charge^ 
and  to  do  justice  to  the  ever-increasing 
demands  of  the  country  upon  their  time 
and  their  energy.  The  next  point  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
dreraed  hims^f  rehites  to  a  most  im- 
portant element  in  the  Bules— namely, 
of  the  Standing  Committees  and  to  that 
great  branch  of  the  subject,  the  devolu- 
tion of  oertain  duties  to  a  portion  of  the 
Members  of  the  House.  I  wish  it  to  be 
elcarly  understood  that  the  adoption  of 
the  Bules  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  not  in  any  way  pre- 
dude  that  subject  being  dealt  with  in 
the  future.  The  boa.  Member  opposite 
has  spoken  as  though  nothing  had  been 
done  in  the  direction  of  devolution.  But 
we  are  all  agreed  that  if  we  oan  lighten 
the  burdens  of  this  House  we  ought  not 
to  neg^eot  any  proper  ox^rtunity  for 
dfMng  so.  I  may  say  that  there  is  now 
before  this  House  a  Bill  introduced  upon 
the  responsibility  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, the  effect  of  which  will  be  to 
relieve  the  House  of  a  great  portion  of 
its  Bneiness  connected  with  Private  Bills. 
Of  course  it  would  not  be  in  Order  for 
me  to  aUude  in  any  way  to  the  provisions 
of  or  even  to  the  efiEect  of  that  Bill,  but 
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I  trust  that  I  shall  not  be  out  of  Order 
when  I  say  that  we  believe  that  it  will 
assist  in  clearing  the  ground,  and  that 
when  we  have  disposed  of  that  difficult 
and  delicate  question  we  may  deal 
more  satisfactorily  with  the  question 
of  Standing  Committees.  At  present 
the  great  difficulty  we  have  to  contend 
with  is  that  of  finding  the  necessary 
strength  to  deal  with  the  innumerable 
Private  Bills.  For  my  part  I  think  that 
there  are  strong  arguments  in  favour  of 
Standing  Committees  and  that  there'  are 
also  strong  arguments  against  ^em,  es- 
pecially that  one  by  which  it  is  asserted 
that  there  is  but  little  probability  that 
this  House  will  accept  the  work  of  such 
Committees.  These  arguments  both  for 
and  against  that  proposal  deserve  the 
most  careful  consideration.  But,  while 
admitting  that  the  principle  of  de* 
volution  has  not  been  oarried  out  by 
these  Bules,  we  have  not  in  the  least 
prejudiced  the  question.  We  have 
measures  which  we  hope  to  induce  the 
House  to  pass,  which  will  facilitate  any 
future  action  in  that  direction,  and  at 
the  same  time  we  assure  hon.  Members 
that  we  are  perfectly  alive  to  the  neces- 
sity in  every  proper  and  safe  manner  to 
relieve  the  Business  of  the  House  as  far 
as  possible.  I  now  turn  to  another 
criticism  which  was  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone),  and  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread), 
with  regard  to  the  principle  of  one  of 
the  most  important  of  the  Besolntions 
before  the  House — namely,  the  ar- 
rangements made  for  the  interposition 
of  the  Speaker  in  the  application  of 
the  closure.  It  is  perfectly  natural 
that  the  attention  of  hon.  Members 
should  be  called  to  the  duties  to  be 
placed  upon  the  Speaker,  and  no  one 
can  complain  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
matter  was  approached  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
It  must  be  the  wish  of  everybody  to 
maintain  the  authority  of  the  Speaker 
and  to  maintain  his  reputation  for  im- 
partiality. We  know  that  upon  that 
impartisJity  depends  the  efficiency  of  Uiis 
House,  the  credit  of  thb  House,  and  the 
reputation  of  this  House.  But  we  are 
prepared  to  think  that  among  the  hon. 
Members  of  this  House,  and  of  every 
House  which  shall  be  elected  by  Eng- 
lishmen, Scotchmeu,  and  Irishmen,  we 
shall  be   able   to  find  men  who  will, 
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xvliile  occupy  ID  g  that  Chair,  tmd«rtake 
the  responBibility  of  guarding  the  ereat 
reputation  of  the  Chair.  We  may  have 
to  place  a  heavy  burden  upon  Mr. 
Speaker,  and  even  now  a  heavy  burden 
r«Bt8  upon  him.  A  heavy  burden  was 
placed  upon  Mr.  Speaker  by  the  Pro- 
cedure Bules  which  were  adopted  in  the 
previous  Parliameot.  Let  me  examine 
Ibr  a  moment  what  I  call  the  rival  modes 
of  proceeding  of  the  Eoles  as  now 
submitted  to  this  House,  and  of  those 
whibh  are  at  present  in  force.  When  we 
speak  of  this  matter  let  us  r^tlize  4he 
two  great  forces  wliich  are  to  be  brought 
into  operation — there  is  l^at  of  the 
majoritjt  and  there  is  that  of  the  consent 
of  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  to  know  whe- 
ther those  who  are  prepared  to  do  away 
with  the  consent  of  Mr.  Speaker  to  the 
eloeure  betog  put  into  force  are  prepared 
to  accept  the  closure  by  the  decision  of  a 
simple  majority.  \^Oppo%iU%on  chier;'] 
Those  cheers  remind  me  that  Uiereare  a 
large  number  of  hon.  Members  who  are 
willing  to  accept  the  decision  of  a  simple 
majority  in  the  matter,  but  they  will  not  be 
supported  by  the  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway.  In  seferal  speeches — and 
espedcJly  in  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)— we  were  called 
upon,  in  language  with  which  I  tho- 
roughly sympathize,  to  protect  the  rights 
of  minorities.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  was  perfectly  right  in  appealing 
to  the  Ocoservative  instincts  of  the 
House  to  say  that  those  rights  must  be 
protected  —  that  minorities  had  in  the 
past  done  great  service,  and  that  they 
would  do  so  in  the  future.  I  oertaialy 
am  not  pr^Mured  to  contradict  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  upon  the  point. 
P'  Hear,  hear,"  and  laighim*.']  I  do  not 
know  why  the  fact  that  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  on  this  ques- 
tion that  minoritiee  should  be  protected, 
should  be  a  ground  for  laughter.  But  I 
state  the  fact  with  the  most  perfect 
sincerity.  I  have  always  argued  in 
favour  of  the  protection  of  minorities, 
and,  although  I  differ  from  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  opposite  upon  the  point, 
I  am  not  prepared  to  band  over  the 
entire  rights  of  minorities  to  the  tu- 
multuous feelings  of  a  majority  even 
when  tempered  by  the  leadership  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I,  of  course,  feel 
that  he  would  do  his  best  to  moderate 
their  impulses ;  still  I  do  not  feel  confi- 
dent that  in  moments  of  great  excitemmit 

Mr,  Gouhen 


any  great  majority,  whether  of  libends 
or  Conservatives,  could  be  trusted  with 
this  power  of  donng  debates  without 
safeguards.  What  safeguard  do  we  pro- 
pose to  establish  f  It  is  the  impartiBli^ 
and  the  authority  tA  the  Chair.  It  is 
for  that  reason— it  is  in  order  ^  proteet 
the  minority  that  the  authority  of  Mt. 
Speaker  is  invoked.  Mudi  wiU  turn 
upon  the  question  whether  you  believe 
or  do  not  believe  in  that  as  aSbrdlsg  a 

Srotection  to  the  minority.  Bight  hon. 
[embers  and  hon.  Members  oppoaifte 
have  argued  as  though  the  Speaker 
wonld  be  sim^  the  mouthpieee  and  the 
servant  of  the  majority.  ]^  we  should 
have  very  different  men'  in  that  CSiaar 
from  those  who  have  enjoyed  that  high 
honour  if  they  were  oblivioos  of  the  im^ 
portant  duties  that  were  imposed  upoa 
them  of  curbing  the  majority  of  the 
Government  of  the  day  if  they  ehould 
attempt  to  force  the  nuinority,  and  w^ie 
to  endeavour  to  deprive  the  latter  of 
their  proper  privileges.  Some  pictuxiee 
have  been  dmwn  thia  evening  in  wliwh 
it  was  supposed  that  the  GKivemmewt  of 
the  day,  even  with  the  check  of  Mr. 
Speaks  upon  them,  would  <eiideavour  to 
force  BiHb  tfai*o»gh  thfo  House  in  a 
way  of  which  l^e  whole  eountoy  would 
disapprove.  B«t  right  hon.  Membots 
oppodte  will  agree  with  met  that  the 
country  would  condemn  tho  ahuso  of 
the  groat  powen  intrusted  fay  them 
to  the  Government;  and  dierelbte  ih» 
minority  vrould  have  the  proteetioa 
of  the  SpeakM*,  of  the  Gkrrermmeitt, 
and  finally  of  the  oountiy.  The  co«]i>- 
try  would  refuse  to  support  a  €k>- 
vemxnent  or  a  Party- vmich' abused 
their  pow^  and  sinned  against  the 
first  principles  of  British  lair  play. 
\Oh90ri  and  lauahUr  from  th$  BJomo 
Muk  Mmb&t^,^  -I  am  afraid  that  there 
are  some  hon.  ''Members  in  4his  House 
who  think  they  cannot  rely  npeii  British 
fair  play.  But  if  they  had  sat  in  aay 
other  Assembly,  do  they  think  that  they 
would  have  had  one-fifth  part  of  ^e  fkir 
play  that  has  been  aecorded  to  them  hcvef 
Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
laugh  at  t^iat  sentiment,  but  I  would  ask 
them  to  ask  themselves  whether  if  they 
had  been  in  any  other  Assembly  in  the 
world  and  they  had,  as  in  past  years 
they  have  done,  attempted  to^wart  aA 
legttlation  —  I  do  not  widi  to  revive 
those  memories— but  I  adc  them  if  they 
had  done  so,  do  they  think  they  would 
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liHr#  received  a  larger  moMare  ol  fair 
play  than  they  have  reeeived  in  this 
^aae  ?  I  teuat  I  may  be  allowed  to  use 
these  worda  without  offence ;  nighfc  after 
night  we  have  speeches  from  hon.  Mem- 
hm   on    that   side,    which,    howeyer 
maeh  they  may  grate  on  the  feelings  of 
others,  are  listened  to,  I  hope  they  will 
adcnovledge,    with   fainaess.     [  "  No« 
bo!"    finm    ihe  JJotM  HuU    Uamhertf] 
XT  Jhon.  Ubmbeta  will  not  admit  it  I  shall 
j»ot  be  aible  to  peraaade  them.    I  ven- 
tovo^  thea^  in  the  face  of  that  declara- 
tion, to  say  that  in  no  Assembly  in  the 
vorld^-'Ottber  in  America  or  Franoe  or 
Qermaoy,  or  any  part  of  the  ciyilixed 
woddy  would  they  have  receired  fairer 
toaatineiKt    than   tiiey    hare   receiTed 
•al  tilie  baada  of  the  Hooae.    I   have 
apokeii  of  the  protection  to  miaoidtiea, 
which,    in   my  judgment^    would   be 
afforded  by  the   interposition   of  the 
Spoaker.    Bat  I  admit  to  the  iuU  it 
wo«ld  be  deariy  bought  if  the  poaition 
of   Iho   Speaker    were   thereby  to  be 
jeopardi^edaad  placed  in  greater  danger 
thM  it  is  now.    Bight  hon.  Oentlemen 
opposite  aro  perfectly  entitled  to  warn  ns 
on  that  grouad  if  they  see  danger,  be- 
eauae  OTecy  Member  <^  this  House  has 
beonmoat  anxious  that  the  authority  of 
4bo  Ohair  should  be  maintained.    But 
in  what  poeition  is  the  Speaker  placed 
luider  the  present  Bules  ?  The  Speaker, 
the   right   hon.   Gentleman   for    Mid 
JLothina  aaid,  must  decide  upon  a  fact  at 
pveaonty  and  in  the  jatuiie  he  would  have 
to  giFO  an  omiiiou ;  but  is  it  entirely  a 
4|iieetion  of  utet  on  which  he  ia  called 
4q»on  to  take  action  when  he  deolarae  it  to 
he  tbd  evideni  sense  of  the  Hoaae  that  a 
onbjoefc  baa  been  ade<|ttately  diacussed  ? 
The  Spedker  has  to  give  an  opinion  on 
that,  under  the  present  Euks ;    and  I 
tluak  w^  ri^t  luw.  Friend  will  admit 
that  the  Speaker  hae  eonaiderable  dta- 
aretkm  under  the   present   Bules.    It 
might  ha  thought  from  some  obserra- 
tmta    tiiat   have  been  made  that  the 
geneml  sense  of  the  House  could  be 
manifeated  by  clamour,  but  that  is  not 
80.    The  Speaker  considers  all  the  cir- 
tumstancee  of  the  case,  and  only  when 
in  hia  own  judgment  the  mom^:it  has  ar- 
rtted  at  whSdi  he  believes,  as  a  matter  of 
opinion— becauae  he  can  haye  no  pos- 
sible means  of  aacartaining  the  fact  that 
IkaHooae  ^opposed  to  further  diseusaion 
'-thao  Jbe  takea  actbn.    Suppose  that 
voder  tho  present  Bales,  the  Speaker, 


having  though  he  knew  what  was  the 
general  sense  of  the  House,  found  he 
was  in  error,  and  that  a  majority 
decided  againat  him,  which  is  a  possi- 
bility, then  it  is  the  Speaker  who  has 
made  the  mistake.  That  is  the  present 
Bule  under  which  the  authorify  of  the 
Chair  is  to  be  maintained.  Under  that 
Bole  the  Speaker  is  put  in  the  position 
of  taking  the  initiativie,  and  of  haying  a 
▼ote  of  the  House  taken  to  aee  whether 
he  is  right;  and,  if  the  f^eaker  has 
been  wrong,  he  has  destroyed  hia  autho* 
rily .  But  under  the  Hule  now  proposed 
it  ia  not  the  Speaker,  but  it  ia  a  Meficiber 
of  thia  House  who  must  take  the  initia^ 
tiye.  He  must  obtain  the  consent  of 
the  Speaker ;  but  the  anthinriiy  of  the 
Speaker  kn  not  placed  in  so  much  peril 
as  it  ia  placed  in  under  the  existing 
Bule,  under  which  he  nuist  act  on  hu 
own  ioitiatiye  and  take  the  full  penalty 
should  a  Diyision  hostile  to  him  show 
that  he  has  made  a  mistake.  Doea  the 
House  think  seriously  that  the  Bule  with 
this  protection  can  be  liable  to  be  much 
abused  ?  I  believe  that  the  authority  ol 
the  Ohair  would  generally  be  used  far 
more  for  the  protection  of  the  minority 
than  in  order  to  push  Business  rapidly 
through  the  Hou«e.  But  it  ia,  of  course, 
for  the  Houae  to  determine  whether  they 
consider  there  ia  a  aafegua^  in  this  pro^ 
vise  whidi  we  have  introduced.  What 
are  the  eltematives  ?  One  is  closure  by 
a  simple  majority,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
majority  of  the  House  are  in  favour  of 
aueh  a  propc^al.  Bight  hon.  Gontlemao 
c^posite  would  not  be  supported  by  a 
large  portion  of  hon.  Members  on  that  side 
of  3ie  House  ia  such  a  proposal ;  and  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  carried.  I  do 
not  think  they  would  consent  to  closure 
by  a  majority  without  the  consent  of 
the  Speaker.  Of  course  that  is  an  issue 
upon  which  discussion,  and  possibly  a 
IXvision,  may  take  place,  and  it  is  a  fair 
issue ;  but  if  the  Speaker's  authority  is 
to  be  introduced.  Her  Majesty*s  Govern- 
ment are  of  opinion  that  it  is  safer  to 
introduce  it  by  placing  the  initiative  in 
the  hands  of  a  Member  of  the  House, 
and  a  check  in  the  bands  of  the  Speaker ; 
than  to  place  the  initiative  in  the  handa 
of  the  Speaker,  with  a  ratification  on 
the  part  of  the  House.  I  hope  I  have 
at  least  put  intelligibly  what  1  consider 
to  be  the  differences  between  the  two 
plans  which  are  before  the  House.  I 
have  dealt  with  the  main  pointa  which 
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wore  urged  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian.  Of  course,  a  very  different 
attitude  was  taken  by  the  bon.  Member 
for  Cork,  who  disputes  that  we  are  likely 
to  attain  any  success  by  passing  new 
liules  of  Procedure.  He  says  : — **  You 
have  passed  Rules  of  Procedure  and  they 
have  not  assisted  you  by  one  hour ;  they 
have  not  assisted  you  in  any  way, 
and  you  will  find  your  pressed  Bules 
will  be  as  totally  unsuccessful."  I  am 
not  prepared  to  admit  that  past  Rulee 
have  not  attained  a  certain  measure  of 
success.  I  am  not  prepared  to  admit  that 
we  should  at  the  present  moment  be  dts- 
eussingRulesof  Procedure  at  all  if  it  were 
not  for  the  success  of  the  Bules  of  Pro- 
cedure introduced  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment. I  cannot  accept  the  general  line 
of  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  that  there  is  no  possible  advastage 
in  these  Bules ;  but  I  agree  that  under 
our  democratic  institutions  there  is  an 
iiusreaaing  necessity  of  our  being  able 
to  grapple  with  the  growing  wants  of 
the  people.  All  that  I  admit;  but  at 
tho  same  time  we  have  seen  that  there 
have  been  abuses  of  the  Forms  of  this 
House,  whieh  during  past  years  have 
pai*alyzed  us  in  the  penormance  of  our 
duties.  Is  it  possible  for  anyone  to  look 
back  at  the  history  of  the  last  seven 
rears  without  recognizing  that  there  has 
been  a  growing  difficulty  in  the  conduct 
of  the  Business  of  this  House,  not  only 
in  consequence  of  the  growing  needs, 
but  also  in  consequence  of  the  new 
methods  of  debate,  and  the  new  temper 
in  which  many  Members  have  appro* 
oiated  the  Questions  before  'usP  It 
is  necessary  that  we  should  look,  and 
see  how  far  we  can  lighten  the 
burden  that  rests  upon  this  House; 
but  that  cannot  blind  us  to  the  fact 
that  there  has  been  a  great  abuse 
of  .  Parliamentary  forms,  which  were 
adapted  to  a  different  state  of  things. 
I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  CJork 
that  we  must  adopt  such  methods  of  de* 
volution  in  this  House  and  out  of  this 
House  as  will  increase  our  means  of 
dealing  with  the  work  before  us.  There 
are  schemes  of  local  government  which, 
by  decentralizing,  will  lighten  the  work 
placed  upon  us,  and  the  suggestions  with 
regard  to  Private  Bill  Legislation  will, 
if  oarried  out,  also  be  a  step  in  the  same 
direction.  But  this  will  not  be  enough. 
All  partiee  are  agreed  on  this— that  it 
is  desirable,  and  will  be  expedient  and 
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wise  to  lighten  the  work  of  Parliaamit 
by  confiding  to  County  Local  Authori- 
ties as  much  of  the  Business  of  the 
House  as  can  safely  be  made  over  to 
them.  But  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oork  seeks  to  draw  certain  inferenoes 
from  the  difficulties  before  us,  and  tolls 
us  in  so  many  words  that  the  burden  of 
the  Empire  is  more  than  one  Parlia- 
ment can  bear,  and  there  o«^t  to  be 
several,  then  we  draw  the  Une.  We 
prefer  by  a  resolute  effort  to  attempt  to 
cope  with  the  difficulties  before  oe,  aaid 
to  perform  the  work  placed  upoa  us'-^an 
effort  in  whieh  I  hope  all  quarters  of  the 
House  will  take  part,  and  in  which  we 
have  already  been  promised  the  co-- 
operation of  hon.  and  right  hon.  6en« 
tlemen  opposite.  We  will  not  in  alarm 
attempt  to  solve  our  difficulties  by  break* 
ing  off  a  piece  of  our  burden,  and  placing 
it  upon  anodier  assembly. 

SirWILLI  AM  HABCOUBT  (Derby): 
We  have  listened  to  an  animated  apeecii 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohaa« 
cellor  of  the  Exdiequer ;  bnt  I  am  mif* 
prised  to  find  that  he,  as  an  eoonomist 
of  the  time  of  the  House,  and  on  ezpe* 
rieneed  Parliamentary  taoticaan,  thinka 
he  is  going  to  shorten  this  debate  by 
turning  it  into  a  Party  controversy,  end- 
ing with  a  denunciation  of  Home  Bule. 
The  tone  of  his  speech  was,  I  am  bound 
to  say,  very  different  from  that  of  the 
speech  delivored  by  the  Leader  of  Uie 
House,  and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  evening.  He  spoke 
in  an  inflammatory  and  bitter  tone.  I 
do  not  propose  to  follow  his  examf^e.  I 
think  it  is  better  to  apply  ourselves  to 
the  subject  which  is  before  us  for  debate. 
We  have  been  accustomed,  during  the 
past  few  days  and  weeks,  to  be  kept 
pretty  strictly  to^ur  texts.  But  tibe 
Ghanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  a  char* 
tered  libertine.  [Ow  of  **0h!"  and 
"  Order  T']  He  has  thought  fit  to  enter 
upon  a  Home  Bule  debate.  [Cries  of 
**  Withdraw ! "]  I  certainly  shall  not 
withdraw  the  words  I  have  used^— 
they  are  words  which,  to  borrow  tho 
phrase  of  [Lord  Beaconsfield,  have  re- 
ceived the  ''meed  of  Parliamentary 
approbation.''  I  shall  ask  leave,,  if  I 
may  be  permitted  by  hon.  Oentlemen 
opposite  to  turn  away  from  Home  Bule, 
and  go  back  to  the  Proeednre  of  &e 
House,  which  is  the  subjeot  aotoally  foe« 
fore  us.    As  compared  with  hon.  Gen-* 
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tlemoi  opposite,  we,  at  all  events,  have 
one  advantage.     We  hold  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Procedure  and  on  the  closure  the 
same  opinions  now,  when  in  Opposition, 
that  we  held  when  in  0£Bce.    TheOhan- 
e^or  of  the  Exchequer,  no  doubt,  is  an 
exception    to   the    other    Members    of 
the  Ooivemment,  who  have  oompletoly 
ehaoged  their  opinions  on  this  subject. 
Bat  I  make  no  complaint  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers oppoBite  on  this  head.    The  truth 
18,  you  ought  never  to  make  the  process 
of  eonvernon  too  difficult  for  hon.  Gen- 
tiemen  opfwsite.    If  yon  are  assured  of 
the  sincerity  of  their  repentance  you 
ought  gladly  to  accept  their  contrition. 
The  fact  is,  this  question  of  closure  has 
run  the  regular  course  of  all  great  re* 
foma.     It  was  proposed  by  the  Liberal 
Pajrty>   who  were  denounced  by  hon. 
Members  (^posite  as  enemies  of  their 
country,  who  were  going  to  ruin  the 
country  and  to  destroy  Parliament.     A 
few   months    or  years  pass,   and   the 
OoBservative  Party  adopt  it  as  the  sal- 
vation  of  the  country.    We  are  used 
to  that  kind  of  thing ;  it  baa  happened 
in  the  ease  of  greater  questions  before, 
and  it  will  happen  f^ain  very  sood  with 
lespeet  to  a  still  greater  question.    It  is 
the  regular  law  of  political  nature,  and 
you  fight  against  it  in  vain.    Oentle- 
men  opposite  are  now  enthuMastic  sup- 
porters  of    the    closure.     I    am    very 
glad  of  it ;  I  think  that  perhaps,  since 
their  meeting  to-day,  they  believe  they 
are    the    authors    of   it.     I    suppose 
we  shall  hear   no  more — ^for  a  short 
time,  at  any  rate — of  those  passionate 
demaads  lor  the  rights  of  minorities 
and    vehement     denunciations   of   the 
tyranny    of   the   majority    which    we 
hatened  to  so  long,  and  which  wasted  so 
much  ParHamentary  time.  I  have  always 
supported  the  closure  pure  and  simple — 
by  a  simple  majority,  and  not  by  pro- 
portional numbers  such  as  a  two-thirds 
minority,  which  used  to  be  the  great 
panacea  of  the  Oonservative  Party  and 
of  some  Gentleman  on  this  side.    They 
eombined    and    made    our    life  rather 
unea^,  but  if  you  have  only  patience 
and  wait,   Conservatives    and    Dissen- 
tioBt  liberalB  will  become  converted, 
sod  return  U^  the  faith  in  dosure  pure 
and  simple.     That  is  something  to  have 
gtined  at  all  events.      A  very  distin- 
gashed  prasonag^,  whom  we  miss  from 
among  as  now  and  who  formeriy  occu- 
pied the  seat  oi  the  OhaaceUor  of  the 


Exchequer,  proclaimed  the  closure  by  a 
simple  majority,  both  at  Dartford  and 
Bradford,  and  I  am  sorry  that  he  is  not 
here  to  support  us  to-night.  Now,  our  pro- 
posals— I  speak  of  the  proposaJs  which 
I  was  the  instrument  of  laying  before 
the  (Committee  upstairs— were  drawn  up 
at  Devonshire  House  like  many  oth^ 
famous  agreements.  I  had  then  the 
advantage  of  the  assistance  of  the  pre* 
sent  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Qoschen),  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Ohamberlain),  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread).  That  scheme, 
as  regarded  closure,  was  for  closure  by 
simple  majority  without  the  intervention 
of  the  Speaker,  and  I  listened  with  ex- 
traordinary surprise  to  the  impassioned 
argument  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  oppo- 
site as  to  that  intervention,  because  in 
those  former  proposals  it  was  agreed  that 
it  was  an  entire  mistake  to  introduce  the 
Speaker  into  the  matter  of  the  closure  at 
aU.  Although  the  Oommittee  altered 
our  proposals  in  other  respects— and  in 
important  respects,  in  which  I  do  not  agree 
with  them  —  one  thing  on  which  they 
did  agree  with  the  proposals  was,  that  it 
was  an  entire  mistake  to  allow  the 
Speaker  to  have  anything  to  do  with  it. 
That  was  the  conclusion  arrived  at  by  the 
strongest  Oommittee  that  ever  sat  upon 
the  subject.  What  is  the  use  of  appoint* 
ing  such  a  Committee  and  then  pacing 
no  regard  to  its  opinion  ?  Then,  again, 
I  say  without  fear  of  contradiction,  in  the 
presence  of  every  Member  of  that  Oom- 
mittee, that  in  their  opinion  far  the  most 
important  part  of  the  whole  recom- 
mendations with  respect  to  Procedure 
was  the  scheme  of  sending  the  whole 
Oommittee  work  upon  Bills  to  a  Standing 
Oommittee;  and  we  also  proposed  to  send 
the  Estimates  out  of  this  House,  so  that 
the  work  for  the  House  should  be  set  free 
for  the  discussion  of  Second  Beadings  and 
Resolutions.  By  doing  so  we  should 
have  relieved  the  House  of  its  detailed 
technical  labour,  and  confined  its  atten- 
tion to  its  proper  and  principal  work — 
the  discussion  of  the  great  principles 
affecting  the  Q-ovemment  of  this  country. 
That  was  the  scheme  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment. We  thought  the  idea  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  of  sending  every  Bill  to  a  Oom- 
mittee was  an  excellent  one,  and  we 
adopted  it.  Whatever  method  you  take 
of  saving  the  time  of  the  House,  if  you 
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leare  tiio  Estimates  to  be  liiiionBBid  bit 
by  bit  ia  a  Gonuaittee  of  tbe  Wkole 
House,  yon  wiU  never  gain  that  free- 
dom for  the  House  which  is  desired. 
Th«i  ae  regards  the  dosure,  what  have 
they  done?  We  {Mropoaed  a  olosure 
which  was  to  operate  twice,  a-day. 
There  was  to  be  a  morning  sitting 
and  erening  sittiDg,  and  we  wanted  to 
secure  that  you  shmdd  come  to  issue  at 
least  twice  in  the  day  on  the  Question 
before  ihe  House.  That  was  proposed 
because  we  felt  the  great  importaiioe  ef 
the  House  having  Notice  and  nor  being 
taken  by  surprise  in  the  exereise  of  this 
power.  There  was  great  opposition  in 
Oemmiitee  to  using  tlus  power  in  the 
early  aitting.  I  withdrew  that  part  of 
the  proposd  and  the  Oommittee  agreed 
that  the  closure  was  to  be  i^lied  at  the 
sitting  of  the  House  in  the  evening. 
When  it  waa  to  be  put  in  faro»  there 
would  be  Notice  to  everybody,  but  the 
Oommittee  limited  the  dosure  to  the 
f  irsi  and  Second  Orders  of  the  Day^  and 
ver^  unfortunately,  I  think,  requared  a 
majority  of  two  to  one.  We  would  have 
notbiog  to  do  with  it  on  these  conditiona ; 
but  I  was  in  a  wretched  minority  and 
had  the  great  majority  of  the  Committee 
against  me.  I  am  stUl  of  oginion  that 
whatever  you  do  in  this  matter  of  the 
closure,  the  one  thing  you  must  guard 
against  is  surprise.  The  House  ought 
to  have  a  fair  Notioe  of  what  it  was  to 
do.  We  thought,  in  our  original  pro- 
posal of  188*2,  to  obtain  a  certain  security 
by  the  largeness  of  the  quorum.  An 
attendance  of  200  was  required.  But  it 
failed  io  this  respect — you  can  always  get 
200  tor  a  great  Party  light,  but  that  it  is 
not  for  such  a  purpose  that  you  require 
Che  dosure  exdusively  or  mainly.  Any- 
one who  has  had  to  do  wi^  the  conduct 
of  a  great  Department  knows  what  the 
country  suffers  from  our  inability  to  pass 
short  Bills.  I  have  been  often  asked 
about  passinga  short  Bill,  and  I  havesaid 
it  was  as  difficult  to  pass  a  short  as  a  long 
Bill.  Therefore,  even  with  a  much  less 
quorum  than  200  or  250  Members,  if 
you  have  fair  Notice  in  the  dosure.  may 
be  very  useful.  But  what  has  the  CiK>- 
vernment  done  with  respect  to  i  t  ?  Th^ 
have  made  no  alteration  in  that  pro^ 
posal  against  which  they  struggled  so 
hard  in  1882,  except  as  to  the  position  of 
the  Speaker.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  entirely  misunderstood  our 
position  on  that  point,  and  it  is  a  most 
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material  point  in  the  consideration  of 
the  matter.  When  the  Speaker  was 
originally  introduced  into  this  question 
of  the  dosure,  it  was  thought  by  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvenimeot  of  1882  that  it 
would  reconcile  those  who  were  alto- 
gether opposed  to  the  elosure^  to  feel 
that  it  was  to  be  in  the  hands  of  a 
perfectly  impartial  and  independent 
authority,  the  Speaker.  That  was  the 
reason  why  it  was  given  to  the  Bpeaker. 
Now,  if  jou  want  to  give  ooafidenoe  to 
the  minority*  you  must  niake  the  au- 
thorifyan  vndtvided  one,  beeaase  the 
moment  you  divide  the  authority  yon 
divide  the  responsibility.  The  oonoe 
quence  was,  that  we  felt  we  were  giving 
no  security  at  all  if  we  divided  the  au- 
thority of  the  Speaker  with  anybody 
dse.  But  what  was  the  view  at  that 
time  ol  those  Gentlemen  who  are  so 
afraid  of  beinff  overborne  by  a  major- 
ity ?  We  said,  <^  You  are  safe  in  the 
hands  of  the  Speaker."  What  was  the 
answer  given  by  hon.  Oentlemen  oppo- 
site ?  I  am  not  using  it  as  a  taunt  or  a 
recrimination,  but  as  a  matter  whioh 
throws  a  very  important  light  upon  whs{t 
is  a  far  more  serioue  feature  in  the  case* 
I  might  give  the  opinion  of  100  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side,  but  I  will  con- 
tent myself  with  giving  that  of  two 
distinguished  Members  of  the  present 
Oabinet.  I  will  take  first  the  Gentle^ 
man  who  was  put  forward  to  move  the 
main  Besolution,  the  present  Lord  Chan- 
oellor  of  Ireland^  then  Mr.  Gibson*  Mr. 
GKbson  said  he  declined  to  believe  that 
the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Com^ 
mittees  would  never  be  liable  io  political 
influences ;  and  he  was  pretty  confident 
that  it  would  be  impossible  fbr  the  two 
officers  of  the  House  to  be  above  auih 
picion  if  the  closure  were  to  be  enforoed 
by  a  bare  majority*.  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  has  expressed  the  same 
opinion,  that  the  operation  of  the  closure 
by  a  bare  majority  would  convert  the 
Speaker  into  a  partizan.  These  were 
the  views  then  entertained  by  right  hon* 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  no  doubt  sin- 
cerely. What  has  been  their  experience 
since  ?  Except  on  one  occasion,  a  few 
days  ago,  the  only  time  the  closure  has 
been  applied,  as  far  as  I  know,  was  on 
February  20, 1886.  The  Speaker  then 
declared  that  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
subject  had  been  adequately  diseussed, 
and  that  it  was  Uie  evident  sense  of  the 
House  that  the  Question  diould  be  ^it. 
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He  80  intoimed  the  House,  and  the 
Biattor  was  put  to  the  vote.  I  have  no 
wish  to  raise  any  Party  feeling,  and  I 
Bball  be  eimply  etating  a  fact  when  I 
remind  the  House  that  the  Speaker, 
haring  dedared  that  opinion,  it  was 
btrely  sustained.  The  greater  part  of 
the  Opposition  then  wallied  out  of  the 
Houses  Several  distinguished  Members 
of  the  Party  opposite,  some  of  whom  are 
Uembers  of  tiie  present  Cabinet,  voted 
against  the  Motion.  There  were  46  in 
the  mia<»ity,  a  great  part  of  whom  were 
Members  of  the  Conservative  Oppoution, 
foid  it  was  with  great  difficulty  that  207 
Uttoabers — 200  being  necessary— could 
be  mustered  to  apply  the  £ule.  No 
doubt,  that  led  to  l^e  Bule  being  less 
employed  than  it  might  have  been.  Our 
view,  in  proposing  that  the  Speaker 
^(Mild  be  made  ^  sole  atithority  in 
the  matter,  was  to  get  rid  altogether 
of  the  idea  of  his  co-operation  with 
any  Parfy  in  this  House.  Accordingly, 
Sir,  we  relied  upon  your  independent 
jodgment  when  the  closure  was  applied, 
and  we  knjdm  you  would  apply  it  inde- 
pendently attd  impartially.  But  has  the 
letion  of  the  Chair  in  the  matter  produced 
lbs  desired  effect  on  the  pliblio  mind  even 
lader  the  present  Bule?  The  right 
iion.  Oenileman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exdiequerlias  argued  that  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  is  not  more  open  to 
objection  than  the  existing  Eule.  But 
I  contend  that  the  present  Bule  is  open 
to  great  objection  and  great  misinter- 
pretation ;  and,  therefore,  we  areendea- 
roaring  to  keep  the  Speaker  indepen- 
dent. We  do  not  propose  to  introduce 
the  Speaker  as  in  the  existing  Bule,  and 
still  less  do  we  propose  to  introduce  him 
as  in  the  proposed  new  Bules.  I  say  that, 
fiot  even  under  the  present  system,  in 
vbidi  the  Speaker  acts  as  a  whcdly  in- 
dependent autiiority,  having  nothing  to 
do  with  any  Party  in  the  House,  does  he 
keep  dear  of  suspicion.  What  happened 
tiM  other  day  when  the  closure  was  ap- 
^d?  The  Times,  a  journal  not  un- 
laToorable  to  Gentlemen  opposite  or  to 
tbe  closure,  in  referring,  on  February 
19,  to  the  application  of  the  closure  the 
other  day,  used  these  words — **The 
ttMQplete  success  of  the  operation  which 
^»  W.  H.  ftoaith  undertook  with  the 
Mfistance  of  the  Chair,"  against  a 
"beaten  minority."  Is  tiiat  a  position 
ia  whidi  you  desire  your  Speaker  to  be 
P^sented  ?  I  feel  quite  sure  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  does  not  desire 
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that  that  should  be  the  position  in  which 
the  Qiair  of  this  House  should  foe  placed 
on  an  occasion  of  this  important  charac- 
ter. If  this  happens,  then,  when  the 
Speaker  is  plaeed  in  a  position  to  exercise 
an  entirely  independent  judgment,  will 
you  improve  matters  by  placing  ham  in 
the  positionof  aconsentingor  adissentizig 
part^  to  the  demand  of  some  Member  of 
the  House  ?  Moreover,  this  Bule  is  by 
no  means  dear  in  its  meaning.  It  does 
not  state  how  the  consent  of  the  Speaker 
is  to  be  asked,  whether  in  private  by  an 
hon.  Member  or  openly  in  the  House. 
Then,  again  as,  to  the  request  to  be  made 
to  the  Speaker,  I  vulture  to  say  that  no 
man  could  make  it  to  him  with  any  ex- 
pectation that  consent  would  be  p^ivento 
him,  except  he  represented  a  majority  in 
the  House ;  and,  Uierefore,  the  only  per- 
son under  this  Bule  to  whom  the  Speaker 
ever  oould  or  would  give  his  consent  was 
the  Government  Whip.  Why  should  the 
Speaker  give  consent  to  persons  whom 
he  knows  will  be  immediately  afterwards 
beaten  or  placed  in  a  minority,  and  thus 
practically  waste  the  time  of  the  House? 
By  this  hypothesis,  therefore,  die  con- 
sent of  the  Speaker  would  only  be  given 
to  the  majority.  Other  people  may  ap- 
ply to  the  Speaker,  but,  knowing  the 
condition  of  Parties  in  this  House,  he 
will  say — **  No ;  I  will  not  give  you  the 
permission  for  which  you  ask.''  Then 
the  Speaker  will  be  in  the  position  in 
which  he  is  described  as  being  in  The 
Timet.  The  Speaker  will  be  constantly 
represented  as  assisting  the  Bepresenta- 
tives  of  the  majority,  and  it  is  most  un- 
desirable that  that  should  be  possible. 
Then,  by  this  Bule  you  will  destroy  the 
responsibility  of  both  Parties.  Under 
the  present  Bule  the  responsibility  is 
with  the  Speaker ;  but  if  we  allow  him 
to  exercise  it  at  the  request  of  the  Go- 
vernment we  diminish  his  re^onsi- 
bility,  and  also  that  of  the  Government, 
and  the  Government  would  say — *'You 
cannot  say  we  are  wrong  in  demanding 
the  closure,  as  we  were  supported  by  the 
Speaker;'' and  the  Speaker  would  say 
— *'You  cannot  blame  me,  because  the 
Government  demanded  it."  Between 
the  two  we  destroy  all  responsibility,  and 
a  more  utter  and  entire  destruction  of  all 
the  chances  which  a  minority  might 
otherwise  possess  I  cannot  conceive. 
Beplying  to  ^e  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite, I  tell  him  that  I  am  for  the  closure 
pure  and  simple,  without  the  interference 
of  the  Speaker.  If  you  put  the  responsi-  ^T^ 
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bility  in  tho  right  quarter  you  have 
nothing  to  fear.  People  in  a  minority 
ghould  act  as  if  one  day  they  would  be  in 
a  majority,  and  people  in  a  majority 
should  act  as  if  one  day  they  would  be  in 
a  minority ;  and  I  advise  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  think  of  that.  When  the 
Conservative  Party  acted  in  all  those 
panic  terrors  in  1882,  they  seemed  to 
think  they  were  always  goiog  to  be  in  a 
minority,  and  that  they  ought  to  be 
taken  care  of.  Well,  they  were  mis- 
taken in  thinking  thoy  were  always 
going  to  be  in  a  minority  j  they  are 
in  a  majority  now.  l^LanghteTf  and 
cries  of  <*  No !  '*][  Well,  yes— at  least 
of  a  sort.  But  it  is  a  mistake,  too,  to 
think  that  they  are  always  going  to  be 
in  a  majority,  and  I  would  advise  them 
to  consider  the  <]^uestion  with  respect  to 
those  contingencies.  I  am  not  the  least 
afraid,  whatever  minority  I  may  find 
myself  in,  of  this  power  of  the  closure. 
I  do  not  want  to  be  protected  by  any 
one,  by  two-thirds  majority,  or  the  Chair, 
or  anybody  else.  I  know  there  is  pro- 
tection which  is  quite  sufficient — the 
public  opinion  of  this  country.  If  I 
-were  one  of  a  majority,  there  is  nothing 
which  I  should  fear  so  much  as  a  misuse 
of  this  power;  and  if  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site were  to  abuse  this  power  I  should 
be  delighted,  because  I  should  know 
that  we  should  very  soon  get  rid  of 
them.  I,  therefore,  am  not  the  least 
afraid,  and  I  do  not  want  all  these 
wretched  safeguards.  It  is  one  of  the 
weaknesses  of  the  Party  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  joined 
that  when  they  have  laid  down  a  prin- 
ciple they  must  always  surround  it  by 
safeguards,  which  weaken  and  nullify 
it.  I  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  still  enough  of  the  old  stuff 
left  in  him  to  enable  him  to  cast  himself 
free  of  this  superstition.  If  any  Party 
were  ever  to  use  this  power  tyrannically 
they  would  suffer  for  it.  Should  they 
close  our  mouths  in  this  House  there  are 
other  places  where  to  speak.  A  tyran- 
nical exercise  of  this  right  will  only  drive 
discussion  from  the  floor  of  this  House 
into  the  country,  and  the  House  of 
Commons  will  sink  to  the  level  of  an 
inferior  vestrv  under  the  absurdity  of  its 
own  Bule.  This  consideration  will  always 
be  a  check  upon  the  abuse  of  the  closure; 
and  I  hope  that  under  the  exercise  of 
sound  common  sense,  and  those  principles 
of  freedom  of  debate  and  liberty  to  which 
we  have  been  accustomed,  the  House 

Sir  William  Harcourt 


may  still  continue  to  be  the  arena  of 
debate  of  a  free  people.  I  have  lived  a 
goodish  time  in  minorities  and  majorities, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  makes  much  dif- 
ference whether  we  are  in  a  majority  or 
in  a  minority ;  it  depends  very  much  on 
whether  the  opinions  we  hold  commend 
themselves  to  the  majority  of  the  country 
or  not.  These  panic  fears  about  the 
closure  are  absurd.  If  by  the  improper 
abuse  of  the  power  anything  is  closed  it 
will  be  the  House  of  Commons.  You 
may  depend  upon  it  that  is  a  considera- 
tion which  will  not  be  without  influence 
upon  the  Government.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  have  no  doubt  at  present  that 
they  are  always  going  to  be  in  a  maiority, 
and  they  think  that  they  are  introducing 
a  Bule  to  suit  that  situation.  They 
remind  me  of  the  Eton  boy — 

''  Alas  I  regardless  of  their  doom 
The  little  victims  play, 
No  sense  have  they  o'f  ills  to  come. 
No  cares  beyond  to-day." 

I  should  strongly  advise  them  in  deahng 
with  this  question  to  look  at  the  possi- 
bilities of  the  future,  and  to  consider 
how  this  thing  may  bear,  not  only  upon 
their  present,  but  upon  their  future 
position.  I  shall  not  detain  the  House 
any  longer.  We  cannot  quarrel  with  the 
closure,  because  it  is  ours.  You  have 
altered  nothing  except  the  position  of 
the  Speaker.  As  regards  the  position 
of  the  Speaker,  I  have  read  to  you  what 
your  view  was  then.  Our  experience 
has  led  us  to  conclude  that  it  was  a 
mistake  to  introduce  the  Speaker  at  all, 
even  as  we  introduced  him.  But  your 
proposal  is  more  dangerous  still,  and  I 
think  the  House  will  be  much  better 
advised  if  it  excludes  the  Speaker  from 
the  dosure.  I  do  not  think  that  in  that 
strong  Committee  there  was  a  single  dis- 
sentient opinion  when  we  came  to  that 
conclusion.  We  agreed  that  it  should 
be  proposed  independently  to  the  House 
and  voted  upon  by  the  House.  Why 
should  you  throw  over  the  unanimous 
conclusion  of  the  Committee  ?  For  my 
part,  I  should  adhere  to  the  Besolution 
if  you  strike  the  Speaker  out  of  it  alto- 
gether. I  am  perfectly  willing  to  rely 
upon  the  public  opinion  of  the  House 
and  the  country  to  prevent  the  abuse  of 
the  closure.  I  should  be  willing  to 
diminish  rather  than  to  increase  the 
quorums.  I  think  the  quorums  much 
too  large.  I  would  leave  the  House 
like  any  other  Adsembly,  and  I  do  not 
know  that  othg^-^ig^D^^f^^  the 
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inteTvention  of  the  Speaker.  We  are 
too  timid,  I  think.  To  introduce  the 
Speaker  to  say  whether  the  matter  is  or 
is  not  fit  for  decision  is  most  objection- 
able. It  is  the  same  with  regard  to 
adjonmment.  You  expose  him  need- 
lessly. He  would  be  violently  attacked 
by  those  to  whom  he  would  refuse  it,  and 
you  would  greatly  destroy  the  authority 
of  the  Chair.  Much  better  leave  the 
responsibility  with  the  majority,  who 
will  be  responsible  to  the  House  and  the 
country.  Under  these  circumstances  you 
can  safely  accept  this  Rule,  and  disrecrard 
all  the  fears  entertained  upon  the  subject; 
and  I  am  satisfied  if  this  power  is  reason- 
ably and  fairly  used  it  will  be  greatly  to 
the  advantage  of  the  House  and  the 
country. 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  appears 
to  have  forgotten  part,  at  least,  of  the 
good  advice  which  his  Leader  gave 
earlier  in  the  evening.  The  right  hon. 
GFentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  laid  stress  upon 
the  fact  that  the  Government  need  not 
expect  anything  of  the  nature  of  Party 
opposition  to  these  Rules ;  but  certainly 
at  the  beginning  of  his  speech  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
seemed  to  be  a  little  oblivious  of  that 
part  of  his  Leader's  observations.  But 
although  he  did  not  remember  that  we 
were  not  to  be  treated  to  any  Party  re- 
crimination, he  did  not  forget  that  we 
had  been  promised  a  sporadic  discus- 
sion. I  think  we  may  fairly  say  that  the 
right  hon.  Ghntleman  (Sir  William  Har- 
court) went  up  and  down  and  round  about 
the  question  until  we  hardly  knew  which 
was  the  beginning  of  his  speech  and 
which  the  end.  T^e  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  spoken  very  strongly  against  the 
present  proposals  of  the  Government, 
and  he  has  endeavoured  to  enlist  as  an 
advocate  against  the  proposal  now  before 
the  House  a  speech  made  by  Lord  Ash- 
bourne five  years  ago  against  the  pro- 
posals of  tho  then  Government,  which 
were  supported  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself,  upon  whom  Lord  Ash- 
bourne's oratory  seemed  to  produce 
very  little  effect  at  the  time  it  was  de- 
li?ered.  I  must  point  out  that  the  ar- 
gtimenta  which  Ijord  Ashbourne  used 
fere  not  directed  against  the  proposal 
fiici  is  noxv^  put  forward,  but  against 


the  proposal  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  saw  no  reason  to  condemn, 
and  which  the  Government  now  propose 
to  supersede  by  the  very  proposal  before 
the  House.  Now,  I  observe  that,  in 
point  of  fact,  there  are  three  main 
questions  which  seem  to  run  through 
the  oratory  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  in  this  discussion.  One  of  them 
has  reference  to  the  devolution  of  the 
Business  of  the  House;  another  of  them 
has  reference  to  the  position  of  the  Chair ; 
and  the  third  of  them — though  I  do  not 
think  it  is  at  all  germane  to  the  subject 
— has  reference  to  the  recent  ruling  ol 
Mr.  Speaker  upon  the  question  of  Notice 
bein^  given  of  matters  to  be  discussed  in 
the  House.  I  should  like  to  dispose  of 
the  last  of  these  questions  first,  because 
the  most  extraordinary  bugbears  and 
imaginary  horrors  have  been  conjured  up 
with  respect  to  it.  Now,  it  is  not  only 
an  obvious  and  constantly  recognized 
Rule  of  this  House  that  we  are  not  to 
anticipate  the  discussion  of  any  question ; 
but  it  appears  to  me  to  be  essential  and 
rudimentary  in  all  debate  whatever.  I 
do  not  suppose  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  as- 
sisted at  the  deliberations  of  a  band  of 
Chootaws  they  would  allow  to  be  dis- 
cussed beforehand  anything  that  had 
been  set  down  for  their  palaver  on  the 
next  day.  [Sir  William  HARConKT  dis- 
sented.] Then  I  must  leave  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  practices  of  his 
friends  and  prototypes,  and  appeal  to 
those  of  more  civilized  societies.  jDebate 
would  become  absolutely  impossible  if, 
when  Notice  has  been  given  that  a  par- 
ticular question  is  to  be  discussed  on  a 
particular  day,  it  should  be  possible  to 
anticipate  that  discussion  by  taking  it  on 
another  day  when,  perhaps,  Members  in- 
terested in  the  subject  might  not  be  here 
to  take  part  in  the  debate.  In  fact,  we 
might  as  well  burn  our  Order  Book  and 
get  rid  of  all  the  Forms  of  Parliament  if 
our  proceedings  are  to  be  allowed  to  de- 
generate into  such  confusion.  Passing 
from  that,  I  should  like  to  say  a  word  or 
two  with  regard  to  the  position  of  the  Go- 
vernment upon  the  question  of  closure. 
It  is  no  secret  that  the  Conservative 
Party  have  not  been  enthusiastic  sup- 
porters of  the  cloture.  [^  lauffL']  That 
is  no  secret.  Some  of  us  have  had  very 
grave  and  serious  objections,  both  consti- 
Btutionally  and  politically,  to  the  appli- 
cation of  the  cloture  to  the  debates  of 
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this  House;  but  those  objeotionB  Trere 
mainly  urged  at  a  time  when  the  ques- 
tion was  one  absolutely  new  to  Parlia- 
ment, without  precedent,  and  of  which 
we  had  no  experience.  I  claim  for  this 
side  of  the  House  that  we  may  be 
allowed  to  profit  by  experience.  We 
have  had  tour  years'  experience  of 
the  system  which  was  introduced  in 
1B82  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  with  the  entire]  concurrence 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  and  his 
Oolleagues,  and  I  am  bound  to  confess 
that  that  system  does  not  appear  to  have 
operated  as  that  serious  infringement  of 
Parliamentary  liberties  which  some  of 
us  feared  it  would  prove.  The  Con- 
servative Party  has  never  been  a  re- 
actionary Party.  We  leave  re-action  for 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite ;  they  are 
the  people  who  are  always  trying  to  undo 
the  achievements  of  their  opponents.  Tha 
Conservative  Party  endeavours  always 
to  make  the  best  of  things  as  they  are, 
not  to  rip  open  old  sores,  or  go  back  to 
an  earlier  state  of  things,  we  endea- 
vour to  absorb  into  the  Constitution  of 
this  country  all  the  new  Bules  which 
have  been  engrafted  upon  it  by  new 
legislation ;  and  I  think  it  is  open 
for  us  to  say  that  the  result  of  toxiT 
years'  experience  has  convinced  us  that 
there  was  probably  insufficient  ground 
for  our  fears  with  regard  to  the 
cloture.  But  we  think  that  in  the 
system  introduced  four  years  ago  thei;e 
is  one  very  remarkable  and  conspicuous 
defect.  We  think  that  the  position  as- 
signed to  the  Speaker  by  the  Rule  for 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  is  responsible  is  not 
a  position  which  has  been  advantageous 
to  the  Chair,  and  we  think  it  has,  in  a 
great  degree,  prevented  the  Bule  from 
being  generally  operative.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  determined 
that  they  will,  on  this  occasion,  do  their 
best  to  make  the  Eule  more  effective 
and  more  operative.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  taunted  us  with  voting 
in  the  Committee  upstairs  in  favour  of 
a  two-thirds  majority,  and  that  after  that 
we  should  propose  the  Eesolution  as  it 
now  stands  with  ^^&i^d  to  the  invocation 
of  the  Speaker.  Tne  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  very  proud  of  the  fact  that  he  is 
an  advocate  of  the  cldture  by  a  pure  ma- 
jority without  bringing  the  Speaker  into 
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the  question  at  all.  •  Better  than  that  is 
the  two-thirds  majority,  and  better  than 
the  two-thirds  majority,  in  my  opinion,  is 
the  scheme  now  propounded  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qt)vemment,  who  have  considered 
the  feeling  of  those  who,  like  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman,  are  unwilling  to  set  up 
a  new-fangled  form  of  majority  in  this 
House.  The  old  Bule  embodies  the 
principle  of  the  majority  deciding  the 
question,  and  we  have  respected  that 
principle.  It  is  retained  in  our  proposal, 
and  in  that  respect  I  think  we  may 
claim  the  assent  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  it  is  preferable  to  atvo- 
thirds  majority.  So  far,  it  appears,  we 
are  agreed ;  but  we  differ  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  this — that  we  do  not 
approve  of  a  majority  pure  and  simple 
being  able  to  decide  the  question  in  ^lis 
House.  I  was  rather  surprised  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  that 
magnificent  temerity  with  which  he 
sometimes  approaches  public  questions, 
declaring  himself  in  favour  of  a  majority 
pure  and  simple  deciding  questions  of 
this  sort.  How  many  hon.  Members  of 
this  House  does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man fliink  he  would  be  able  to  take 
with  him  into  the  Lobby  on  such  a  pro- 
position ?  How  many  does  he  think  he 
would  be  able  to  take  with  him— would 
be  able  to  detach — from  the  Govern- 
ment side  of  the  House  f 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT(Derby): 
Six  months  hence. 

Mr.  BATKES  :  I  will  not  speak  of 
six  months  hence,  because  I  do  not  know 
what  fresh  change  may  have  taken  place 
in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  views 
within  that  time.  But  this  I  think  I 
may  say.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  have  been  struck  when  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  put  it  to  him 
how  many  supporters  would  he  be  likely 
to  find  on  his  own  side  of  the  House 
below  the  Gangway?  Is  he  going  to 
lead  into  action  the  forlorn  hope  sitting 
on  the  Benches  behind  him  ?  Does  he 
suppose  that  the  votes  that  he  will  be 
able  to  poll  out  of  the  Benches  behind 
that  upon  which  he  sits  will  be  such  as  to 
justify  a  Minister  in  making  the  proposal 
that  he  suggests?  The  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  perfectly  well  that  if 
he  were  sitting  upon  this  side  of  the 
Table  he  would  no  sooner  think  of  pro- 
posing in  a  matter  of  this  kind  to  take 
the  decision  of  tiie  majority  pure  and 
simple  than  he  would  propose  to  go  to 
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War  with  all  the  Powers  of  Europe  com- 
hined.     He  knows  perfectly  well  that 
if  he  were  here  and  made  a  proposal 
of  that  kind,  the  defeat  which  would 
be   given  to  a  proposal   of  that   sort 
would  be  oyerwhelming,  and  would  be 
sufficient,  at  all  events,  to  teach  him  a 
lesson  which  he  does  not  seem  to  have 
learned  at  the  present  moment.    I  think 
I  have  shown  how  this  Besolution  is  put 
forward  in  its  present  form.  We  believe 
it  to  be  better,  on  Constitutional  grounds, 
than  a  two-thirds  majority.    We  believe 
it  better  and  more  acceptable  to  the 
House  of  Ck)mmons,  and  more  certain  to 
preserve  the  privileges  of  the  minorities, 
than  a  majority  pure  and  simple ;  and 
we  believe  that  on  both  these  points  we 
shall  find  a  considerable  majority  of  the 
House  in  favour  of  it.    GOben,  having 
ahown  how  this  presented  itself  to  the 
jnindfl  of  those  who  sat  on  the  Committee 
to  which  such  frequent  reference  has 
been  made,  I  should  like  to  say  one  or 
two  words  with  regard  to  the  difference 
in  the  position  of  the  Speaker  under  this 
Besolutioo  as  compared  with  the  exist- 
ing arrangement.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  been  pleased  to  make  rather 
merry  with  regard  to  the  difficulties  of 
the  opeaker,  in  whose  ear  the  Whips  of 
the  ]rarty  will  always  be  whispering  re- 
specting his  duly  in  this  matter.  Both  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  late  Prime 
Minister  (Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone)  have 
been  at  great  pains  in  their  endeavour 
to  prove  that  the  position  of  the  Speaker 
under  this  new  Bule  will  be  more  em- 
barrassing than  his  position  imder  the 
old  Bule.    Well,  I  think  that  a  more 
baseless  or  unfounded  invention    was 
never  put  forward  in  this  House.    I 
think   when  you  consider  that  at  the 
present  moment  the  closure  has  only 
been  put  in  force  on  one  occasion  pre- 
vious to  last  week  during  four  years, 
and  that  on  that  occasion  the  Speaker's 
initiative  was  supported  by  only  207 
against  49,  we  have  the  most  obvious 
reason  why  the  present  Bule  is  inopera- 
tive,   because  no  Speaker  is  likely  to 
assume  the  initiative  again,  under  the 
circumstances,  unless  in  the  face  of  ex- 
treme urgency.      [Sir  William  Har- 
0OX7BT    here    made    some    observation 
across  the  Table.]    I  should  be  glad  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  make  it 
eonvenient   to  speak  at  another  time, 
and  not  be  continually  interrupting  me. 
As  the  propofiition  now  stands,  it  appears 
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to  me  that  it  will  meet  the  whole  diffi- 
culty.   The  Speaker  under  ibis  Bule  in 
future,  instead  of  appearing  to  assume 
the  initiative  in  putting  down  a   mi- 
nority, will  appear  to  the  House  as  the 
person  who  is  the  guardian  of  the  rights 
of  the  minority.    The  Speaker  is  cdled 
upon  by  the  Leader  of  the  House,  or  by 
the  Member  in  charge  of  some  BiU,  who 
believes  he  has  the  requisite  majority  to 
cariT  through  the  House  a  Motion  for 
closing  the  debate.  I  am  sorry  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  going  away.    It  is 
for  the    Speaker,  under  these  circum- 
stances, to  sa^  whether  or  not  he  thinks 
that  the  application  for  the  cloture  may 
be  granted — that  is  to  say,  he  is  intro- 
duced between  the  minority  and  the 
Government  as  a  check  on  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  I  think  it  would  be  felt  that 
his  action,  to  which  the  minority  must 
look,   is   protecting   their   rights    and 
liberties  against  the  influence  of    the 
majority.   Instead,  therefore,  of  putting 
the  Speaker  in  a  position,  painful,  in- 
vidious, and  embarrassing,  it  seems  to 
me  that  by  this  proposal  he  is  restored 
to  his  position  of  moderator  of  the  de- 
bates and  guardian  and  champion  of 
the  rights  of  minorities.    It  seems  to 
me  that  the  question  is  one  that  does 
not  bear  much  argument.    It  may  be 
several  years  since  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   (Sir    William    Harcourt)    has 
found  it  necessary  to  make  any  proposal 
of  an  interesting  character  to  any  in- 
teresting person  of  the  other  sex.    But 
if  his  argument  is  ^ood  for  anything, 
the  position  of  the  lady  in  these  circum- 
stances would  be  less  embarrassing  if  it 
lay  with  her  to  make  the  proposal  her- 
self.   According  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  responsibility  of  the  lady  is 
much  greater  if  she  is  merely  to  say 
"  Yes ''  or  <*  No  "  when  addressed  with 
all  the  force  and  eloquence  which   so 
distinguished  a  person  would  use  in  sub- 
mitting his  proposal  to  her.    Is  the  lady 
in  these  circumstances  to  be  told  that 
her  position  would  be  far  easier  if  she 
herself  took  the  initiative,  and  got  up 
and  made  the  overture  herself  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ?    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  told  us  that  he  does  not 
think  the  present  Administration  will 
last  very  long,  and  that  the  time  will 
come  when  Gentlemen  who  sit  on  this 
side  of  the  House  will  sit  on  the  other. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  then  be  in  this  House, 

Digitizec[aft>J^  Ntffht.'] 


26^ 


SusiHMi  of 


ICOMlIONSi 


ths  Simsi. 


ieft 


or,  if  be  is,  on  which  side  he  will  sit. 
But,  if  he  happens  to  sit  on  this  (the 
Ministerial)  side  of  the  House,  I  can 
assure  him  that  the  minority  will  be 
vdry  greatly  in  need  of  protection.  I 
confess  I  doubt  whether  any  man  in  this 
House  would  regard  with  equanimity 
the  spectacle  of  &e  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man returning  to  power,  flushed  with  a 
triumphant  majority,  and  conducting 
the  affairs  of  the  (jfovemment  in  the 
tone  and  spirit  in  which  he  commenced 
his  speech  this  eyening.  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  himself  a 
little  suspicion  of  that,  because  he  said 
the  only  thing  he  would  be  afraid  of  was 
that  he  should  misuse  his  powers ;  and  I 
can  assure  him  that  that  is  a  fear  which 
will  be  very  generally  shared  by  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
very  strong  indeed  as  to  the  duty  of  the 
House  and  the  Government  in  respect 
of  the  decision  of  the  Committee  up- 
stairs. I  should  like  the  House  to  recall 
to  its  mind  the  very  curious  finaie  to  the 
proceedings  of  that  Committee  upstairs. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  told  us 
to-night  what  we  did  not  know  before — 
namely,  that  the  programmo  which  he 
submitted  to  the  Committee  had  been 
previously  settled  by  a  Committee  which 
met  at  Devonshire  House.  I  was  not 
aware  that  that  was  known  before.  I 
never  heard  of  it  while  the  Committee 
was  sitting. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT:  It 
was  mentioned  in  this  House  the  other 
night. 

Mr.  EAIKES:  I  was  not  here.  I 
never  heard  of  it  before.  We  certainly 
never  heard  it  in  the  Committee  upstairs. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  at  the  end  of 
his  speech,  told  us  that  it  was  a  shocking 
and  scandalous  thing  that  we  should 
treat  lightly  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee  which  sat  upstairs.  But 
what  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  do  in  that  Committee?  He 
resigned — we  had  a  Ministerial  crisis 
that  was  chronic.  He  caused  the  ad- 
journment from  day  to  day,  and  we 
were  frequently  in  doubt  as  to  whether 
we  should  resume  our  consideration  of 
the  Eesolutions  or  not,  and  whether  we 
should  ever  arrive  at  a  conclusion  on 
the  matter.  Finally,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  when  we  had  arrived  at  a 
conclusion  on  the  Cl6ture  Eesolution, 
flung  up  his  brief  and  declined  to  take 
any  f  mther  interest  in  the  proceedings. 

Mr.  Eaikes 


Sir  WILLI  AM  HABCOUET :  Eealiy, 
Sir,  there  must  be  a  limit  to  misstate- 
ment. What  power  had  I  to  adjourn 
the  Committee?  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Eossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  was  Chairman  of  tiiat 
Committee,  and  he  alone  had  the  power 
to  decide  when  it  shbuld  sit  and  when  it 
should  not. 

^Cr.  EAIKES :  Unquestionably,  the 
noble  Lord  ihB  Member  for  Eossendale 
was  the  formal  organ  in  deciding  the 
question  of  adjournment ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
muet  remember  that  it  was  in  oonee- 
quence  of  the  extraordinary  petulance, 
if  I  may  say  so,  displayed  by  iJie  Eepre- 
sentative  of  the  Government  on  that 
Committee,  that  our  proceedings  were 
constantly  interrupted,  and  we  never 
knew  on  a  particular  day  whether  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee  were  to 
be  carried  on  or  not.  I  think  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bed- 
ford (Mr.  Whitbread)  were  here,  he 
would  thoroughly  corroborate  what  I 
am  saying.  This  point,  at  leaat,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  contra- 
vene  

Sm  WILLIAM  H AECOUET :  I  do- 
every  word  of  it. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  Order,  order! 

Mb.  EAIE^ES:  I  think  the  course 
which  is  now  being  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  show  that  tnis 
House  would  require  some  protection 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in 
possession  of  greater  power.  I  never 
knew  a  greater  breach  either  of  the 
Eules  of  Debate,  or  of  the  ordinary 
courtesies  of  debate,  than  the  continu^ 
interruptions  and  constant  contradictions 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  appeals  to  me  and 
says— **  At  all  events,  wnat  I  have  said 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  contra- 
vene." I  say  I  contravene  every  word  of  it. 

Mb.  EAIKES :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  entirely  misunderstood  me. 
I  said— **  This  point,  at  least,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  contravene, 
that " 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOXJET:  I  do 
contravene  it. 

Mb.  EAIKES :  This  is  an  illustration 
of  the  state  of  mind  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  can  bring  himself.  I 
never  remember  a  more  extraordinary 
display  in  this  House.  I  was  going  to  say, 
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and  I  am  going  to  say,  what  is  the  point 
that  I  am  sore  he  will  not  contravene  ; 
bnt  he  will  not  let  me  finish  mj  sen- 
tence ;  he  again  interrupts  me  before  he 
knows  what  I  am  going  to  say.  I  wish 
to  say — and  this  is  the  point  on  which  I 
hope  I  shall  not  be  interrupted  again  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman — that  he  will 
not  deny  this — that  when  the  Committee 
had  arriTed  at  the  Eesolution  which  it 
appears  now  the  House  ought  particu- 
Ifurly  to  respect,  he  disclaimed  any  fur- 
ther responsibility  for  the  proceedings 
of  the  Committee. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  I  con- 
travene that. 

Mb.  EATK.es  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  contravene  that?  Then  all 
I  can  say  is,  that  I  appeal  with  con- 
fidence to  every  other  man  who  sat  on 
that  Committee  as  to  the  painful  im- 
pression produced  on  the  minds  of  Mem- 
oers  of  the  Committee  by  the  course 
adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman. 
I  do  not,  however,  particularly  care 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  re- 
collection of  these  matters  tallies  with 
mine  or  not.  All  I  can  say  is  this — and  I 
put  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with- 
oat  the  slightest  doubt  or  hesitation — 
that  it  is  not  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, having  taken  the  line  he  did  take 
then,  to  tell  the  House  that  they  are 
bound  by  the  decision  of  the  Committee. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  great 
lover  of  devolution.  Well,  we  have 
heard  a  great  deal  about  devolution,  and 
it  is  well  to  point  out  to  the  House  what 
was  the  machinery  by  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  bring  it  about.  It  was  actually 
proposed,  and  actually  carried  in  the 
Committee  that  sat  upstairs,  that  this 
devolution  was  to  consist  of  breaking  up 
the  House  of  Commons  into  four  parts ; 
that  these  foiur  bodies  were  to  supersede 
the  action  of  the  House  itself  on  two 
days  of  the  week  until  9  o'clock ;  and 
that  then  the  Speaker  was  to  take  the 
Chair  and  Questions  were  to  be  put,  and 
Pablio  Business  was  to  be  taken  at  that 
hour.  It  seemed  to  me  that  a  pro- 
position of  such  limitless  absurdity  was 
never  propounded,  and  I  am  certain  any 
Government  that  attempted  to  father 
such  a  scheme  would  be  laughed  out  of 
the  House,  and  that  any  House  that 
passed  it  would  become  the  laughing- 
gtock  of  Europe.  I  endeavoured  to  bring 
about  an  arrangement  by  which  the 
House  would   meet  at  some  ordinary 


time,  and  then  break  up  into  several 
Bureaux.  The  House  was  to  sit  here 
through  Thursday  and  Friday  afternoons 
in  four  Bureaux,  and  then  make  up  a 
miserable  meeting  at  9  o'clock  for  the 
transaction  of  the  Business  of  the  nation. 
I  confess  the  Qovernment  appear  to  me 
to  have  earned  the  gratitude  of  this 
House  in  having  refused  to  encumber 
the  Paper  of  Proceedings  by  reviving 
that  ridiculous  proposal.  I  am  quite 
sure  that  whatever  form  devolution  is 
to  take  it  will  never  take  the  form  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  at  that  time  was  anxious  to 
press  on  the  House.  I  do  not  myself 
think  that  this  House  is  ripe  for  the 
consideration,  on  an  extended  scale,  of 
a  scheme  of  devolution.  I  think  that 
perhaps  the  time  may  come  when  it 
would  be  found  possible  to  create  a  G^ys- 
tem  by  which  Bills  generally  could  be 
discussed  upstairs,  and  when  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  was  to  come  to  an 
end.  But  that  will  not  be  because  the 
House  has  failed  to  do  its  duty,  but  be- 
cause it  is  overburdened  with  work.  It  . 
seems  to  me  that  of  all  the  valuable 
features  of  our  Parliamentary  institu- 
tion, the  most  valuable  is  Committee  of 
the  Whole  Housow  I  do  not  think  that 
any  other  part  of  our  Business  so  favour- 
ably represents  the  business  qualities  of 
the  British  raoe  as  the  stage  of  Commit" 
tee  of  the  Whole  House ;  and  I  think  it 
would  be  an  evil  day  for  this  country 
whenever  the  discussion  of  the  details 
of  important  matters  was  taken  away 
from  the  Whole  House  sitting  in  Com- 
mittee. The  most  useful  discussions 
take  place  there,  and  it  will  be,  as  I 
say,  an  evil  day  when,  for  free  and  fair 
and  open  discussion  downstairs,  is  sub- 
stituted that  inferior  sort  of  sifting  which 
can  be  given  to  a  measure  in  one  of  those 
miorocosmic  bodies  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  is  pleased  to  call  miniatures 
of  this  House.  I  do  not  wish,  to  detain 
the  House  any  further  upon  this  ques- 
tion. I  think  it  has  not  been  very  diffi- 
cult to  show  to  the  House  how  exceed- 
ingly baseless  and  untrustworthy  were 
the  criticisms  bestowed  on  this  subject 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem* 
ber  for  Derby  (Sir  William  BLarcourt) ; 
but  then  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  in  this  difficulty.  He  was 
fettered  from  offering  any  eilective  op- 
position to  the  proposals,  because  they 
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were  based  upon  those  of  his  own  Oo- 
yernment.  I  most  eamestlj  hope  that 
the  example  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  be  followed ;  but  that 
criticisms  will  be  made  rather  in  the 
spirit  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell).  That  hon.  Member's  criti- 
cisms were  perfectly  fair  and  tinged 
with  no  Party  acrimony,  and  not  in- 
truded to  embarrass  or  confuse  the 
mind  of  the  House.  I  feel  quite  sure 
that  if  hon.  Gentlemen  generally  will 
take  their  model  from  below,  rather 
than  above,  the  Gangway  on  the  other 
side,  they  will  be  more  likely  to  arrive 
at  a  satisfactory  oonolusion  with  regard 
to  a  matter  that  is,  no  doubt,  of  first 
importance,  if  Public  Business  is  to  be 
transacted  in  this  country,  and  which  it 
is,  above  all  things,  necessary  should  be 
brought  to  a  conclusion,  not  merely  with 
an  eye  to  the  acceleration  of  the  Public 
Business,  but  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
ancient  liberties  and  privileges  of  this 
House. 

SiE  LYON  PLATFAIR  (Leeds, 
8.)  :  I  beg  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
(Sir  Jjj/on  Play  fair,) 

Motion  a§r$ed  to. 

Debate  aifoumed  till  To-morrow. 

EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS  (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT,  1882  (DOLLAR  INSTI- 
TUTION). 

MOTION  FOR  AK  ADDRESS. 

Mr.  a.  L.  BEOWN  (Hawick,  &c.) : 
Sir,  I  am  sorry  to  ask  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  at  this  late  hour ;  but  as  the 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners  with  re- 
ference to  this  Institution  will  become 
law  if  it  is  not  challeuged,  I  feel  that 
there  is  no  alternative  for  me  but  to 
make  the  Motion  standing  in  my  name. 
My  first  objection  is  that  elementary 
education  will  be  entirely  removed  from 
this  school  by  the  scheme  of  the  Oom- 
missioners,  so  that  the  poor  of  the 
parish  of  Dollar  will  be  virtually  ex- 
cluded from  the  school  that  was  left  to 
them.  My  second  objeotion  is,  that  the 
people  of  Dollar  have  no  direct  repre- 
Bentation.  Our  complaint  was  formerly 
that  the  representation  was  not  suffi- 
ciently direct,  and  we  complain  now 
that  we  have  no  direct  representation 
at  all.    The  will  of  the  founder,  John 

3fr.  Raika 


MacNab,  shows  that  the  money  was  leil 
entirely  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor  of 
the  parish  of  DoUar.  But  the  Dollar 
Institution  has  not  been  such  a  success 
as  it  might  have  been,  because  the  repre- 
sentation has  not  been  sufficiently  direct, 
and,  as  I  have  said,  by  die  scheme  of 
the  Commissioners  it  is  still  less  so. 
Under  the  old  system  there  was  a  good 
elementary  school  and  a  good  eooondary 
school.  Under  the  present  scheme  only 
four  of  the  managers  are  to  be  resident 
in  the  parish  of  Dollar,  and  the  other 
seven  are  to  be  non-reodent.  The 
scheme  turns  the  school  entirely  into  a 
secondary  school,  whereas  the  money 
was  left  entirely  for  the  education  of 
tilie  poor  children  of  the  parish.  From 
this  school  all  children  below  the  Fifth 
Standard  are  to  be  excluded,  and  I 
say  that  anyone  who  is  familiar  with 
the  condition  of  the  working  dasses  will 
know  that  veiy  few  diillren  ot  the 
working  classes  can  enter  the  sdiool 
under  such  conditions.  This  is  the 
point  to  which  I  wish  particularly  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House.  The 
Commissioners  propose  that  school  fees 
should  be  paid  not  exceeding  12#. 
a-year,  in  order  to  qualify  this  ar* 
ranffement.  There  are  157  children  of 
working  men  attending  the  8cho(d,  and 
if  12«.  is  paid  for  each  of  them  l^e 
expenditure  under  the  head  of  fees  will 
amount  to  £94  a-year.  Now,  the  in- 
come of  the  Charity  amounts  to  £3,000, 
and  of  that  the  working  men  of  the 

rrish  will    get   only   the   small  sum 
have  named.     I  trust  the    House 
will  hesitate  before  they  approve  this 
scheme.    If  the  scheme  were  carried  it 
will  oblige  the  School  Board  to  put  up 
a  new  school,  and  for  this  the  working 
men  will  be  rated  over  and  above  what 
they  now  have  to  pay.  At  present  there 
are  in  this  school  546  children  on  the 
roll,  with  an  average  attendance  of  4^dOf 
which,  if  the  elementary  school  is  re- 
moved, will  be  very  largely  reduced.  It 
is,  in  my  opinion,  a  neat  pity  that  the 
children  of  the  middle  class  were  ever 
admitted  to  this  school  at  all.    Thej 
were  admitted  at  first  as  a  pririlege, 
and  now,  like  cuckoos,  they  are  driring 
the  poorer  children  out  of   the  nest. 
These,  Sir,   are  the    reasons  why  ▼« 
object  to  the  scheme  of  tiie  Endowed 
Schools    Commissioners,   under  which 
the  working  men  of  the  pariah  will 
have  no  direct  representatioii  on  the 
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Boards  and  for  those  reafions  I  ask  tiba 
House  not  to  (^ve  its  assent  to  the  scheme* 
Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  CoUe^e) : 
Sr,  I  shall  make  verj  few  obseirations 
in  seeonding  the  Motion    of  my  hon. 
Friend.    In  this  school  I  believe  there 
are  under  600  pupils.    The  school  has 
aeoommodation  for  1,600  ;  but  it  is  pro- 
posed to  carrj  orer  the  primary  educa- 
tioa  from  that  school,  and  to  compel  the 
erection  in  the  parish  of  a  board  schooL 
I  may  mention  that  there  was  a  parish 
school  in  the  place ;  but  this,  on  the 
ground  that  ampleaccommodationexisted 
in  theparish,  was,  on  the  recommendation 
(A  the  Scotch  Education  Board,  disoon- 
fumed.    My  hon.  Friend  has  stated  the 
objections  which  exist  to  the  scheme  of 
the  Educatlonai  Endowments  Oommis^ 
aion  in  ifao   present  case,  in  which  I 
entirely  agree.  I  hare  no  doubt  we  shall 
receive  the  same  answer  to  our  objeo' 
tioES  as  it  ia  usual  to  give  when  these 
schemes  are  called  in  question.   We  are 
always  told  that  it  is  the  effort  of  the 
Oommisaionexs  to  open  up  a  road  from 
&6  board  school  to  the  University  for 
Aechildr^Hi  of  tiie  poorest  classes  of  the 
u^Hilation.    When  the  Educational  En^* 
dtwments  Bill  was  before  the  House  of 
Oommons,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem" 
(or  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Buchanan)  and 
otter  Scotch  Members,  including  myself, 
did  our  utmost  to  safeguard  the  interests 
of  free  primary  education  in  the  same 
vay  as  the  provisions  of  other  charitable 
lonndations  were  safeguarded^  and  our 
fear  has  always  been  that  whal  was 
onginally  inteaided  by  the  founders  for 
ptimary  education  might  be  diverted  to 
SBcoadary  education.   That,  Sir,  is  what 
has  taken  place  in  the  present  instance^ 
The  Educ^onal  Endowments  Oommi&« 
noners  have  diverted  all  but  about  £98 
pcf  annum  to  secondary  education  out 
of  an  income  of  £3,000.    No  doubt  we 
shall  be  told  that  provision  would  be 
laade  for  the  further  education  of  the 
poor  by  bursaries  and  such  means;  but 
the  poor  themselves  do  not  appreciate 
that  form  of  looking  after  their  interests* 
We  know  that  whue  the  children  of  the 
rich  are  able  to  go  forward  to  the  Uni* 
Tcraities  and  avail  themselves  of  such 
ednoational  advantages  the  children  of 
the  poor  who  are  obuged  to  go  early  to 
labour  will  not  be  able  to  avail  them- 
whes  of  secondary  educational  endow- 
insnta ;  and  it  is,  therefore,  the  more  im- 
portant that  they  shall  have  the  full 


benefit  of  all  the  endowments  for  pri- 
mary education  that  have  been  left  to 
them.  I  shall  not  at  this  late  hour  say 
more  in  support  of  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  which  I  cordially  second. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  prapng  Her  to  withhold  Her  consent 
from  Section  22  of  Scheme  88  of  the  Educa- 
tional Endowments  (Scotland)  Commis$ion, 
under  'The  Educational  Endowments  (Scot- 
land) Act,  1882.'  ^—[Mr.  A.  L.  Brown.) 

Thb  SEOEETAEYfor  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) : 
I  shall  not  detain  the  House  more  than 
a  few  moments  in  defending  this  scheme 
of  the  Commissioners,  which  has  already 
been  defended  by  my  Predecessors,  and 
which,  bnt  for  political  events  which 
have  taken  place,  would  long  ere  this 
have  become  law.  The  first  portion  of 
the  attack  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hawick  was  upon  that  part  of  the 
scheme  which  relates  to  the  Governing 
Body;  but,  Sir,  I  do  think  that,  as  a 
mattet  of  fact,  the  section  whieh  he  de- 
Qires  to  leave  out  has  not  much  to  do 
with  the  Governing  Body.  But  the  real 
objection  has  beon  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  College  Division  of  Glas- 
gow  (Dr.  Cameron),  and  it  turns  on  the 
contention  that  the  funds  have  been 
diverted  from  the  dasd  wlio  were  in- 
tended to  be  benefited  by  them.  Now, 
I  do  not  think  that  the  facts  have  been 
accurately  stated.  In  the  first  place, 
Sir,  the  poor  will  not  be  damaged  by  the 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners.  They  get 
their  education  free  now,  and  if  the 
schetne  of  the  Commissioners  be  passed 
they  will  continue  to  get  tJlieir  education 
free  hereafter ;  so  that  nothing  has  really 
been  taken  £rom  them.  It  is  true  that 
when  the  scheme  is  passed  there  will  be 
a  small  charge  of  a  little  more  than  2^d. 
in  the  pound  oast  upon  the  rates  in  order 
to  make  up  that  portion  of  the  funds 
diverted  to  secondary  education.  In 
looking  at  these  questions  the  points  to 
be  considered  are  —  first,  whether  the 
Endowment  Commissioners  are  acting 
in  aocordanoe  with  their  duty  in  &am« 
ing  their  scheme ;  and,  secondly,  whe* 
ther  the  educational  benefits  of  the 
classes  intended  have  been  preserved? 
Well,  Sir,  upon  the  first  point  I  cannot 
conceive  that  any  doubt  should  exist. 
When  the  Charity  Commissioners  were 
instituted  it  was  for  the  express  pur* 
pose  of  preventing  money  which  now    j 
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goes  to  save  rates  from  being  used 
for  other  purposes  than  was  intended. 
The  Dollar  Scheme  throws  on  the  rate- 
payers of  the  district  some  of  that  charge 
which  the  ratepayers  of  every  other  dis- 
trict have  to  pay ;  under  the  scheme  the 
ratepayers  will  simply  have  to  bear  part 
of  the  expense  of  pubHo  education,  which 
is  borne  by  the  ratepayers  elsewhere. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  eat 
down  says  that  the  poor  have  a  very 
small  enjoyment  of  secondary  eduea* 
tion ;  but  one  merit  of  this  scheme  is  to 
put  the  free  education  of  his  children 
within  the  reach  of  every  poor  man-— 
the  very  greatest  boon,  in  my  opinion, 
that  can  be  conferred  upon  the  working 
classes.  For  these  reasons  I  support  the 
scheme  of  the  Oommissioners,  which,  I 
believe,  carries  out  the  object  we  have 
all  in  view,  of  giving  free  education  to 
poor  children  throughout  the  country. 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE  (Clackmannan, 
&o.) :  Sir,  as  I  have  the  honour  of  re- 
presenting the  constituency  in  which 
boUar  Institution  is  situated,  I  think  it 
only  right  that  I  should  say  a  few  words 
on  this  subject.  It  is  quite  true,  as  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Border 
Burghs  has  said,  that  there  have  been 
differences  of  opinion  in  regard  to  this 
scheme  in  the  locality;  and  it  is  fur- 
ther true  that,  while  I  regret  that  such 
differences  of  opinion  should  exist,  I  am 
myself  unable  to  support  the  view  so 
well  stated  by  my  hon.  Friend.  On  the 
merits  of  this  question  I  am  sure  that 
the  House  would  not  desire  me  to  speak 
at  any  length  to-night,  having  regard  to 
the  lateness  of  the  hour ;  but  I  may  say 
that  if  the  real  effect  of  the  scheme  had 
been  to  deprive  the  poor  of  anything — 
if  it  had,  m  the  slightest  degr^,  inter- 
fered with  the  fgratuitous  education  of 
the  poor,  the  scheme  would  have  found 
no  more  strenuous  opponent  than  my- 
self. If  there  is  one  thing  more  than 
another  which  I  would  always  protest 
against,  it  is  the  transfer  to  Uie  rich  or 
well-to-do  classes  of  anything  that  is 
bequeathed  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor. 
In  times  past  an  arrangement  was  made 
under  wmch  all  the  poor  of  Dollar  have 
received  gratuitous  education.  Well, 
Sir,  tiie  education  so  given  has  been  of 
enormous  benefit  to  the  locality;  and, 
first,  by  gratuitous  primary  education, 
and,  secondly,  by  gratuitous  secondary 
education,  many  have  been  able  to  raise 
themselves  from  the  humblest  grades  to 
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positions  of  influence  and  honour  in 
various  departments  of  the  public  ser- 
vice and  in  other  walks  of  life.  But  we 
know  that  educational  endowments  re- 
qvLire  to  be  reconsidered  from  time  to 
time,  and  this  one  has  certainly  been 
most  carefully  considered  by  the  Com- 
missioners. I  would  point  out  that  it  is 
not  one  of  the  functions  of  this  House  to 
amend  a  scheme ;  we  can  amend  a  Bill, 
but  here  the  question  is  substantially 
one  of  acceptance  or  rejection ;  and  my 
opinion,  in  the  present  instance,  is  that 
the  latter  alternative  would  involve  a 
grave  misfortune  to  this  institution  and 
all  who  are  interested  in  it.  What  has 
been  done  is  this — ^inasmuch  as  it  was 
thought  by  the  Commissioners,  after  foil 
inquiry,  that  there  was  not  accommoda- 
tion in  the  existing  building  for  botii  Hie 
secondary  and  primary  scholars,  they 
propose  to  provide  for  the  gratuitous 
primary  education  of  the  children  of 
the  poor  in  a  board  school  to  be  built,  and 
to  reserve  the  present  building  for  those 
receiving  secondary  education.  Bat  the 
poor  children  of  the  parish  will  have 
the  opportunity  in  the  f uture,  as  in  the 
past,  and,  I  hope,  more  than  in  the 
past,  ol  rising  from  humble  to  superior 
grades,  by  means  of  gratuitous  eioluoa- 
tion.  I  hope,  also,  that  under  this 
scheme  the  institution  will  be  so  adapted 
to  the  requirements  and  ideas  of  modem 
times  that  it  will  continue  to  hold  the 
high  place  which  it  has  hitherto  done, 
and  does  now,  amongst  the  edueationai 
establishments  of  the  country.  I  may 
add  that  the  scheme  was  most  carefully 
considered  and  passed  by  the  Scotch 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education. 
For  these  reasons  I  feel  unable  to  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Me.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.): 
I  shall  be  very  brief  in  the  few  words  I 
desire  to  say  on  this  question  before  we 
go  to  a  Division.  I  desire  to  point  out 
that  in  dealing  with  this  scheme  of  the 
Educational  Endowments  Commissioners 
we  have  raised  the  question  which  we 
have  so  often  debated  in  this  Hoase— 
namely,  the  diversion  of  funds  from  the 
use  of  the  poorer  to  that  of  the  richer 
classes — from  the  purposes  of  primaiy 
education  to  the  purposes  of  secondary 
education.  That  point  cannot,  in  my 
opinion,  be  put  too  strongly  before  the 
House,  and  it  is  upon  that  we  shall 
divide  to-night.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hawick  (Mr.  A.  L.  Brown) 
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elemoBtary  edacation  of  the  poor  chil- 
dren of  Dollar. 

Me.  D.  CRAWFOED  (Lanark,  N.E.) : 
I  am  sorry  to  differ  from  my  hon.  Friends 
near  me ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  a  mis- 
taken view  has  been  taken  by  them  of 
the  real  interests  and  riffhts  of  the  poor 
in  this  matter.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
this  Charity  was  intended  for  the  benefit 
of  the  poor  in  Dollar ;  and  I  shall  con- 
tend that  every  farthing  of  it  should  be 
appropriated  to  that  purpose,  and  should 
not  be  diverted  to  the  secondary  educa- 
tion of  the  rich.  I  have  listened  with 
regret  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber frar  Glasgow  (Dr.  Oameron),  because 
I  agree  with  him  that  the  poor  have  a 
well-founded  daim  to  free  elementary 
education ;  and  I  remember  a  speech 
made  by  him  in  this  House  some  years 
ago  upon  that  subject  which  had  a  con- 
siderable influence  on  my  mind.  But 
the  free  elementary  education  of  the 
poor  is  not  in  question  or  in  danger. 
I  understand  it  is  secured  to  the  poor 
of  Dollar  under  this  acheme,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  that  at  no  very  distant  date 
the  same  boon  will  be  extended  to 
every  parish  in  Scotland  and  in  Eng- 
land also*  There  is  no  fear  of  free 
elementary  education.  But  the  diffi- 
culty is  to  secure  the  higher  education 
of  the  poor.  It  is  extremely  difficult 
to  get  funds  for  that  purpose;  and  I 
thiok  we  ought,  therefore,  to  welcome 
these  funds  whenever  we  can  get  hold 
of  them,  and  any  scheme  which  makes 
a  provision  for  the  purpose  of  higher 
education.  I  do  not  pretend  to  be  fa- 
miliar with  the  scheme ;  but  I  under- 
stand that  it  is  intended  to  secure  the 
secondary  education  of  the  poor,  and 
aooordingly  I  cannot  give  my  vote  in 
favour  of  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Friend. 

Mb.  HUNTEE  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  I 
cannot  look  with  favour  upon  this  scheme 
when,  out  of  the  sum  of  £3,000  a*year, 
the  total  amount  given  for  the  higher 
education  of  poor  boys  is  only  £100. 
That  seems  to  me  very  inadequate.  I 
shall  vote  against  this  scheme,  as  I  have 
voted  against  every  scheme  that  has 
come  before  this  House  from  the  Edu- 
cational Endowment  Commissioners  of 
Scotland,  because  this  scheme,  like  the 
rest,  is  framed  on  the  principle  of  taking 
as  much  as  possible  from  the  poor  boys 
and .  appropriating  it  for  the  benefit  of 


has  shown  that  of  this  endowment, 
amounting  to  upwards  of  £3,000  aryear, 
practically  little  more  than  £100  a-year 
is  given  for  purposes  to  which  the  en- 
dowment was  originally  intended  to 
apply.  That  was  the  statement  of  my 
hon.  Friend  in  making  this  Motion,  and 
it  has  not  been  contravened  in  any 
way.  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour),  after  saying  that  the  poor 
of  Dc^lar  are  in  no  way  damaged  by 
this  Bchome,  weot  on  to  state  that  the 
only  difference  to  the  poor  is  that,  in- 
stead of  having,  as  heretofore,  their 
whole  education  free— -the  school  build- 
HigB»  management,  and  masterships  free 
«-they  will  have  to  build  a  new  school 
entirely  for  elementary  education.  My 
ban.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Dr.  Oameron)  has  also  stated  the  same 
thing,  putting  very  clearly  the  dif  erenoe 
between  sums  given  to  primary  and 
aec<»idaTy  education.  The  scheme  of 
the  Commissioners  is  just  a  repetition  of 
what  we  have  so  long  contended  against, 
although  not  in  so  aggravated  a  form. 
Although  the  opposition  which  has  been 
laised  to  these  schemes  in  the  House  of 
Commons  has  always  been  made  at  a 
late  hour,  and  in  consequence  has  re- 
ceived but  a  brief  consideration  at  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members,  still  I  am  glad 
to  see  that  it  has  had  some  effect.  And 
I  hope  my  hon.  Friend's  work  in  con- 
nectioa  with  the  Dollar  Institution  will 
bear  some  fruit  in  future,  even  if  he  is 
not  now  successful  as  regards  the  pre- 
sent scheme. 

Db.  GliABK  (Caithness) :  I  wish  to 
add  a  few  words  in  support  of  the  Mo- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend.    At  the  present 
time  there  are  in  the  school  310  scholars 
I        entirely  free,  the  average  cost  being  52«. 
per  head ;  under  the  new  scheme  there 
villbe  159  scholars,  at  the  cost  of  12«. 
per  head,   reiM:esenting  an  amount  of 
£94  about.     At  present  you  have  £100 
a-year  for  clothing  the  scholars ;  under 
tiie  scheme  of  the  Commissioners  the 
maximtim  for  this  purpose  will  be  £50 ; 
8fid  a  building  which  cost  many  thou- 
sands of  pounds  is  to  be  given  away. 
In  short,  the  entire  amount  left  by  the 
founder  for  the  primary  education  of  the 
poor  and  needy  is  to  be  taken  away,  and 
applied  to  the  purpose  of  secondary  edu- 
oitios  for  the  richer  classes.    I,  for  one, 
>       sball  protest  against  this  scheme  for  the 
eoofiscatiOD  of  money  intended  for  the 
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those  boys  whose  higher  edncation  thdr 
parents  are  well  able  to  pay. 

Qaestion  pat. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  77  ;  Noes 
135 :  Majori^  58.— (Div.  list,  No.  18.) 

Home  adjourned  at  half  after 
One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OP     LOBDS, 
Tmsdoff,  22ni  FOrttmy,  IS87. 


KINUTBS.l— Puwc  BtUr-Firtt  Mmdinf -^ 
Phannacy  Acta  Aimmdmpnt  *  (28). 

WAB    OFFICE    (ORDNANCE    DEPABT- 
MENT}— DEFECTIVE  WEAPONS  -CUT- 
LASSES,  AND  SWORD-BAYONETS. 
EXFIiAWATIOy. 

The  under  SECEETABY  of 
STATE  loa  WAE  fLord  Habris}  :  My 
Lords,  I  beg  to  ask  leave  to  explain  and 
correct  an  answer  I  made  to  a  noble 
Earl  mot  now  in  his  jdace  (the  Earl  of 
Erne)  on  the  7th  instant  I  was  then 
asked  a  Qnestioii  as  to  the  msanfae- 
tnrers  <rf  the  cntlass-bayonets  oomplained 
of  by  the  Admiralty.  My  reply  was 
that  they  were  vo^Ae  by  certain  manu- 
facturers in  England — ^the  number  pur- 
diased  being  about  20,000.  That,  it 
now  appears,  was  a  mistake.  These 
outlass-bayonets  were  nearly  all  made  at 
Solingen,  in  Germany.  The  mistake 
arose  in  this  way — ^in  searching  the 
-record  book  of  purchases  in  order  to 
answer  the  noble  EarPs  Question,  no 
entry  of  the  purchase  of  outlass-bayonets 
was  found  other  than  those  which  I 
mentioned — namely,  some  20,000  from 
Birmingham  manufacturers.  I  natu- 
rally eonduded  that  these  w^e  the 
eutUss^bayonets  complained  of;  but,  in 
preparing  some  inftnmation  the  other 
dav  for  the  Oommittee  now  sitting  on 
this  question,  it  was  found  that  the 
number  of  cutlass-bayonets  converted  in 
1871  far  exceeded  the  number  bought 
in  1858.  The  record  book  was  again 
searched,  in  order  that  the  discrepancy 
might  be  cleared  up ;  but  that  the  record 
book  was  unable  to  do,  and  it  was  only 
owing  to  an  effort  of  memory  that  the 
mistc^Ee  was  found  out.  It  appears,  I 
believe,  that  previous  to  1864  it  was  the 
eustom  that  ail  rifles  purchased  from  the 
trade  w^e  made  non-interchangeable— 

Mr.  Hunter 


that  is  to  say,  tiial  no  part  of  anyone 
rifle  was  made  to  fit  another ;  and,  eon* 
aequently,  in  the  OflBoe  it  was  the  well- 
Imown  fact  that  each  rifle  was  supplied 
complete  in  all  respects,  including  tiie 
bayonet  that  was  used  with  it;  and  the 
custom,  therefore,  in  making  the  entry 
was  to  enter  in  the  record  book  at  that 
time  the  pnrehaae  of  so  many  riflesi  no 
mention  of  bayonets  being  made  any 
more  than  of  ramrods  or  tngger-g^oarda. 
The  lifle  <d  that  day  was  not  conmdered 
compete  widioiit  its  own  particular 
bayonet.  It  was  entered  simply  as  a 
rifle,  and  titat  was  how  the  mi^»ke  was 
not  diseovered.  It  will  be  understoody 
therefore,  why  the  record  showed  the 
purdiase  of  rifles  only;  and,  as  I  said,  it 
was  only  an  effort  of  memory  cai  the 
part  of  someone  who  happened  to  re- 
member the  enslom  of  23  years  back 
that  cleared  up  the  difficulty.  It  ap^ 
pears  tiiat  the  20^000  cutlass.-bayonetB 
mentioned  by  me  were  meant,  and  are 
so  entered  in  the  record  bo<dc,  f<tf  naval 
rifles.  But,  in  1869,  it  was  decided  to 
purchase  a  large  number  of  new  rifles 
for  the  Navy,  and  48,000  wwe  ordered 
from  English  Anns,  and  30,000  from 
JAhge.  The  contract  papers  show  that 
General  Feel  authorued  the  cutlaas- 
bayonets  being  obtained  almost  entirely 
^m  Germany,  at  a  price  ranging  from 
13«.  ed.  to  14«.  6i.  I  am  happy  to  be 
able  to  add  that  the  records  also  show 
that,  so  careful  was  the  Department 
that  the  weapon  i^KMild  be  a  reaUy  good 
one,  that  a  View  Department,  with 
English  viewers,  was  set  up  at  Solingen, 
under  Oaptain  Cookbum,  B.A^  to  make 
sure  that  every  blade  passed  succesefdlly 
the  test  demanded  —  namely,  that  it 
should  be  sprung  to  a  bend  of  3f  inches 
over  a  block  7^^  inches  high ;  and  evei^ 
blade  passed  into  the  Service  did  go 
through  that  trial,  and  the  Testing  De- 
partment remained  at  Solingen  from 
1859  until  1862.  Considering  the  time 
which  has  elapsed  since  these  traas- 
actions  and  the  other  surrounding  cir- 
cumstances, I  hope  your  Lordships  will 
agree  with  me  that  the  mistake  made 
was  not  inexcusable. 

INDIA-THE  QUEEN'S  JUBILEE  CELB- 
BRATION  —  LIBERATION  OF  25,000 
PRISONERS, 

QUESTIOir.      OBSEBVATI0KS» 

Thb  Earl  of  DERBY,  in  rising  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  Stat^  for  India,  Whe- 

Digitized  by  Vj^VJV  iC 


2S1 


India  ^TA$ 


{Febrxjaey  22,  1887} 


Queen's  JuhUe, 


282 


iher  it  is  the  fact  that  25,000  prisoxieTS 
hare  been  liberated  by  order  of  the  Go- 
▼emoT  General,  in  honour  of  the  Jubilee; 
whether  there  is  any  precedent  in  Eng- 
lish or  Anglo-Indian  administration  for 
a  proceeding  of  this  nature ;  and,  if  the 
Btalement  above  referred  to  proved  oor- 
ivot,  what  conditions  have  been  imposed 
or  precautiofns  taken  to  prevent  injury 
or  danger  to  the  public  from  so  large  a 
release  of  persons  presumably,  in  part 
«!'  least,    belonging    to    the    criminal 
dasses?  said,  it  was,  perhaps,  superflnons 
to  aay  that  he  did  not  wish  to  criticise, 
in  any  censorious  spirit,  the  action  of 
&e  noble  Earl  the  Governor  G-eneral  of 
ladia.  who  was  necessarily  entitled  to 
be   allowed  a  large  discretion  in  the 
ezeroise  of  his  functions,  and  who  had 
tiie  advantage  of  being  advised  by  men 
wbo  thoroughly  understood  Native  feel- 
ing.    But  if  a  considerable  percentage 
of  prisoners  were  proposed  to  be  released 
in  England,  the  project  would  be  vetoed 
by  public  opinion ;  nor  did  he  think  that 
tiie  release  of  ordinary  prisoners — for 
^ere  seemed  to  be  no  question  here 
ef  pelitieal  offenders-^on  occasions  of 
poblio    TejoioCng   was    an    idea  which 
BMdem   society  readily  accepted.    He 
wished   to  know  whether  these  25,000 
torhoners,  at  the  tame  of  their  release, 
Bad  underffone  sofflcient  punishment  or 
not  ?     If  they  had,  ought  they  not  to  be 
released  whether  there  was  a  Jubilee  or 
not  ?     If  they  had  not,  was  it  expedient 
to  set  ihem  free  merdy  in  order  to  give 
more  Setat  to  a  pablic  celebration  ?    As 
regarded  the  law-abiding  population  of 
Ibdia,  he  supposed  their  interests  ought 
ts  be  considered  in  the  matter ;  and  it 
certainly  seemed  \o  him  to  be  a  poor 
compliment  to  them  to  let  loose  upon 
Ihem  26,000  persons,   many  of  whom 
must  bdong  to  &e  criminal  class.  Since 
be  had  put  the  Question  on  the  Notice 
^)er  be  had  found  that  there  was  a 
]^recedent  for  the  course  taken ;  but  he 
was  not  aware  that  there  was  any  pre- 
eed^t  for  discharging  prisoners  on  so 
la^  a  scale  as  this,  and  e?en  if  Native 
prModent  was  to  be  acted  upon  to  a 
certain  extent,  he  objed^ed  to  the  prac- 
tice being  carried  further  than  had  pre- 
Tioosly  been  done.   The  proceeding  wao 
one  which  had  caused  a  good  deal  of 
nuprise  in  this  countxy;  and  though, 
for  obvious  reasons,  he  was  not  willing 
to  oessore  what  had  been  done,  espe- 
(^y  Without  bearing  what  was  to  be 


said  in  defence,  he  thought  bis  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Viscount  Cross)  would,  in  any  case, 
not  be  sorry  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  explaining  the  circumstances  of  the 
liberaion  of  this  large  number  of  pri- 
soners. 

The  Earl  of  LTTTON  said,  he  felt 
bound  to  bear  his  personal  testimony  that 
the  acts  of  grace  to  which  he  understood 
that  Lord  DufTeriu  had  obtained  Her 
Majesty's  sanction  in  connection  with 
the  celebration  of  the  Jubilee  in  India 
were  not  without  precedent.  Of  course, 
the  precedents  for  such  acts  could  not 
reach  far  back  in  the  records  of  British 
Indian  government,  for  the  simple  rea- 
son that  these  acts  were  essentially  acts 
of  Sovereign  power.  No  such  power 
was  possessed  oy  the  Company,  and  no 
such  power  could  have  been  exercised 
by  the  Government  of  the  Company. 
The  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Derby)  had  alluded  to  the  precedent  of 
1877,  when  Her  Majesty  assumed  the 
title  of  Empress  of  India,  and  when 
a  similar  liberation  of  Native  Indian 
prisoners  took  place*  At  that  time  nearly 
16,000  persons  were  liberated,  and  the 
number  represented,  he  believed,  about 
10  per  cent  of  the  total  number  of 

frisoners  in  the  various  Provinces  of 
ndia.  Her  Majesty,  in  the  capacity  of 
Sovereign  of  India,  had,  undoubtedly, 
acted  on  that  occasion  in  conformity 
with  the  immemorial  practice  of  the 
Sovereigns  of  India.  No  doubt,  She 
acted  on  the  advice  of  Her  Indian 
Government.  But  that  advice  was,  of 
course,  approved  by  Her  Ministers  at 
home;  and  he  believed  that  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  was  one  of  the  Ministers 
responsible  for  the  approval  of  it.  At 
any  rate,  the  noble  Eari  had  not  then 
ceased  to  be  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet 
which  approved  it.  He  could  assure 
their  Lordships  that  in  1877  no  ill 
results  followed  the  liberation  of  pri- 
son's, and  he  was  persuaded  that  no  ill 
results  were  likely  to  follow  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  The  prisoners  liberated  in 
1877  were  very  carefully  selected  ;  and, 
no  doubt,  they  had  been  carefully  se- 
lected now  by  the  local  Governments, 
who  would  be  especially  affected  by  the 
result  of  tbat  selection.  The  selec- 
tions were  not  made  from  the  criminal 
classes  ;  they  had  special  reference  to  the 
good  behaviour  oi  the  prisoners  libe- 
rated ;  and  they  were  confined  to  pri- 
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soners  sentenced  for  light  offences — he 
thought  mostly  for  debt.  The  liberated 
prisoners  were  also  carefully  watched 
afterwards  ;  and,  though  he  spoke  from 
memory,  he  believed  he  was  right  in 
saying  that  of  the  16,000  prisoners  re- 
leased in  1877  only  two  were  afterwards 
re-committed.  He  could,  however,  fully 
appreciate  the  not  unnatural  impression 
which  had,  doubtless,  prompted  the  Ques- 
tion asked  by  the  noble  Earl ;  and  had 
he  not  been  personally  concerned  in  the 
Government  of  India,  he  should  pro- 
bably have  shared  them.  The  proceed- 
ing referred  to  in  that  Question  could 
not  be  followed  in  England.  In  this 
country  it  would  be  justly  regarded  not 
merely  as  absurd,  but  as  mischievous. 
Many  things  could  be  done  with  safety 
in  England  which  could  not  be  practised 
with  safety  in  India,  and  he  submitted 
that  the  converse  of  that  proposition  was 
equally  true.  The  whole  social  and  in- 
tellectual fibre  of  the  Eastern  World 
differed  from  that  of  the  Western,  and 
notably  in  this — that  the  inveterate  dis- 
position of  all  Oriental  peoples,  whether 
Hindoo  or  Mahommedan,  African  or 
Asiatic,  was  to  cherish  with  the  most 
passionate  tenacity  all  the  characteristics 
of  personal  government  in  its  most  per- 
sonal form.  Those  populations  infinitely 
preferred  to  the  most  perfect  administra- 
tive machine  any  form  of  government  in 
which  they  recognized  the  personal  pre- 
sence of  a  human  heart  and  a  human 
will.  That  was  why  the  transfer  of  our 
Indian  Government  from  the  Company 
to  the  Crown  was  popular  with  the 
Natives  of  India;  not  because  of  any 
change    made    in  the    constitution   or 

Eolicy  of  the  Government  of  India,  but 
ecause  it  substituted  in  the  popular 
imagination  a  human  being  for  an  ab- 
stract impersonal  entity.  Once,  in  the 
course  of  a  tour  of  inspection  along  a 
solitary  pass  on  the  North- West  Fron- 
tier, he  was  riding  in  advance  of  the 
gentlemen  who  were  with  him,  when  his 
bridle  rein  was  seized  by  an  old  grey- 
headed Indian  woman,  who  began  to 
address  him  with  great  volubility  in  a 
language  which  he  did  not  understand. 
It  appeared,  when  the  story  was  inter- 
preted, that  the  woman  was  a  widow 
and  had  an  only  son,  who  was  a  soldier 
in  Her  Majesty's  Native  Army,  and  who, 
for  some  offence  not  very  grave,  was 
then  undergoing  a  term  of  imprison- 
ment.   This  man's  aged  mother,  having 

The  Earl  of  Lytton 


heard  that  the  Viceroy  was  about  to 
pass  that  way,  had  waited  night  and 
day  for  more  than  a  week  in  that  savage 
and  solitary  part,  and,  as  she  alleged, 
without  food — indeed,  he  did  not  see 
how  she  could  get  anything  to  eat  in 
such  a  place — in  order  that  she  might 
not  miss  the  opportunity  of  imploring 
from  his  clemency  the  liberation  of  her 
son.     It  was  absolutely  certain,  if  her 
appeal  had  been  made  to  an  Indian 
Sovereign,  it  would  have  been  granted 
on  the  spot,  and  she  would  have  gone 
her  way  with  gratitude  in  her  heart  and 
benedictions  on  her  lips.     As,  however, 
the  appeal  was  made  to  the  Executive 
head  of  a  very  highly  organized  Go- 
vernment machine,  he  was  obliged  to 
cause  her  to  be  informed  that  her  appli- 
cation would  be  at  once  referred  to  the 
Secretary  to  the  Government  of  India  in 
the  Military  Department,  and  that  the 
Secretary  would  submit  the  matter,  with 
his  Eeport,  to  the  Military  Member  of  the 
Council,  who  would  then  communicate 
on  the  subject  of  it  with  the  Comman- 
der-in-Chief ;  that,  on  hearing  from  the 
Commander-in-Chief,   the    Government 
of  India,  in  another  of  its  Departments, 
would  enter  into  correspondence  about 
it  with  the  local    Government ;   that, 
finally,   all  the  documents  relating  to 
the  case  would  be  laid  before  the  vice- 
roy ;  and  that  if,  in  the  opinion  of  hia 
duly  constituted  advisers,  the  applica- 
tion could  be  entertained,  it  would  be 
granted,  otherwise  not.  It  was.,  of  course, 
difficult  to  make  her  understand  that 
these  explanations  were   not   ironical, 
and  he  would  not  forget  the  expression 
of  pained  perplexity,  and  then  of  abso- 
lute dismay,  with  which   she  received 
them.    They  often  hoard  a  good  deal 
of  the   supposed  right  of  non-British 
races  subject  to  the  British  Crown  to  be 
governed  according  to  their  own  non- 
British  or  anti-British  ideas.     So  far  as 
this  doctrine  had  reference  to  the  funda- 
mental conditions  of  British  supremacy 
throughout  all  parts  of  the  British  Em- 
pire, he  believed  it  to  be  thoroughly 
unsound.     But  local  prejudices  were  no 
more  entitled  to  be  treated  as  universal 
truths,    when    they    happened   to  be 
British,  than  when  they  happened  to 
be  Oriental;  and  for  such  a  Govern- 
ment as  that  of  India  to  place  itself  in 
supercilious  antagonism  to  Indian  senti- 
ments and  ti'aditions,  which   its  own 
experience  had  proved  to  be  innocuous, 
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would  be,  he  Bobmitted;  not  policy,  but 
pedantry. 

The  SECRETAEY  op  STATE  foe 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cboss)  :  My  Lords, 
I  have  first  to  thank  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  for  his 
courtesy  in  postponing  his  Question  until 
to-day.  It  has  enabled  me  to  have 
communication  with  my  noble  Friend 
the  Viceroy  of  India  (the  Earl  of  Duf- 
ferin),  and  I  am  now  able  to  give  the 
House  that  information  which  probably 
jour  Lordships  would  like  to  have. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  whatever,  as  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Lytton)  observed, 
that  if  you  look  upon  this  matter  in  a 
Western  point  of  view  it  was  a  very 
startling  announcement ;  and  it  is  simply 
because  we  are  dealing  with  Oriental 
peoples,  with  Oriental  notions  and  pre- 
judices and  Oriental  customs,  that  the 
Viceroy,  in  the  exercise  of  the  discretion 
which  he  imdoubtedly  has  iu  distri- 
buting the  mercies  of  the  Crown,  acted 
in  the  manner  stated.  I  am  quite  sure 
no  one  who  knows  the  Viceroy  could 
possibly  think  that  he  has  acted  without, 
in  the  first  place,  great  consideration,  or 
wi&out  oonauitation.  Therefore,  I  think 
it  vould  best  suit  your  Lordships'  con- 
venience if  I  read  the  telegram  which  I 
have  received  from  the  Viceroy,  which 
explains  the  reasons  why  ho  had  acted 
on  precedent,  and  the  precautions  taken 
that  improper  persons  should  not  be  lot 
out.     The  telegram  is  as  follows : — 

"From  Viceroy,  February  20.  1887.— Ee- 

kaseof  priaoners.— 23,007  criminal  and  298  civil 

pneoners  were  released  in  British  India  on 

aecoimt  of  Jabilee.f  Measure  most  acoeptable  to 

ISttSre  sCTiiment,  and  supported  by  practice  of 

KativB  role.    Precedent  on  assumption  of  title 

of  Empress  of  India  by  Her  M^esty,  when 

16.000  prisoners  were  released.    !No  prisoners 

released  whose  conduct  in  gaol  has  not  been 

good«  and  none  whose  release  was  likely  to  give 

rise  to  hlood  feuds  or  other  disturbances  of  the 

puUic  peace.    All  professional  and  habitual 

eriminals  and  prisoners  convicted  more  than 

ivice  were  excluded  from  act  of  clemency.  The 

gieat  majority  of  prisoners  were  those  whose 

ieotenoee  would  have  expired  between  the  16th 

QMteat  and  the  20th  of  June  next,  60th  anm* 

▼entry  of  Her  Majesty's  accession.    Oovem- 

ment  of  India  has  no  reason  to  believe  that 

ftleiLse  on  January   1,  1877,  occasioned  any 

pobUe  danger,  and  does  not  anticipate  any  in 

tkii  initanoe.    Beleases  have  been  made  ux)m 

gioU  scattered  all  over  British  India,  in  view 

to  qnraading  number  of  released  as  evenly  as 

pomUe  over  all  localities." 

That  is  all  tbe  information  I  have  on 
the  matter,  and  I  do  not  think  I  should 
be  JQstijSed  in  saying  more. 
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The  Mabqitess  of  EIPON  said,  he 
had  succeeded  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Lyttoo)  as  Viceroy,  and 
his  experience  in  this  matter  went  to 
confirm  the  statement  made  by  the  noble 
Earl.  He  (the  Marquess  of  Ripon)  went 
to  India  three  years  after  the  liberation 
of  the  1 6,000  prisoners  referred  to,  and  he 
never  heard  from  anyone  any  objection 
taken  nor  any  criticism  made.  Nor  did 
he  believe  that  any  evil  consequences 
had  resulted.  He  was  sure  their  Lord- 
ships could  place  such  complete  confi- 
dence in  the  present  Viceroy  as  to  be 
sure  that  the  course  he  had  taken  on 
this  occasion  was  wise  aad  prudent. 

fhahkaoy  acts  amekdmxnt  bill  [h.l.] 
A  Bill  to  amend  the  Pharmacy  Act,  1852, 
and  the  Pharmacy  Act,  1863 — Was  pruttUed 
by  The  Earl  of  Milltown;  read  1*.    (No.  28.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock- 


HOUSE     OP    COMMONS, 

Tuesday y  22nd  February ,  1887. 


AUNUTES.]  —  Pbivatb  Bill  {by  Order)  — 
Second  Reading  —  Clyde,  Ardrishaig,  and 
Crinan  Railway.* 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firtt  Beading  — 
County  Courts  (Ejtpenses)*  [177] ;  Sanitary 
Registration  of  Buildinars  •  [178] ;  Mer- 
chandise (Fraudulent  Marks)  *  [17^]. 

First  Reading  —  Municipal  Corporations  Acts 
(Ireland)  Amendment  (No.  2)  •  [176]. 

Provisional  Order  Bill—  Third  Reading  — 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ire- 
land) •  [127 J,  and  paaeed, 

PARLIAMENT— MEETING    OF    THE 

HOUSE-ASH  WEDNESDAY. 
Motion    made,    and    Question    put, 
'*  That  this  House  will  meet  To-morrow 
at  Two  of  the  dock."— (i/r.   William 
Henry  Smith.) 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  240;  Noes 
86  :  Majority,  154.— (Div.  List,  No.  19.) 

PRIVILEGE. 


PARLIAMENT  —PRIVILEGE  -  IMPUTA- 
TION  UPON  MEMBERS  OF  THIS  HOUSE. 
Sib  WILFEID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth) :  I  wish.  Sir,  to  ask 
your  opinion  on  a  question  of  Privilege. 
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I  deaire  to  call  attention  to  a  sentenoe 
which  appears  in  The  Times  newspaper 
of  this  morning,  concerning  certain 
Members  of  this  House,  and  reflecting, 
as  I  think,  upon  the  action  of  this  House 
itself.  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether 
I  shall  be  in  Order  if  I  make  a  Motion 
on  the  subject  ?  The  sentence  to  which 
I  desire  to  call  attention  is  this.  The 
article*  after  mentioning  certain  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  says  with  regard  to 
them — 

**  History  will  record  with  amatement  thst 
these  tnen,  whose  political  existence  depends 
upon  an  organized  system  of  midnight  mnrder, 
and  who  draw  at  once  their  living  and  their 
notoriety  from  the  steady  perpetration  of  crimes 
for  which  civilization  decrees  the  gallows,  are 
pecmitted  to  ait  in  the  British  House  of  Gom- 
mona.'' 

Now,  Sir,  I  think  that  is  a  reflection 
upon  this  House — namely,  that  we  per- 
mit an  organized  band  of  murderers  to 
sit  with  us  in  this  House,  and  that  or- 
ganized band  of  murderers  are  the  very 
men  who,  as  essential  to  the  Constitu- 
tion, a  large  Party  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  have  declared  must  remain 
at  Westminster.  I  wish  to  ask  whe- 
ther I  shall  be  in  Order  in  moving  a 
Besolution  in  reference  to  this  ex^a- 
ordinary  statement  as  a  question  of 
Privilege  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  only  a  short  time  ago  to 
the  article  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
refers ;  but,  however  grave  the  charges 
and  imputations  made  in  that  article 
may  be,  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  case  of 
Privilege.  It  has  been  the  practice  of 
this  House  to  restrain  Privilege  under 
great  limitations  and  conditions;  and 
these  restrictions  and  limitations  have 
been,  in  my  opinion,  very  wisely  imposed 
by  the  House  upon  itself.  The  Kule 
is  that,  when  imputations  are  made,  in 
order  to  raise  a  case  of  Privilege  the 
imputation  must  refer  to  the  action  of 
hon.  Members  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties  in  the  actual  transaction  of  the 
Business  of  this  House ;  and  though  I 
quite  understand  the  hon.  Baronet  hav- 
ing brought  this  matter  to  my  notice,  I 
cannot  rale  that  this  is  a  case  of  Privi- 
lege. Of  course,  if  hon.  Members  think 
themselves  aggrieved,  they  have  a  re- 
medy ;  and  they  will  not  be  precluded 
from  pursuing  their  remedy  elsewhere 
than  in  this  House. 

Mb.  STOREY  (Sunderland) :  May  I 
be  allowed  to  ask  what  ia  the  remedy  for 

Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson 


the  House,  because  it  is  the  House  it- 
self that  is  attacked  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  have  ruled,  in 
accordance  with  the  precedents  of  this 
House,  that  it  is  not  a  question  of  Priii- 
lege ;  and,  therefore,  discussion  cannot 
taKO  place  upon  it  now. 

QUESTIONS. 


SASINE     OFFICE,    EDINBURGH— SALE 
OF    STAMPS. 

Mr.  M^EWAN  (Edinburgh,  Central) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasuxy, 
The  exact  amount  of  surplus  funds  paid 
into  the  Imperial  Exchequer  by  the  Sa- 
sine  Office,  Edinburgh,  during  the  lait 
20  years ;  and,  to  what  purpose  the 
money  has  been  applied ;  and,  if  he 
would  state  the  amount  of  commiaeion 
paid  in  respect  of  the  sale  of  stamps  to 
the  present  retailer  since  the  date  of  his 
appointment ;  and,  whether,  on  a  favour* 
able  opportunity  arising,  the  sale  of 
these  stamps  would  be  transferred  to  the 
Inland  Revenue  or  the  Caehier*s  De- 
partment in  the  Sasine  Office  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  (Mr.  J^cksom) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  All  fees  received  in  the 
General  Register  House,  of  which  the 
Sasine  Office  is  a  branch,  are  paid  iato 
the  Exchequer ;  but  the  account  kept 
does  not  show  the  amount  received  from 
each  branch,  and  I  am,  therefore,  unable 
to  give  the  amount  paid  in  respect  of 
the  Sasine  Office.  I  may  state,  however, 
tbat  the  cost  of  the  C-eneral  Register 
House,  as  a  whole,  exceeds  the  amount 
of  the  fees  received.  It  is  impossible  to 
state  exactly  how  much  the  present 
retailer  receives  in  commission  on  the 
sale  of  stamps;  but  it  may  be  taken 
approximately  at  £480  per  annum,  ora 
total  of  £7,000  since  his  appmntment  in 
1871.  On  the  occurrence  of  a  vacancy 
arrangements  will  be  made,  if  possible, 
for  a  more  economical  system  of  dutri- 
bution. 

HARBOURS,     DOCKS,     AND     PI  BBS 
CLAUSES    ACT,    1847— HARBOURS 
EXEMPT— LIFE-SAVING  APPARATUS. 
Mb.  MACLURE  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretford)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  How  many  harbours 
are  exempt  by  special  Act  from  the  16th 
section    of   the    Harbour,  Docks,  and 
Piers  Clauses  Act  of  1847,  which  pro- 
vides that  the  undertakers,  before  they 
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shall  be  entitled  to  take  any  rates  in 
respect  of  the  harhoar,  dock,  or  pier, 
shall  provide,  and  always  thereafter 
maintain  in  good  repair,  an  efficient  and 
weU- appointed  lifeboat,  a  Manby's  mor- 
tar, and  a  sufldent  supply  of  Cartes 
rockets,  unless  specially  exempt;  and, 
in  Tiew  of  the  advance  of  the  times,  will 
he  cause  the  word  *'  steam  "  to  be  added 
to  the  word  "  lifeboat  ?  " 

The  SECEETARY  ^arpn  Henry 
Dfi  WofiMs)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  : 
It  would  take  a  long  time  to  search 
throogh  all  the  Harbour  Acts  of 
ttie  last  40  years;  but  I  may  say 
thftt,  of  late  years,  owing  to  tiie  ac- 
^vity  of  l^e  Boyal  National  Lifeboat 
Inatittition,  and  to  the  fact  that  the  par- 
tieular  sockets  and  mortars  named  in  the 
A<:*t  of  1847  have  been  replaced  by  more 
efficient  life-saving  apparatns,  the  see- 
ticm  to  which  tiie  hon.  Member  refers 
has  practically  remained  in  abeyance ; 
and  it  has  become  the  practice,  when 
incorporating  in  Private  Bills  the  Har- 
bours, Docks,  and  Piers  Clauses  Act, 
1847,  to  provide  that  that  section,  and 
the  three  following  ones,  relating  to  life- 
boats, and  to  tide  and  weather  gauges, 
shall  not  eome  into  operation  unless  and 
mitil  and  except  so  far  as  the  Board  of 
Trade  from  time  to  time  require.  I  am 
not  aware  that  any  lifeboats  have  yet 
been  fitted  with  steam,  except  for  pur- 
poses of  experiment,  and,  therefore,  can 
give  no  undertaking  on  the  subject. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  —  ASSISTANCE 
TO  VESSELS  NEAR  HILFORD  HAVEN. 
Mr.  MACLUEE  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretford)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  If  it  may  be  understood  that 
H.M.8.  atarmcoeh  is  ready  to  assist  ves- 
sels in  distress  in  the  neighbonrhood  of 
Milford  Haven? 

Tmc  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Fobwood) 
(Lancashire,  Ormcikirk)  who  replied, 
said  r  The  Stormcoek  is  a  tug  attached  to 
the  Dockyard  at  Pembroke  for  the  work 
of  that  yard.  She  would  certainly  be 
lent  by  the  Superintendent  to  aid  any 
vessel  reported  to  be  in  distress  off  the 

Krt;  but  the  radius  of  her  action,  she 
iog    attached   to   the  Dockyard,  is 
aeoessarily  limited. 

WRECKS  AND  LOSS  OF  LIFE  IN  THE 
BRISTOL  CHANNEL. 
Mm.  MACLURE  (Lancashire,   S.E., 
Stretfoxd)  aeked  the  Secretary  to  the 
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Board  of  Trade,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  loss  of  300  lives,  and 
50  vessels,  during  the  past  four  months, 
in  the  Bristol  Ohannel ;  and  to  the  sug- 
gestion that,  pending  the  construction  of 
a  Harbour  of  ReAige,  a  powerful  steam 
tug  should  be  stationed  at  the  Mumbles 
Head,  with  a  view  to  save  life  and  pro- 
perty during  severe  gales;  which,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  liberal  offl^r  made  by  a 
Swansea  firm  to  supply  gratis  the  neces- 
sary coal  for  the  use  of  such  tug,  would 
entail  but  small  expense  ? 

The  secretary  (Baron  Hbhry 
Db  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
Our  attention  has,  of  course,  been  called 
to  the  lamentable  loss  of  life  which  has 
taken  place  in  the  Bristol  Ohannel 
within  the  last  few  months ;  but  we  fail 
to  trace  any  suggestion  such  as  that 
stated  to  have  been  made  with  referenoe 
to  the  steam  tug.  Nor  are  we  aware, 
except  from  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Meniber,  of  the  liberal  offer  of  coals  by 
a  Swansea  firm  to  which  he  directs  our 
notice.  I  need  hardly  add  that  every 
inqniiyposaible  ottder  the  ciroumstanees, 
has  been,  or  is»  being  made. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING-LOSS  OF  THE 
"  CATERINA." 

Mb.  MACLURE  (Lancashire,  8.E., 
Stretford)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  loee  of  the  Italian  barque 
Caterinay  on  the  17th  January,  upon  the 
Nash  Sands,  in  Swansea  Bay,  on  a 
fairly  clear  night,  with  all  hands,  whidi 
might  have  been  saved  had  a  sue- 
Qour  steam  tug  been  atationed  in  that 
Bay? 

The  SBORETART  to  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Baron  Hbnry  De  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  (who  re- 
adied) said:  The  Reports  which  have 
been  received  state  that  the  Caterina 
put  back  owing  to  a  thick  fog;  that 
she  anchored  between  Sdlly  and  Barry; 
and  that,  a  stiff  breeze  springing  up, 
she  dragged  her  anchors,  and  foundered 
with  all  hands.  It  is  impossible  to 
say  what  might  or  might  not  have 
been  Uie  result  if  a  steam  tug  had 
been  despatched  to  the  vessel's  assist- 
ance. There  are,  however,  plenty  of 
steam  tugs  in  the  district,  and  tiie 
masters  of  them  do  not,  as  a  rule, 
neglect  to  attempt  to  render  salvage 
service  if  they  possibly  can. 
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IKDIA— MADRAS  OOVBNANTBD  €IVIL 
8BRVI0B. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monftghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
senior  member  of  the  Madras  Cove* 
nanted  Oivil  Service  has  been  super- 
seded  -without  his  resignation  having, 
in  the  usual  manner,  previouslj'  ap- 
peared in  The  Gazette ;  and,  whether  he 
IS  prepared  to  explain  this  departure 
from  the  usual  course  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATECSir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham): 
The.  gend^man.  aUaded  to  ia  the  Quea^ 
tion  was  not  superseded,  but  resigned 
14a  appointment  as  member  of  U^ 
Madras  Cou^uil  o^  the  7th  ot  Decemr 
ber,;  1886.  Thexe  was  no  departure 
from  the  uau«l  course  in. bis  resigna- 
tion uot  having  appeared  in  Tha  Omettd* 

THE    NORTH    AMERICAN    FISHERY— 

CANADA  AND  THE  UNITED  STATES 

—THE  FISHERY  DISPUTES. 

Mb.  OOUBLEY  (fiuBdaelaBd)  asked 

the  Under  Secretary  olfitate  Isr  Ponun 

Affairs,  Whether  he  has  yet  reeeiv ed  the 

Despatch  from  the  Canadian  Oovem- 

ment^  which,  on  the  8th  instant^  he  said 

was  on  his  way  to  this  country,  contain- 

uig  suggestions  for  a  modus  vivendi  for 

the  seuTement  of  the  American  fishery 

disputes ;  and,  whether  he  will  be  good 

enough   to  inform  the  House    of  its 

tenour?  

The  under  SECRETARY  ot 
STATE  (Sit  James  EERGtrssox)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  in  possession  of  the  despatch 
from  the  Canadian  GbTernment  relative 
to  the  Canadian  Eisheries,  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers  to.  It  is  under  the 
consideration  of  Her  Mffjesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  will  be  presented  to  flie  House 
with  further  Papers.  It  would  be  un- 
usual and  inconvenient  to  state  its 
tenour  at  the  present  stage. 

POST  OFFICE  — POSTAGE  TO  INDIA 
AND  CHINA  THROUGH  BELGIUM. 
Mr.  king  (Hull,  Central)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Whether  the  rate 
of  postage  to  India  and  C^na  from 
France,  Belgium,  and  Germany  by  Bri- 
tish steamers,  subsidized  by  the  British 
Giivernment,  is  2}(f.  per  half-ounce, 
while  the  rate  fh>m  England  to  the 
same  countries,  for  letters  carried  in  the 


same  British  steamers,  is  5i.  per  half- 
ounce  ;  whether  the  English  Government 
receives,  under  the  International  Postal 
Convention,  as  consideration  for  the 
carriage  of  letters  to  India  and  China 
in  steamers  subsidize*!  with  English 
money,  the  sum  of  Hd.  per  half-ounce; 
audi  whether  there  is  any  loss  on  such 
carriage :  and,  if  so^  why  the  Govern- 
ment undertakes  to  carry  at  a  loss  for 
foreign  countries,  while  declining  to  re- 
duce the  double  postage  charged  upon 
the  people  of  the  United  Kingdom  and 
India? 

Thb  POSTMASTEE  GENEEAL 
(Mr.  Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University): 
My  answer  to  the  hon.  Member's  first 
and  second  Questions  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive. On  the  third  point,  I  may  say  that 
there  is  no  loss  on  the  carriage  of  these 
foreign  letters  to  India  and  China,  be- 
cause the  Post  Office  pays  a  fixed  sub- 
sidy to  the  British  contractors  for  carry- 
ing the  Indian  and  China  mails ;  and  if 
we  did  not  get  tlie  foreign  letters  even 
at  the  cheap  rate  of  \^d,  each,  our  re- 
ceipts would  be  so  much  the  less,  and 
our  yearly  loss  so  much  the  greater. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)- 
•raB  MURDER  AT  BALLYCAR,  CO, 
CLARE. 

Capi'ain  M^OALMONT  (Antrim,  E.] 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  after 
John  Byen  h)ad  been  brutally  murdered 
at  Ballycar,  County  Clare,  theoontraotor 
to  the  Ennis  Infirmary  rehraed  to  supply 
a  coffin ;  whether  it  was  impossible  te 
get  one  provided  in  Ennis ;  and,  whether 
it  was  neeessary  to  procure  one  ft^ta 
Dublin  in  which  to  remoye  the  utdm* 
tunate  man's  remains  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETABY  (Sir 
MTcitriuT/  Hiqks-Bbach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
Yes«  Sir ;  I  am  sorry  to  say  the  state- 
ments contained  in  tha  (^estion  are 
true. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— THE  LETTBR 
CARRIER  BETWEEN  OARRIOK-OK. 
SHANNON  AND  DRXJM8NA. 
Me.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  8.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  the 
rural  postman  between  Carrick-on-8han- 
non  and  Drumsna,  County  Leitrim,  tra- 
velling between  those  places  twice  dailji 
has  to  walk  a  distance  of  20  Irish  miles 
per  day ;  whether  his  first  journey  com* 
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i  mences  at  5  o^dock  a.m.,  and  his  last 
!  ends  at  10  p.m. ;  and,  whether  his  re- 
'  muneration  for  this  work  is  only  \\b, 
per  week ;  and,  if  this  statement  be  true, 
he  will  consider  whether  a  more  ade- 
quate rate  of  remuneration  should  not 
be  given  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University):   The 
official  walk  of  the  rural  postman  be- 
tween Carrick-on- Shannon  and  Drumsna 
is  12^  statute  miles  on  week  days  and 
nine  and  a-quarteron  Sundays;  but,  for 
his  own  convenience,  after  finishing  his 
deHveiy  at  Drumsna  each  morning,  he 
returns  to  Carrick-on- Shannon,  and  goes 
out  again  to  Drumsna  in  the  evening  to 
cdmmence  the  collection,  thus  adding 
rather  more  than  six  miles  a-day  to  his 
walk.     He  starts  from  Carrick-on- Shan- 
non at  5  a.m.,  and  returns  at  9  p.m. 
These  are  esiceptional  hours ;   ana  in- 
quiry  is    being    made   whether    they 
cannot  be  somewhat  curtailed,  without 
materially  lessening    the   public    con- 
venience.    The  postman^g  wages   are 
llf.  a-week,  and  that  is  about  the  rate 
paid  in  Ireland  for  a  walk  of  12  miles 
Srday. 

BAILWAYS  (rREIiAND)-IiOAK  TO  THE 
SLIGO,  &c.  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 
Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the   Treasury,  what 
action  haa  been  taken  upon  the  under- 
taking given  in  the  House  by  the  Seere- 
%9jj  to  the  Treasury,  on  the  14th  of 
November,    lS84^^nameiy,  that   steps 
would  be  taken  for  the  recovery  of  any 
i»etalments  of   principal   and   interest 
orerdiie  on  the  Ist  of  Januafy,  18*86,  in 
reapeot  of  the  loan^f  £100,000  granted 
by  the  Irish  Board  of  Works  to  certain 
persona  acting  on  behalf  of  the  Sligo, 
Leitrim^  and  Northern  Counties  Rait- 
way  Company ;  how  nmoh  of  the  prin- 
cipal of  the  l9a%  and  how  mucii  interest, 
has  fallen  into  arrear  since  the  11th  of 
November,   1884;   how  much  of  prin- 
cipal, and  of  interest  respectively,  is 
overdue,  by  each  of  the  persons  con- 
cerned, at  the  present  time ;  and,  who 
are  the  sureties? 

The  SECBETARY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  Steps  are  being  taken  for 
the  recovery  of  the  instalments  of  prin- 
cipal and  interest  overdue  on  January  1, 
1885.  Since  November,  1884,  the  prin- 
eipalhad  fallen  into  arrear  to  the  ex- 
\fini  of  £9,000 'j    the  interest  charge- 


{Seotlmd).  294 

able  againslb  the  line  to  the,  extent  of 
£4,987  10^;  the  interest  cbargeable 
against  sureties  to  the  extent  of 
£1,992  10*.  No  portion  of  the  prin- 
cipal overdue  is  chargeable  to  the  sure- 
ties ;  but  they  are  jointly  and  severally 
liable  for  interest  overdue  to  the  e;s^tent 
of  £  1 ,  992  1  Qs.  I  see  no  public  advantage 
in  giving  the  names  of  the  guarantors. 

hAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRBLAND).    MR. 

F.  MORRICE-COUNTYCLAEE  GRAND 

JURI. 

Mr.  OOX  (aare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Ijieutenantof  Ire- 
land, Whether  Mr.  Francis  Morrice, 
Secretary  to  the  County  Clare  Grand 
Jury,  is  in  the  habit  of  usine  his  office 
in  the  County  Conrt-faouse,  Ennis,  as  a 
rent  office ;  and,  if  so,  is  he  entitled  to 
use  the  public  offiee  of  the  county  fbr 
the  work  of  his  private  agencies  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Mio&AKL  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  Secretary  of  the  Grand  Jury  is  a 
local  office  under  local  authority,  and 
I  eannot  give  the  hon.  Member  the 
information  he  asks. 

HARBOtJRS,  &c.  (S<X)TLAND)— GIGULTJM 
SOUND. 

Colonel  MALCOLM  (Argyllshire) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  several  complaints  have 
been  made  to  the  Board  of  Trade  of 
shipmasters  throwing  ballast  overboard 
in  the  harbour  or  roadstead  of  GKgulum 
Sound,  and  thereby  damaging  the  an- 
chorage ;  if  so,  whether  the  JBoard  of 
Trade,  in  the  interest  of  the  public, 
have  taken  any  steps  to  prevent  the 
repetition  of  this  oifenoe,  seeing  that 
Gigulum  Sound  is  the  only  shelter  for 
coasting  vessels  between  the  Mull  of 
Cantyre  and  West  Loch  Tarbert ;  and, 
whether  it  would  be  possible,  by  the 
action  of  the  Procurator  Fiscal  or  other 
Public  Prosecutor,  to  put  the  law  in 
force  more  speedily  and  effectually  ? 

The  secretary  (Baron  Heney 
Db  Woems)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth; : 
Since  the  beginning  of  the  year  1866, 
four  complaints  have  been  received  at  the 
Board  of  Trade  of  ballast  being  thrown 
overboard  in  Gigulum  Roadstead.  In 
the  last  of  these  cases  the  Board  have 
remonstrated  with  the  shipowner,  who 
has  cautioned  his  master,  and  fl;iven  an 
assurance  that  the  offence  will  not  be 
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repeated.  In  the  event  of  further  com- 
plaint, the  Board  will  consider  if  it  is 
not  possible  to  meet  the  views  of  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  by  communi- 
cating with  the  Lord  Advocate. 

EEVISION  OF  PARLIAMENTARY 
VOTERS  (IRELAND)— BOROUGH  OF 
BELFAST. 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  re- 
vision of  Parliamentary  voters  for  the 
borough  of  Belfast  last  year  occupied 
the  full  time  of  four  Judges  sitting  con- 
tinuously for  a  month,  and  was  similarly 
protracted  in  1885 ;  whether  a  somewhat 
similar  state  of  things  arose  in  South 
Derry,  and  in  the  four  Divisions  of 
Tyrone,  and  in  North  Fermanagh ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  intend  to  take 
an^  steps  to  remedy  a  state  of  things  in 
which  a  Begister,  lasting  only  ^r  a 
year,  takes  so  long  to  prepare  and 
revise  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAET  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  statements  contained  in  the  Ques- 
tion are  substantially  correct.  It  is 
difficult  to  say  what  remedy  could  be 
applied  by  the  Government.  The  re- 
medv  would  rather  seem  to  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  professional  men  who  ap- 
pear before  the  Court,  and  who  might, 
perhaps,  Arrange  to  expedite  business 
by  endeavouring  to  restrict  discussion 
within  reasonable  limits. 

^lETROPOLIS  MANAGEMENT  ACT,  1878 
-FORM  OF  CERTIFICATE. 

Ma.  COIJYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  Chairman  of  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works,  Whether 
the  following  is  the  usual  form  of  cer- 
tificate granted  by  the  said  Board  to 
applicants  for  certificates  under  ''The 
Metropolis  Management  Act,  1878," 
section  12,  namely — 

"  The  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  having 

been  applied  to  by for  a  certificate 

under  41  and  42  Viet,  c.  32,  section  12,  do  here- 
bj'  certify  that,  subject  to  the  condition  here- 
under specified,  the  house,  room,  or  other  place 

of  public  resort  known  as ,  was  on 

its  completion  in  accordance  with  the  regula- 
tions made  by  the  said  Board  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  above-mentioned  Act  so  far  as 
such  regulations  are  applicable  thereto.  As 
witness  the  seal,  Ac. 

<<The  condition  above  referred  to. 

"  That  no  intoxicating  liquors  be  sold  on  the 
premises ; " 

Baron  Henry  De  Worms 


whether  the  said  Board  grants  a  certifi- 
cate in  the  above  form,  or  to  the  like 
effect,  in  the  case  of  halls  used,  or  to  be 
used,  for  dramatic  representations  as 
well  as  for  dancing  ana  musical  enter- 
tertainments ;  whether  no  other  form  of 
certificate  is  used  by  the  said  Board  in 
the  case  of  such  applications  under  sec- 
tion 12  of  the  above-mentioned  Act; 
whether  a  second  certificate  has  ever,  or, 
if  ever,  in  what  number  of  cases,  been 
requireid  by  the  said  Board  in  such 
cases ;  whether,  on  the  22nd  December, 
1886,  the  said  Board  wrote  by  its  Secre- 
tary the  following  letter  to  the  Clerk  to 
the  Magistrates  at  the  Surrey  Sessions— 

'  The  Board  hare  this  day  ref  nsed  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Rev.  6.  Brooks  for  a  certificate 
that  the  Lower  Norwood  Public  Hall  is  suitable 
for  the  performance  of  stage  phiyi ; " 

whether  at  the  time  when  the  above  re- 
fusal was  sent,  the  hall  in  question  was 
constructed  so  as  to  comply  with  the  re- 
gulations of  the  Board  of  Works ;  and, 
whether,  before  sending  the  said  re- 
fusal, the  said  Board  had  taken  any  and 
what  steps  to  ascertain  whether  or  not 
its  regulations  had  been  complied  with ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  the  Board  will  now 
take  such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  to 
ascertain  that  its  regidations  have  been 
complied  with,  and  re-consider  its  de- 
cision ? 

TheCHAIEMAN  rSir  JamksH'Garel- 
Hooo)  (Middlesex,  Homsey) :  I  beg  to 
inform  the  hon.  Member  that  the  form 
of  certificate  set  out  in  his  Question  is 
that  usually  adopted,  with  the  exception 
that  he  attaches  a  condition  prohibiting 
the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  which  is 
only  used  in  special  cases.    The  form  of 
certificate    is    the    same    whether   the 
building  be  used  for  dramatic  represen- 
tations or  for  dancing  and  musical  en- 
tertainments.   To  the  third  Question  oi 
the  hon.  Member  my  answer  must  be  in 
the  negative.    There  have  been  occa- 
sions on  which  a  second  certificate  for 
theatrical  purposes  has  been  asked  for ; 
but  in  no  case  has  this  been  given. 
Such  a  letter  as  that  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  was  sent  by  direction  of 
the  Board.     With  regard  to  the  sixth 
clause  of  the  Question,  I  am  informed 
that  the  regulations  were  not  wholly 
complied  with.   Steps  were  taken  by  the 
Board  before  deciding  on  the  appH^' 
tion  to  satisfy  itself  as  to  the  suitaoility 
or  not  of  the  building  referred  to  i(yf 
dramatic  performances ;   and  I  think  it 
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milikely  that  the  Board  would  be  willing 
to  re-consider  its  decision. 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  :  If  all  the  regu- 
lations have  been  complied  with,  will 
the  Board  be  willing  to  re-consider  its 
decision  ? 

8iE  JAMES  M'GAEEL-HOGG:  I 
have  done  mj  best  to  answer  the  very 
long  and  elaborate  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  which  I  think  very  extraordi- 
nary ;  and  if  ho  desires  any  further  in- 
formatioiL  I  must  ask  him  to  put  a 
Question  on  the  Paper,  and  I  will  do 
my  best  to  answer  it. 

INLAND  REVENUE  —  INCOME  TAX  — 
ASSESSMENT  ON  PUBLIC  BATHS  AND 
WASH-HOUSES,  ST.  PANCRAS. 
Mk.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.): 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  assessment  for 
Income  Tax  is  made  on  the  public  baths 
and  wash-houses  of  the  parish  of  St. 
Pancras,  erected  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Baths  and  Wash-houses,  under  the 
proyisions  of  9  &  10  Viet.  c.  74,  out  of 
moneys  raised  by  loan  secured  by  mort- 
gage on  the  poor  rates  and  not  yet  paid 
off^  and,  whether  last  year  the  Local 
Commissioners  admitted  that  the  ez- 
pensee  were  not  covered  by  the  receipts, 
but  the  Surveyor  of  Taxes  appealed  on 
the  ground  that  a  profit  was  made ;  if. 
under  these  circumstances,  he  will  direct 
that  such  establishments  shall  not  be 
liable  to  assessments  for  Income  Tax 
until  the  loans  secured  on  the  rates  have 
been  repaid  either  by  grants  from  the 
rates  or  otherwise  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEx)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) ;  The  public  baths 
aud  wash-houses  of  the  parish  of  St. 
Pancras  have  been  assessed  to  the  In- 
come Tax  under  Schedule  A,  upon  the 
annual  value  contained  in  the  Valuation 
List.  Inquiry  has  been  made  as  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Question ;  but  it  can- 
not be  found  that  the  Commissioners 
made  any  such  admission,  or  that  the 
Surveyor  of  Taxes  appealed  on  the 
ground  that  a  profit  was  made.  If 
further  particulars  are  given  further  in- 
quiries will  be  made. 

AEMY-SUBSCRIPTION    TO    THE    IM- 
PERTAL    INSTITUTE-CIECUIiAR   OF 
THE  COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF. 
Mb.  P,  STANHOPE  (Wednesbury) 

asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 


Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  recent  Circular  of  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief  in 
reference  to  the  proposed  Imperial  In- 
stitute ;  whether  this  Circular  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  and  received  his  approval  and 
sanction;  whether  a  statement  is  con- 
tained therein,  that  the  rank  and  file 
*'  are  not  expected  to  contribute  more 
than  one  day*s  pay ;  "  and,  whether  the 
rank  and  file  are  consequently  under  an 
obligation  to  contribute  at  least  that 
amount  ? 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  in  the  Circular  addressed 
to  the  Army  by  the  Field  Marshal  Com- 
manding in  Chief,  inviting  contributions 
to  the  Imperial  Institute,  the  statement 
that  the  rank  and  file  **  are  not  expected 
to  contribute  more  than  one  day's  pay," 
is  to  be  held  to  refer  to  the  nominal  rate 
of  pay,  or  to  the  amount  actually  received 
by  the  soldier ;  or  whether  he  is  expected 
to  contribute  the  amount  of  regulation 
stoppages  also  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  StanuopeJ  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
No  Circular  nas  been  issued  to  the  Army 
by  His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander 
in  Chief  with  reference  to  the  Imperial 
Institute.  But  in  reply  to  an  inquiry 
from  the  Oeneral  Officer  commanding 
the  Home  District,  His  Royal  Highness 
expressed  the  opinion  that  any  soldier 
who  wished  to  subscribe  to  it  should 
not  be  expected  to  contribute  more  than 
one  day's  pay.  His  Royal  Highness 
has  always  been  of  opinion  that  the 
spontaneity  of  subscriptions  for  this 
purpose  will  add  much  to  their  value ; 
and  he  is  most  anxious  that  no  pressure, 
direct  or  indirect,  should  be  put  upon 
any  soldier  to  contribute.  But  as  from 
these  Questions  it  appears  that  his  action 
has  been  misunderstood,  his  Royal 
Highness  has  sent  a  further  communi- 
cation to  General  Oipps  upon  the  sub- 
ject. 

ISLANDS  OF  THE  PACIFIC  —  THE 
NEW  HEBRIDES-FORTIFICATIONS 
OF  THE  FRENCH. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire,  E.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  AfiFairs,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  received  any 
confirmation  or  contradiction  of  the 
statement  contained  in  a  Renter's  tele* 
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gram^  dated  Brisbane,  18th  Febroary, 
that  the  French  are  about  to  oonstruot 
new  forts,  to  increase  the  number  of 
their  troops,  and  to  build  new  bar- 
racks at  Port  Sandwich,  in  the  New 
Hebrides  P 

OoMMANi>EE  BETHELL  (York,  E.E<, 
Holdemess)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Aflfairs,  If  he  can 
state  when  the  temporary  occupation  of 
the  New  Hebrides  by  the  French  is 
likely  to  end  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  rSir  Jah£s  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  There  has  been  no  con- 
firmation received  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  of  the  statement  that  the 
French  are  about  to  construct  new  forts, 
to  increase  the  number  of  their  troops, 
and  to  build  new  barracks  in  the  New 
Hebrides.  On  the  contrary,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  been  informed 
that  the  French  posts  have  been  much 
reduced.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  in  correspondence  with  the  French 
Government  with  a  view  to  arrangements 
under  which  they  will  be  removed  alto- 
gether. 
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W^R    OFFICE   (ORDNANCE     DEPART. 

MENT)  —  DEFECTIVE    WEAPONS  — 

CUTLASSES  AND  SWORD-BAYONETS. 

Ma  JOE  BASOH  (Essex,  S.E.)  asked 
thei  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther he  can  now  furnish  the  House  with 
the  names  of  the  officials  who  passed  the 
bad  cutiasses  for  the  Navy,  with  a  view  to 
proper  steps  being  taken  in  the  matter  ? 

Thi  SECBETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Staiyhofb)  (linoolnshire,  Homcasde): 
No*  Sir.  In  aooordance  with  what  I 
bdieve  to  be  the  general  wish,  an  i&de* 
pendent  Committee  has  been  appointed 
to  make  inquiry  into  this  subject ;  and 
it  would  be  improper  on  my  part  to 
anticipate  the  decision  of  those  who  are 
conducting  that  inquiry  by  expressing 
any  opinion  of  my  own. 

ELECTION    EXPENSES,     1886— THE 
RETUBN. 

Mr.  HENEY  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  When 
the  Return  of  the  Election  Expenses  of 
1886  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortlby)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  (who  replied)  said,  the 
Return  would  be  issued  in  a  few  days. 

J/r.  Onhorne  Morgan 


ITHB  PACIFIC  POBTS-lLL-tTSAGE 
OP  BRITISH  SEAMEN. 

Mb.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  hit 
attention  has  been  recently  called  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  two  cases  of  al- 
leged outrage  at  Astoria,  in  the  Pacific, 
upon  seamen  under  the  British  flag; 
and,  if  so,  what  measures  he  proposes 
to  take  in  the  circumstances ;  whether 
he  has  information  to  the  efi^t  that 
in  many  ports  on  the  Pacific  ships 
are  boarded  by  runners  armed  wilh 
revolvers,  and  means  are  used,  by 
drugged  liquors  and  otherwise,  to  in- 
duce the  men  to  desert;  and  if  he  will 
state  whether  other  cases  of  violence  in 
various  ports  have  been  recently  re- 
ported to  him  with  reference  to  British 
seamen  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  op 
STATE  (Sir  Jamus  Fbbousson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  Two  shipping  cases 
have  been  reported  from  Astoria.  Four 
men  are  said  to  have  been  taken  from 
the  Kitty  in  the  absence  of  the  master, 
-who  succeeded  in  recovering  them. 
Five  men,  belonging  to  the  Ardvar^ 
left  the  ship,  apparently  voluntarily, 
in  the  absence  of  the  master.  Both 
captains  declined  to  make  written  com- 
plaints to  the  Vice  Oonsul,  though  in- 
vited b^  him  to  do  so.  There  was  no- 
thing m  these  cases  answering  the  de- 
scription of  outraj^.  The  hon.  mem- 
ber was  informed  on  the  18th  that  no 
recent  Reports  of  outrages  have  been 
received  from  the  Pacific^  Further  Re^ 
ports  will,  however,  be  called  for,  and 
instructions  will  be  sent  that  all  cases 
shall  be  strictly  investigated. 

EGYPT— ENFORCEMENT  OF  THE 
CORVEE. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  8.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretory  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  What  arrangement,  if  any,  has 
been  made  of  the  questions  recently 
pending  in  Egypt  regarding  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  corti$\  and,  when  can 
Papers  on  the  subject,  explaining  the 
action  in  the  matter  of  Great  Britain 
and  of  other  Powers,  be  presented  to  the 
House  ? 

The  under  SE(3RETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  FEnaussow)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  I  am  glad  to  say  that 
arrangements  have  been  made  by  which 
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foUo^ed  in  the  case  of  the  <'  Queea  if. 
John  Dillon  and  other*  '*  ? 

Tm  chief  8E0BETAHY  (Sir 
Michael  Hioks-Bbach  (Bristol,  W.) 
asked  th^  hon.  Ghentlemaii  to  postpone 
his  Question  until  his  hon.  and  leftmed 
Friend  the  Solioitor  General  va^prosent 
to  answer  it 

CRtMil    (IRBLANB)  -  MITRDKR   OF 
MtTRPHY,  NEAR  KZLLAKNET. 

Mr.  T.  W-  EUSSEUi  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
3L»ieuten$int  pf  Ireland,  Whether  the  re* 
porta  in  the  newspapers  are  accurate, 
that  a  man  named  Murphy  was  n^urdered 
near  Killarney  on  Sunday  afternoon  last ; 
and,  whether  he  had  purchased,  imder 
the  proviflions  of  the  Land  Act,  ttie 
tenant-right  of  a  neighbour's  farm  ? 

T^  tJHlEP  8ECEETABY  jfSir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  !Vv.J: 
Yes,  8^1  it  is  true  that  the-  murder  in 
q  nestion  was  committed.  I  cannot  answer 
the  second  Question,.    ,  , 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  NORTHEI^ 
LIGHTS  (SCOTLAND)  — EXPENDITURE. 

Dr.  CLAEK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  Under 
what  section  of  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Act  the  Northern  Lights  Oemmission 
spent  £70  lOg.^or  dintierBfor 47 persons, 
and  100  guineaa  for  wines  and  spirits  to 
the  same  47  persons,  and  if  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  allowed  th«  expenditure  of 
the  money? 

Mft.  CONTBEABE  (Oomwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  Under  what  section  'of  ti^e 
Merchant  Shipping  Act  or  Acte  ex- 
pendittfre  of  the  f<Hlowing  eharaoter  rs' 
sanctioned  r— - 

To  the  Commissioners  of  Northern  Light- 
houses^ Edinburgh. 
An  account  of  axticks  supplied  and 
work  performed  by  John  Qrieye, 
Waterloo  Hotel,  Edinburgh,  for  the 
service  of  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Northern  Lighthouses — 
15  Jan.  £    s.    d,- 

To  47  dinners  and  dessert . .     70  1 0    0 
10  bottles  Amontillado  . .      6    0    0 
4  bottles  Montrachet  le 

Quiche 3     0     0 

4  bottles  Punch 1     0    0 

4  bottles  Madere 4    4    Q 


theJ^ypt^'an  OoTemment  will  be  able 
to  dispense  with  the  eorvie  during  the 
present  year.  Papers  on  the  subject 
Tfitt  be  presented  when  the  arrange- 
ments have  been  completed;  but  some 
of  the  eommunieations  are  only  tcrle- 
grsphic,  and  matters  of  finance  are  in 
ctmrse  of  adjustment. 

PACTORIES   ACTS-THE  TRUCK  ACTS 
IN  SCOTULND. 

Ma.;  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
aake^  the-  Secr^t^y  4>f  Sta^te  for  the 
Bjomfi  Department,  If  aiE^porthasbeen 
iftadebj  the  Chief  La3pector  of  Pac- 
toiies,  with  raferenc^  to  the  con^plainta 
of  i^leged  breaches  of  the .  Truck  Acts 
iu  Scoflapd ;  and»  if  sp,  if  he  has  ^any 
objections  iQ  suppJy  copies  to  Members 
upon  their  wplication  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  oy 
STATE  (Mr.  STtrABT-WowMT)  (Shef- 
field, HaUam) ;  Soch  a  Report  has  been 
made;  and  the  Home  Secretary  is  still 
considering  the, .  question  of  the  most 
cQuv^nient  method  ojF making  known  its 
coatenta  to  those  hon.  M^nbe^  who  ar9 
interested  in  the  question. 

In  reply  to  Dr.  Qlabk  (Caithness). 

M^  STUABT-WORTLEYsaidi  The 
qQestic^  of  its  presentation  to  Parlia* 
meat  is  being  oonsidered  ;  but  the  House 
is  aware  that  certain  legal  consequences 
sometimes  attend  the  publication  of 
matters  aUeging  breaehe^  of  the  law.  A 
copy  was  shown  to  the  junior  Member 
for  Northaxapton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  by 
the  Home  Secretary  in  fulfilment  of  a 
promise  given  in  tms  House ;  but  I  can- 
not, without  Notice,  say  whether  it  has 
been  shown  to  any  other  hon.  Member. 

UW  AlO)  JUSTICE  (IBELAND)-.THE 
JURY  SYSTEM— "QUEEN  v,  DILLON 
AKP  OTHERS." 

Mb.  W.  a.  MAODONALD  (Queen's 
Oo.,  Qssoiy)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  tbe  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  in  th^oase  of  tlie  *^  Queen  v, 
Ptonell  and  others^'^  the  panel  was 
ab^ck  in  ^b^  eity  of  Dublm;  whether 
the  panel  originally  contained  but  4S 
Aames;  whether,  on  tiie  jury  which 
tried  the  case^  there  were  eight  Catholics, 
thtee  Protestants,  and  one  Quaker ;  and, 
witether  he  will  inform  the  House  why 
the  pteoedent  then   set  has  not  been 
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12  bottles  Steinberg  Ca- 
binet 1868 

24  bottles  Pommerj  and 
Greno  1874 

1  bottle  Buinart  1874.. 

2  bottles  Oeisler's  Extra 

Superior    

4  bottles  Ohambertin  . . 

5  bottlesAmontilladoFi- 

nissimo  . . .  • 

4  bottles  Brown  Solera 

3  bottles  Port  1834 

19  bottles  Chateau  Lafitte 

1864 

liqueur  Brandy,  &c. . 

Wniskey   

Waters 

Cigars    


£    s.  d. 

18     0  0 

24     0  0 

]     0  0 

1  5  0 

2  8  0 

5     5  0 

4     0  0 

4   10  0 

28  10  0 

3  2  0 
0  7  6 
0  6  0 
2  13  6 


96  botUes. 


£179     1     0 


and,  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  objection 
was  taken  to  the  above  expenditure  by 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General, 
but  was  afterwards  allowed ;  and,  if  so, 
on  what  grounds  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  (Baron  Hbnby 
De  Wokms)  (Liverpool,  Bast  Toxteth)  : 
The  matter  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
alludes  is  the  subject  of  aBeport  to  Par- 
liament by  the  Oomntroller  and  Audi- 
tor General  on  ^e  Mercantile  Marine 
Account,  and  will,  therefore,  necessarily 
be  considered  by  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee.  Under  these  circumstances, 
I  think  the  House  will  agree  with  me  in 
thinking  it  undesirable  to  anticipate  any 
action  Uie  Committee  may  thins  neces- 
sary to  take  in  the  matter. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  if 
pressure  was  brought  to  bear  on  the 
Northern  Lights  Commissioners  to  in- 
duce them  to  give  this  information,  which 
he  was  unable  to  bring  to  bear  in  the 
case  of  the  Trinity  House  and  the  Lrish 
Commissioners  of  Lights,  respecting 
whose  expenditure  there  is  no  infor- 
mation ? 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS :  I 
think  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
give  me  Notice  of  t^e  Question. 

HORSES— PROHIBITION  OF  EXPORT 

BY  FOREIGN  COUNTRIES. 
Mr.  G.  W.  ELLIOT   (York,  N.R., 
Richmond)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  If  he  is  aware  that  obtain 

Mr,  Conyheare 


Foreign  Gtyvemments  have  j^iohibited 
the  expOTt  of  horses,  and,  in  conse- 
quence,  that  English  hors^ealers  and 
others  are  unable  to  brin?  their  por* 
chases  to  this  country,  whilst,  at  the 
same  time,  foreign  agents  are  aedvely 
employed  in  buying  and  exporting 
abroad  English  horses  every  week ;  an^ 
will  he  take  any  steps  to  prevent  these 
restrictions  being  continued,  or  to  induce 
Foreign  Governments  to  relax  them  in 
favour  of  horses  destined  for  this  coun* 
try? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  (Manchester,  N.E.} 
(who  replied)  said :  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  aware  that  certain  Foreign 
Governments  have  prohibited  the  export 
of  horses.  It  is  a  matter  of  regret  that 
private  persons  should  be  inconvenienced 
thereby,  but  as  the  step  has  doubtless 
been  taken  on  grounds  of  military  expe- 
diency, Her  Majesty's  Government  could 
not,  with  any  likehhood  of  success,  take 
any  steps  to  procure  the  relaxation  of 
the  prohibitions  in  favour  of  borses  des- 
tined for  this  country. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE  ^  THE  DE- 
PRESSION  IN  AGRICULTURE— LEGIS- 
LATION. 

MR.HENEAGE(GreatGrim8by)a8ked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  in 
his  letter  to  the  Marquess  of  Bristol,  to 
the  effect  that  he  did  not  anticipate  any 
amelioration  of  the  present  agricul- 
tural depression  from  legislative  action ; 
whether  in  this  letter  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  referred  to  any  suggested  im* 
position  of  Protective  Duties  on  com 
only  ;  and,  whether  the  Government 
have  relinquished  their  intention  of  pro- 
posing legislation  with  regard  to  the 
urgent  questions  of  the  transfer  and 
settlement  of  land,  and  the  undue  pre- 
ference in  the  rates  charged  by  railways 
in  favour  of  foreign  produce  ? 

Thb  FIEST  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  WestminstOT):  Myatten- 
tion  has  been  (»dled  to  the  letter  of  the 
Prime  Minister  by  the  Question  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  As  I  have  not 
seen  the  Marquess  of  Bristol's  letter,  to 
which  it  is  an  answer,  I  am  quite  un- 
able to  say  what  suggestions  it  contains ; 
but  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
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ment,  as  amtotmced  in  Her  Maje6ty*6 
^eeoh,  to  propose  legislation  to  Parlia- 
moDt  on  the  snbjeets  mentioned  by  the 
light  hom.  Gentieman. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSC-KEW 
RUIiES  OP  PROCEDURE. 

Mb,  SYDNEY  BTJXTGN  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asted  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury.  Whether  he  will  pro- 
pose that  the  !Rules  of  Procedure,  as 
they  are  adopted  by  the  House,  shall 
be  suspended  until  the  whole  of  the 
Bules  are  passed  ? 

The  first  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  It  is 
not  proposed  to  suspend  the  Rules  of 
Procedure  till  the  whole  are  passed. 
Former  precedents  will  be  adhered 
to;  andeaeh  Bule  as  it  receives  the 
sanction  of  the  House  will  come  into 
operation. 

ARMS  (IP^LAKB)  ACT— PROCLAMATION 
OF  THE  COOLGREANY  MEETING. 

Mb,  BBXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  :  Sir,  I 
vieh  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  a  Question 
of  which  I  have  given  him  private 
Notice  in  respect  to  the  proclamation 
of  the  Ooolgreany  meeting  last  Sunday. 
I  wish  to  ask  him,  Whether  the  meet- 
iog  was  called  by  public  placard  in- 
yitmg  the  farmers  and  labourers  of 
Wictiow  to  meet  together  and  show 
their  allegiance  to  the  National  cause ; 
also,  whether  the  proclamation  of  the 
Lord  Lienteaant  alleged  neither  of  the 
usual  reasons  for  the  suppression  of 
the  meetmg^-that  a  breach  of  the  peace 
was  ai^reheaded,  or  that  if  the  meet- 
ing was  held,  it  would  lead  to  the  ob- 
stmotion  of  the  Sheriff;  also,  rf  he  will 
t^  the  House  the  nature  of  the  infor- 
mations on  which  the  meeting  was 
proclaimed? 

Thb  OHIEF  SEOBETARY  (Sir 
Mkthabl  Hickb-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.)  : 
The  meeting  was  proclaimed  because 
the  Government  had  reason  to  believe 
it  was  to  be  held  for  an  illegal  pur- 
pose. The  hon.  Member  has  not  given 
me  Notice  of  the  Question  he  has  asked. 
He  simply  asked  the  Question  I  have 
answered.  If  he  wishes  to  ask  for 
farther  information  on  the  subject,  I 
mast  ask  him  to  put  his  Question  on 
the  Paper. 


ORDER    OF  TEE  DAT. 


BUSINESS  OP  THE  H0USE-(RULE8  OF 

PROCEDURE)  —  RULE  1 .  -RESOLUTION 

4DJ0TJBNED  DEBATE.      [SECOND  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Delwite  on  Question  [February  21], 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

I.^Cloeuro  of  Dehate. 

"  That,  at  any  time  after  a  question  has  been 
proposed,  a  Motion  may  be  made,  if  the  consent 
of  the  Chair  has  been  previously  obtained, 
*  That  the  Question  be  now  put.'  Such  Motion 
shall  be  put  forthwith,  and  decided  without 
Amendment  or  Debate. 

"When  the  Motion  *That  the  Question  be 
now  pu^*  has  been  carried,  and  the  Question 
consequent  thereon  has  been  decided,  any  fur- 
ther Motion  may  be  made  (the  consent  of  the 
Chair  having^  been  previously  obtained)  which 
may  b©  requisite  to  bring  to  a  discussion  any 
Question  already  proposed  from  the  Chair ;  and 
alio  if  a  Clause  be  then  under  consideration,  a 
Motion  may  be  made  (with  the  consent  of  the 
Chair  as  aforesaid)  That  the  Question,  That  the 
Clause  stand  part,  or  be  added  to  the  Bill,  be 
now  put.  Such  Motions  shall  be  put  forthwith, 
and  dooided  without  Amendment  or  Debate. 

"Provided  always,  that  Questions  for  the 
closure  of  Debate  shall  not  be  decided  in  the 
affirmative,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  unless  it 
shall  appear  by  the  numbers  declared  from  the 
Chair,  that  such  Motion  was  supported  by  more 
than  Two  Hundred  Members,  or  was  opposed 
by  lees  than  Forty  Members,  and  supported  by 
more  thaa  One  Hundred  Members.*' — [Mr.  IK 
S.  Smith.) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  rssumed. 

81B  LYON  PLAYFATR  (Leeds,  8.) : 
The  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  appealed  to  us  to  discuss  the  Bules 
with  a  single  desire  to  promote  the  ef&- 
ciency  and  to  preserve  the  dignity  of  the 
House,  and  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mf.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  cor- 
dially reciprocated  this  wish.  I  promise 
to  act  in  this  spirit,  and  not  to  utter  one 
word  of  Party  recrimination,  although  I 
will  exercise  f^ee  criticism  on  the  Bules 
before  us.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  warned  us  that  our  labours 
will  be  useless,  because  the  Bules  passed 
by  the  House  in  1882  have  proved  of  no 
value.  This  is  not  the  fact.  Most  of 
these  Bules  have  now  become  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House,  and  have  frequently 
been  brought  into  operation  with  con- 
siderable advantage.  But  they  were 
passed  at  a  time  when  there  was  much 
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Opposition,  and  their  reTidon  now,  when 
there  is  a  general  disposition  to  restore 
the  working  efficiency  of  the  House, 
gives  us  prospects  to  make  them  still 
better  adapted  to  the  needs  of  the  House/ 
I  take  it  for  granted  that  we  are  all 
agreed  some  remedy  must  be  found  to 
prevent  the  waste  of  time  which,  in  re- 
cent years,  has  destroyed  the  efficiency 
of  the  House  and  lowered  its  reputation 
in  the  opinion  of  the  nation.  The  House 
must  be  supreme  in  its  own  discipline, 
and  its  Members  should  have  such  innate 
respect  for  its  Rules,  tbat  they  should 
rarely  be  reminded  by  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  that  they  are  outside  the 
limits  of  Order.  In  all  ordinary  meet- 
ings, the  intervention  of  a  Chairman  is 
comparatively  rare ;  but,  in  our  present 
method  of  conducting  Business,  it  is 
constant.  In  the  year  1881,  when  ob- 
structive discussion  attained  its  maxi- 
mum, the  Speaker  had  to  intervene  on 
points  of  Order  936  times,  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  989  times.  Allowing 
only  5  minutes  on  each  occasion,  the 
wrangling  between  the  Chair  and  Mem- 
bers occupied  150  hours  of  the  time  of 
the  House.  Collisions  between  the  Chair 
and  Members  necessarily  weaken  the 
Chair,  and  tend  to  disorganize  the 
House.  The  New  Rules  passed  in  1882 
have  mitigated  this  intolerable  evil, 
though  it  has  not  been  extirpated.  Per- 
haps the  Rules  now  proposed  may  not 
wholly  root  out  the  evil;  but  even  if 
they  do  not,  they  may  improve  the  sense 
of  the  House  as  to  the  need  of  forbear- 
ance on  the  part  of  Members,  upon  each 
of  whom  the  dignity  and  efficiency  of 
the  House  depends,  rather  than  upon 
the  exercise  of  penal  rules.  It  depends 
far  more  upon  the  oo-operation  of  Mem- 
bers to  pr^erve  the  dignity  and  Order 
of  the  House  than  it.  does  upon  the 
Speaker,  whose  intervention  in  a  well- 
ordered  Assembly  should  be  of  rare 
occurrence.  The  Rules  now  offered  for 
our  acceptance  are  intimately  inter- 
woven, and  cannot  be  considered  sepa- 
rately without  seeing  their  mutual  bear- 
ing. Still  their  object  can  be  divided 
into  three  heads: — (1)  The  method  by 
which  free,  instructive  discussion  can  be 
promoted,  and  unfair,  obstructive  dis- 
cussion can  be  prevented ;  (2)  how  the 
large  amount  of  work  brought  before 
Parliament  may  be  most  efficiently  per- 
formed by  the  devolution  of  portions  of 
it  to  Committees ;    (3)   how  the  work 
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of  Members  may  be  regidat^  ^  as 
to   produce  a  maximum  of   efficiency 
by  an  8^  hours'  limitation  of  labour. 
The  first  head,  that  which  aims  at  re- 
pressing unfair  obstructive  disoussion, 
while  it  does  not  interfere  wit^  free 
instructive  discussion,  is  already  accepted 
in  principle  by  a  large  proportion  of  the 
House.    It  is  opposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork,  who  warns  you,  in  expres- 
sive terms,  that  you  will  not  find  that  it 
is  fitted  to  grease  the  wheels  of  ^e  Par- 
liamentary machine.    It  is  intended  for 
a  very  different  object.    Its  purpose  is 
to  unlock  the  wheels  of  the  machine, 
the  locking  of  which  a  f^^w  Members  in 
combination  may  be  able  to  effbct  against 
the  will  of  the  great  majority  who  desire 
the  machine  to  continue  in  motion.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  repeats  the  old 
argument  that  a  Closure  Riue  will  enable 
majorities  to  tyrannize  over  minorities. 
The  Closure  Rule  of  1882  has  not  had 
this  effect,  and  the  experience  of  almost 
all  Legiriative  Assemblies  throughout 
the  world  shows  that  it  does  not  work 
in  this  way.     It  works  in  practice  in 
exactly  the  opposite  way,  for  its  pur- 
pose, and  its  actual  working,  is  to  prevent 
minorities  tyrannising  over  majorities. 
The  reason  is  not  far  to  seek.     A  majo* 
rity  is  returned  to  Paiiiament  by  the 
people  to  obtain  specific  ends,  and  their 
objects  and  desire  are  to  promote afCticm ; 
while  the  minority,   distrusting    these 
ends,  have  a  temptation .  to  promote  in- 
action.     An  irresponsible  minority  is 
much  more  lik^y  to  abuse  its  power 
than  a  majority  which  is  guided  by  a 
responsible  Government,  dbiaif^ed  with 
working    the   Parliamentary    maohiae 
with  the  least  possible  friction*     We 
have  before  us  two  palpable  facts :  the 
first,  tbat  all  other  Legislatures  applj 
Closure  Rules  of  a  simple  character^ 
without  injury  to  instructive  disousdon; 
the  second,   that  our  present  Closave 
Rule  is  so  cumbrous  that  it  can  only  he 
rarely  useful.    Our  House  is  now  mach 
more  democratic  than  formerly,  and  the 
people  see,  with  profound  dissatisfao* 
tion,  that  the  wheels  of   the  Parliar 
mentary  machine  can  be  locked  by  a 
few  men,  and  that  we  no  longer  advance 
on  the  road  of  px>gress.    Tlus  House  i« 
sometimes  like  Mr.  Pecksniff's  hoise» 
which    Dickens    describes    as   puffiof* 
pawing,  and  prancing,  though  it  posi* 
tively  refuses  to  go  ahead.     The  fi^s^ 
Rule  of  Closure  is  introduced  to  us  as  a 
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ffireai  icaprovement  iippn  thai  of  1882* 
I  wiah  that  I  could  thiok  it  was.  It  is 
tb^  actual  Bule  of  1882,  with  one  dif- 
&r6iice»  that»  whereas  formerly  the 
Speaker  had  to  take  the  initiatiye  when 
he  bad  made  up  his  mind  as  to  what 
va«  "  the  ^Tident  sense  of  the  House ; " 
BOW  any  Member  may  take  the  initiative 
after  having  obtained  the  consent  of  the 
Speaker.  By  the  existing  Bule,  the 
Speaker  ie  simply  the  interpreter  of 
what  he  beUeves  to  be  the  will  of  the 
House;  now  he  is  to  be  converted  into 
a  judge  of  what  the  House  should  do. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House,  in  his  opening  speech,  put 
tbis  very  plainly.    He  said— 

''The  Speaker  ocetipies  a  judicial  position  in 
this  House;  whi^  maf  1>6  of  tho  bignest  bene- 
fit to  the  Holis&itBelf  and  to  the  eoimtry,  by  se- 
OQung  the  rights  of  minoiitiea  and,  at  the  same 
timey  tho  dignity  of  the  Hoiuse  of  Commons — 
securing  the  riffhts  of  minorities  without,  how- 
ever, aSowing  them  to  become  a  tyrannical  ob- 
rtrocUoa  to  the  business  of  the  Honse.  By 
this  Hole  foU  seoadty  wiU  be  obtained  that  the 
dsbajte  shall  not  be  ^oeed  until,  in  the  judg- 
loent  of  the  Speaker,  the  discussion  has  been 
Hrificient,** 

Sttrely,  theui  I  am  right  when  I  say  that 
vliile  by  the  existing  Eule  the  Speaker 
ia  the  mere  interpreter  of  the  evident 
asnse  of  the  House,  he  is,  in  future,  to 
We  the  mueh  more  responsible  position 
of  being  the  judge  of  what  the  House 
ought  to  do*  I  think  this  is  a  formidable 
duty  to  throw  upon  the  Speaker.  The 
present  rule  of  makiKig  him  an  interpre- 
ter was,  I  always  thought,  a  dangerous 
one  to  the  Gbak,  and  the  Speaker,  feel- 
mg  it  to  be  so,  has  rarely  ventured  to 
vi  on  this  initiation.  What  will  result 
vk^n,  instead  of  being  an  interpreter^ 
hfi  beoomee  a  judge  ?  He  will  still  more 
nte^  aet|  becianse  he  will  dislike  to  be 
the  judge  of  the  House  as  to  the  extent 
of  its  disouBsions.  Under  ordinary  cir« 
Gimstancesi  the  Rule  with  such  a  pro* 
viae  will  be  rarely  acted  upon ;  but  upon 
sxtraordinary  oooationa,  what  may  hap- 
pen? Let  me  go  back  to  1881  for  an  il- 
Wration.  Eieroe  passions  and  much 
Obstruction  were  raised  during  the 
pasBSge  dT  the  Crimes  Act  through  this 
House.  In  an  all-night  Sittings  the 
Deputy  Speaker  occupied  the  Chair. 
Ike  Msjority,  eonsistii^f  both  of  libe- 
^  and  Conservatives,  almost  fiercely 
urged  the  Chair  to  make  a  general  sus- 
pension of  Irish  Members,  and  the 
D^nty  Speaker  decUned  to  do  so,  as  he 


did  not  eonsider  the  Eule  was  then  ap- 
plicable. The  whole  body  of  Conserva- 
tive Members  rose  and  walked  out  of 
the  House.  In  times  of  fierce  and  ox- 
cited  debate,  this  might  happen  again. 
Members  in  the  Majority  might  make 
incessant  appeals  for  closure  and  could 
easily  get  into  conflict  with  the  Chair, 
whose  authority  would  thus  be  weakened. 
The  responsibility  for  carrying  out  the 
Bule  of  Closure  should  rest  with  the 
House,  and  not  upon  the  judgment  of 
the  Speaker.  All  this  would  be  avoided 
if  you  made  the  Closure  Bule  automatio 
in  its  action.  This  will  ultimately  be- 
come necessary  if  we  are  to  have  inter- 
rupted meetings  according  to  the  Fourth. 
Bule.  If  you  have  not,  the  means  of 
Obstruction  will  be  increased  two-fold. 
Just  as  the  Speaker  says  formally — 
'*The  Question  is  that  I  now  leave  the 
Chair"  and  no  one  thinks  of  dividing 
on  it,  so  he  could  say  formally  at  the 
end  of  each  Sitting  '*  That  the  Question 
be  now  put."  Tlmt  would  be  negatived 
as  a  matter  of  course  when  the  House 
desired  to  continue  discussion ;  but  if  it 
is  considered  that  the  debate  has  been 
sufficient,  then,  vdthout  any  Member 
intervening,  or  any  consent  being  neoes-* 
sary,  the  House  could  express  its  opi- 
nion. This  has  always  appeared  to  me 
to  be  the  least  repulsive,  as  well  as  the 
easiest,  way  of  ascertaining  the  sense  of 
the  House  with  regard  to  the  length  of 
debate.  The  Committee  presided  over 
by  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  did  not  go  quite  so  far  as 
this  automatic  method ;  but  they  nearly 
reached  it,  only  they  complicated  it  by 
asking  for  a ,  two-thirda  majority.  I 
have  never  seen  the  need  for  any  but  a 
simple  majority,  if  there  be  a  sufficient 
quorum  ad  hoc  to  prevent  a  snatch  Di- 
vision. With  a  house  of  100  or  150 
Members,  that  would  be  impossible. 
The  most  important  Acts  involving  the 
happiness  and  welfare  of  the  peo{)le  are 
passed  or  rejected  by  a  simple  majority. 
\Vhy  should  we  be  so  careful  in  regard 
to  our  own  lesser  Bules  of  Debate  by 
making  a  complicated  Bule  of  Closure  ? 
It  is  no  doubt  true  that  in  those  Assem- 
blies which  use  closure  as  a  oommon 
method  of  expediting  Public  Business, 
it  has  been  foimd  necessary  to  limit  the 
length  of  speeches.  That  is  the  natural 
supplement  to  closure ;  because  a  limited 
debate  lessens  free  discussion,  if  a  few 
men  speak  at  an  inordinate  length,  and 
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shut  out  other  speakers  who  desire  to 
speak  with  brevity.  The  United  States 
Congress  provides  for  this,  in  its  prac- 
tical fashion,  by  allowing  speeches  to  be 
printed  although  they  have  not  been 
delivered.  This  pleases  the  consti- 
tuencies, and  perhaps  does  no  harm  to 
efficient  instructive  discussion.  I  should 
not,  however,  like  such  a  rough-and- 
ready  method  to  be  adopted  in  this  As- 
sembly. There  is  no  provision  for  limita- 
tion of  speech  in  the  Eules  before  us ; 
but  it  must  follow  as  a  corollary  to  the 
proposition  of  efficient  closure,  as  it  pro- 
vides a  safety  valve  for  the  easy  work- 
ing of  the  machine.  I  now  come  to  the 
second  head  —  how  to  pass  work  from 
the  House  by  devolution  to  Grand  Com- 
mittees. Perhaps  I  may  claim  to  have 
some  knowledge  of  the  working  of  these 
Committees,  as  I  had  the  honour  to  be 
Chairman  of  the  panel  of  Chairmen  of 
the  Q-rand  Committees  when  the  experi- 
ment was  tried,  and  it  was  my  duty  to 
watch  the  proceedings.  The  conviction 
forced  on  my  mind  was  that  they  worked 
well  when  they  received  fair  play ;  but 
that  prolixity  and  frequency  of  speeches 
by  the  same  Member  were  as  possible 
in  them  as  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House.  They  were  too  large  for  busi- 
ness, and  could  be  made  into  imitative 
repetitions  of  the  Whole  House.  They 
had  not  the  merits  of  Select  Committees, 
which  are  usually  thoroughly  good  work- 
ing bodies,  encouraffing  no  prolixity  of 
debate,  and  going  Uirough  their  work 
in  a  good  business  fashion.  I  have  fre- 
quently presided  over  Select  Committees, 
and  I  had  the  short  experience  of  pre- 
siding in  Grand  Committees ;  but  I  con- 
fess mat  I  often  wished  the  latter  were 
less  like  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
were  more  like  the  Select  Committees  of 
the  House.  I  therefore  hailed  with  plea- 
sure the  views  of  tho  Conservative  Go- 
vernment of  last  year,  when  the  then 
Leader  of  the  House  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  proposed  the  formation  of  a  suffi- 
cient numoer  of  Public  Bill  Committees 
of  30  to  40  Members  in  each  to  do  the 
work  of  devolution.  These  would  have 
worked  in  an  easy  and  practical  way,  as 
they  would  have  the  advantages  of  Select 
Committees,  large  enough  to  be  repre- 
sentative, and  small  enough  not  to  en- 
courage prolixity  of  debate  or  to  invite 
Obstruction.  The  proposal  certainly  did 
not  receive  the  support  of  the  Select 
Committee  presided  over  by  the  noble 
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Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossendale. 
ThatCommittee  recommended  theforma- 
tion  of  four  Grand  Committees  into 
which  the  whole  House  should  be 
divided,  so  that  they  would  have  con- 
tained 167  Members  in  each.  The  Go- 
vernment rejected  that  plan,  and  now 
revert  to  the  method  authorized  by  the 
Kesolution  of  the  House  on  1st  De- 
cember, 1881,  with  the  addition  of  a 
Grand  Committee  of  Agriculture,  the 
value  of  which  no  one  seems  to  recog- 
nize. As  they  rejected  the  plan  of 
the  Select  Committee,  would  it  not 
have  been  better  to  revert  to  the  still 
better  plan  proposed  by  the  Con- 
servative Government  last  year?  Per- 
haps, however,  this  Gt>vemment  desire 
at  present  to  make  little  change,  as 
they  may  next  year  propose  a  larger 
measure  of  devolution  when  a  good  deal 
of  the  Business  of  the  House  may  be 
removed  from  it  altogether.  Of  courae, 
I  do  not  know  the  Government  propo- 
sals about  Private  Bills  and  Local 
Government.  If  there  is  to  be  a  great 
devolution  of  work  to  authorities  outside 
this  House,  fewer  Public  Bill  Committees 
will  be  required  within  it ;  but  with  our 
present  knowledge  of  existing  work,  I 
do  not  think  that  these  Gx^d  Com- 
mittees, constituted  aathey  were  in  1882, 
will  effectively  act  in  the  devolution  of 
work.  Upon  the  last  head,  I  must  say 
only  a  few  words.  The  work  of  the 
House  requires  so  much  attention  from 
Members  that  its  faithful  discharge  is 
beyond  human  endurance.  To  work  all 
day  on  Committees,  and  to  remain  io 
the  House  till  1  or  2  next  morning  is  an 
abnormal  strain  on  anv  constitution. 
No  wonder  that  we  have  been  warned  by 
the  Speaker  that,  as  the  Session  ad- 
vances, he  observes  the  work  is  sluired 
and  that  the  debates  show  signs  of 
weariness  and  irritability.  The  fifth 
Eule  offers  us  the  relief  of  an  8}  hours' 
labour  protection.  To  many  of  us  who 
are  constantly  sent  by  the  House  up- 
stairs to  Select  Committees,  the  labour 
relief  is  only  one  of  10^  hours,  and 
surely  that  is  as  much  as  even  a  strong 
man  can  give  of  daily  labour.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  work  will  be  much  better 
done  by  this  limitation  and  interruption 
of  work,  and  I  heartily  support  this 
Rule  in  its  intention.  If  the  House 
modify  it,  I  trust  it  will  be  by  reduction 
and  not  by  increase  of  the  time.  I  will 
only  say  in  conclusion  that  I  hope  the 
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reform  of  our  Bules  of  Procedure  will  be 
earned  out  with  the  simple  desire  to  fit 
the  House  to  carry  on  its  constantly  in- 
creasingwork  with  dignity  and  efficiency. 
There  is  now  a  general  feeling  in  the 
country  that  the  no-work  tactics,  which 
hare  some  time  prevailed,  should  be 
firmly  repressed,  and  that  while  instruc- 
tiye  discussion  should  be  promoted,  ob- 
structire  discussion  should  be  a  crime 
which  the  House  should  sternly  punish. 
Experience  has  shown  that  under  our 
present  Bules  the  House  can  be  reduced 
to  a  state  of  temporary  paralysis  by 
prolixity  of  speaking  and  obstructiye 
tactics.  Amonff  our  Members  there  are 
statesmen  of  whose  constructive  ability 
we  are  all  proud,  but  even  they  may  be 
reduced  to  a  state  of  impotency  by  ob- 
Btructive  debate.  The  nation  demands 
that  we  should  regulate  our  proceedings 
BO  as  to  remove  the  scandal,  and  unless 
we  do  so  it  will  be  impossible  to  re- 
cover the  confidence  and  sympathy  of  the 
people,  who  still  rest  in  hope  that  our 
great  Bepresentative  and  Consultative 
Assembly  will  recover  that  efficiency 
which  made  it  in  the  past  an  honour  to 
tins  nation,  and  an  example  to  other 
ntions  that  desired  free  Parliamentary 
Ooremment. 

8iB  JOHN  E.  MOWBRAY  (Oxford 
University):  I  think  I  may  congratulate 
the  House  on  the  calm  and  philosophical, 
tone  in  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Leeds    (Sir    Lyon 
Hayfair^  has  dealt  with  the  proposals 
of  the  Government.    He  has  admitted 
the  urgency  of  the  proposals  for  dealing 
with  the  Business  of  the  House.  I  note, 
however,  that  his  language  is  very  dif- 
ferent from  that  employed  yesterday  by 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
who  found  fault  with  the  Government  for 
making  them  the  main  Business  of  the 
Session.    The  great  objection  last  night 
was  to  the  proposal  of  a  new  scheme. 
The  House  had  sanctioned  a  Committee, 
uid  it  has  been  set  aside.    Why  not  lay 
the  Beport  of  the  Committee  before  the 
House,  and  ask  the  House  to  accept  the 
wrommendations    of    the   Committee  ? 
Uy  right  hon.  Eriend  now  comes  down, 
&Ad  neither  supports  the  recommenda- 
tioos  of  the  Government  nor  those  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
of  whose  Government  he  was  a  Member ; 
^t  certain  other  Besolutions  of  his  own 
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think  all  that  shows  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  pursued  the  right  course  in 
the  steps  they  have  taken.     We  have 
had    inquiries  by  Committees    without 
end,  and   tboy  have   presented   many 
voluminous    Beports,  although  I  have 
never  seen  any  attempt  to  carry  them 
into  effect.  When  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  late  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  was  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  1878,  a  Com- 
mittee appointed  under  his  auspices  pre- 
sented a  Beport ;  but  instead  of  acting 
upon  that  Beport,  the  Government  con- 
tented  themselves  by  producing  two  or 
three  recommendations  of  the  Commit- 
tee and  dropping  the  rest.    I  take  it 
that  it  is  impossible  to  ask  the  House 
to  legislate  on  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee.   No  doubt,  the  Beport  of  a  Com- 
mittee affords  valuable  material  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  of  the 
day;  but  it  is  for  the  Government  them- 
selves to  produce  a  complete  scheme, 
carefully  considered  in  all  its  parts  and 
submitted  to  the  House,  on  its  own  re- 
sponsibility.   My  right  hon.  Friend  says 
he  objects  to  the  course  taken  by  the 
Government  in  two  particulars — first,  in 
respect  of  the  form   of  closure,  and, 
next,  in  respect  of   the  devolution   to 
Grand  Committees.      Now,   in    regard 
to  closure  by  the  interposition  of  the 
Speaker,  I  fid  it  difficult  to  follow  my 
right  hon.  Friend.   He  considers,  I  sup- 
pose, that  the  Speaker  should  be  en- 
tirely relieved  from   all  action  in  the 
matter;  and,  as  far  as  I  understand  him, 
he  is  of  opinion  that  there  should  be 
no  Motion  at  all — no  initiative,  but  that 
the  question    should    be    put  by   the 
Speaker  at  the  close  of  the  debate  with- 
out anyone  moving  at  all.    I  cannot  be- 
lieve that  the  House  will  ever  consent 
to  any  form  of  closure  like  that.    My 
right  hon.  Friend  objects  to  the  Speaker 
being  called  upon  to  interpose  in  any 
way.    He  says  that  the  Speaker  is  to  be 
the  interpreter  and  not  the  judge  of  the 
House,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  last  night  drew  a  subtle  dis- 
tinction between  the  Speaker  sitting  in 
the  Chair  and  judging  what  is  the  **evi-  • 
dent  sense  of  the  House,''  which  must 
be  a  matter  of  fact,  and  pronouncing  his 
opinion  that  a  subject  has  been  suffi- 
ciently debated.     The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Leeds  appears  to  think 
that,  in  ordinary  times,  the  Bule  would 
not  work  at  all ;  and  in  regard  to  extra- 
ordinary times,  he  has  given  a  rather 


815  Buiiness  of  {COMMONS} 

remarkable  ftccount.     He    stated  that 
when  the  Honse  was  in  Oommtttee  all 
night  in  1881  Members  were  continually 
rising  to  request  the  Ohairraan  to  give 
an  order  from  the  Ohair,  and  because 
he  was  unwilling  to  do  so  a  considerable 
number  of  Members  left  the  House  in  a 
body.     Howerer  that  may  be,  I  do  not 
see  how  that  solitary  instance  afibrds  a 
oonTineing  proof  of  what  we  ought  to 
do.    It  must  be  remembeted  ^at  that 
was    before    the    present    Bules    were 
adopted;    and  I  qnite  agree  with  the 
right  hon.   Gentieman  that  the  Bnles 
of   1882,   as  far   as   they  have   gone, 
have  worked  well.    The  difficulty  of  liie 
Bule,  as  it  stands  at  present,  is  that  the 
Speaker  is  cdled  upon  to  ascertain  the 
ertdent  sense  of  the  House.    That  is 
said  to  be  very  easy,  as  he  has  only  to 
ascertain  a'  matter  of  fact.    But  what  is 
the  state  of  the  House  at  9  or  10  o'clock 
at  night?    Where,  then,  really  is  the 
House  ?    Is  it  within  these  walls,  listen- 
ing to  the  debate,  or  is  it  to  be  found  in 
the  Smoking  Boom,  tho  Dining  Boom^ 
the  Library,  or  oa  the  Terraees  of  the 
House ;  and  are  we  to  regard  as  the  sense 
of  the  Bouse  those  who  have  been  listen- 
ing to  the  debate  or  those  who  have  been 
summoned  by  the  ringing^  of  the  Division 
bell  ?    At  present  I  thiuK  a  greater  bur- 
den is  imposed  on  the  Speaker  than 
would  be  cast  upon  him  by  the  proposed 
new  Bttle.  The  proposal  is  that  a  Motion 
shall  be  made  }yy  an  individual  Member 
that  the  question  be  now  put.      It  may 
be  right  to  impose  a  limitation  in  regard 
to  the  Members  who  should  make  such 
a  Motion.     Some  may  think  they  should 
be  Ministers  of  the  Grown,  Privy  Ooun* 
cillors,  or  the  Movers  and  Seconders  of 
Bills  or  Motions,  or  some  person  wi(^ 
responsibility,  who  shoxdd    obtain  the 
consent  of  the  Speaker;  but  that  is  a 
point  which  can  be  discussed  later  on. 
Is  it  not  the  consent  of  an  impartial 
man  sitting  in  the  Ckair  throughout  the 
debates,  used  to  the  way  of  th«  House, 
and  who  has  come  to  a  deliberate  con- 
clusion that  the  time  has  arrived  for 
closing  the   debate — ^that;  in  point  of 
fact,  the  discussion  has  been  exhausted. 
Those  who  saw  the  working  of  the  pre- 
sent Bule  last  week  will  admit  that  it 
was  a  relief  to  all  of  us  when  the  debate 
on  the  Address  was  brought  to  a  close 
by  the  intervention  of  the  Speaker.    My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Memoer  for  South 
Leeds  says  that  it  is  very  easy  to  make 
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a  Bule,  and  that  the  Committee  last  year 
very  nearly  made  it ;  but  he  admits  that 
they  did  not  make  it,  and  he  says  that 
he  wishes  to  have  an  automatic  Bale  at 
the  close  of  every  sitting,  by  which,  by 
a  simple  majority,  an  end  may  be  put  to 
a  debate.     That  is  not  as  bad  as  the  pro* 
posal  of  toy  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem* 
ber  for  Derby  (Sir  Wiffiam  Harconrt} 
who  would  have  this  oouree  taken  on 
Tuesdays  and  Fridays — ^before  we  go  to 
dinner  al  7  o*clock ;  and  again  at  mtd-* 
night.    I  ato,  however,  qiiite  satisfied 
that  'Such    automatic    Bulee   wffl  nof 
recommend  themselves  to  tho  genera! 
sense  of  the  House  of  Oomtnons.  I  have 
always  felt,  and  supported  from  thefirst, 
the  neoessity  of  closing  debate  undef 
certain  oiroumstances.      In  1 8f82, 1  said 
thait  I  had  some  doubts  about  it,  but 
that  I  was  prepared' to  support  it  wiA 
conditions    and     limitations;    bikt   the 
closure  desired  by  the  right  hon.  Q«n- 
tiemen  t^e  M^mbens  for  Sbuth  Leedir 
and  Derby  would    become    an  act  of 
tyranny.    I  am  not  indiflferent  to  the 
rights  of  minorities.    I  hare  sat  for  35 
years  in  this  Hous6,  and  only  fat  six 
yeafs  among  a  Party  who  had  rt  rfia' 
jority  of  its  own  supporters.    I  voted 
for  closure  by  a  proportionate  majority 
m  1882,  and  I  voted  for  it  in  the  Coto- 
mitten  last  year ;  but  I  am  tiow  con^ 
vinoed  that  we  eould  not  «ai*ry  out  the 
proportion   of   two    to  one    which  we 
agreed  upon  lastyeai^.    Whether  there 
are  any  other  proposals  which  can  bd 
agreed  \o\  I  <lo  not  know  ;  but  the  pre- 
sent Bule  is  not  closure  by  simple  ma- 
jority, it  is  accompanied  by  th€f  initiative 
of  the  Speaker  j  it  had  limitations  as  ttf 
numbers ;  it  varies  in  its  application  to 
a  small  House  or  a  large  one.      It  i^ 
never  likely,  when  a  large  numbeif  of 
Members    are    anxious    that  a  debate 
should  be  continued,  that  the  Speaker 
would  interpose  to  put  an  end  to  a  did' 
oussion  which  might  be  fairly  prolonged. 
We  have  heard  something  about  a  de- 
fenceless minority;  but  hitherto  we  have 
had  a  defenceless  majority ;  and  only  the 
other  night  the  majority  required  ppJ- 
tection  from  the  minority.    It  is  not  to 
be  regretted  that  the  power  of  closnre 
should  not  be  of  frequent  apj>Hcation. 
It  could  not  be  brought  into  action  every 
night,  or  twice  a  day,  but  only  on  extra- 
ordinary occasions.      The    right  bon. 
Member  fbr  Derby  has  pointed  oat  that 
the  House  migfct  betakefl  bytaNttpri^ 
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by  a  tfetaon  being  made  at  an  unex- 
pected howr,  a  thing  that  would  be  v^ry 
andesirable ;  but  perhaps  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  will  be  able  to  provide 
aome  precaution  against  suoh  a  contin- 
gency. With  that  exception,  I  am  pre- 
pared to  support  the  proposal  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  With  re- 
gard to  the  question  of  devolution  to 
Grand  Committees,  I  think  the  sugges- 
tions ef  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Leeds  would  impose  a 
beavy  additional  burden  on  the  Speaker, 
by  requiring  him  to  preside  all  day  in  a 
lew  Committee  of  Selection  for  consti- 
toting  those  Chrand  Committeee. 

Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIE :  What  I 
laid  was  that  the  Select  Committee  pre- 
sided over  by  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  found  a  difficulty  in  ac- 
oepdng  more  Committees;  because  the 
Committee  of  Selection  found  it  very 
difficult  to  obtain  proper  Members  to 
lerve  upon  them;  but  I  added  that  new 
powers  might  be  provided  for  dealing 
with  the  matter. 

SieJOHN  R.  MOWBEAY  :  We  have 
BOW  a  further  propositioa  to  provide  a 
BOW  Committee  oi  Seleotion,  and  this, 
too,  from  a  right  hon»  Oentleman  who 
expresses  his  unwillingness  to  introdnoe 
new  proposals,  or  to  throw  additional 
burdens  upon  the  regular  Committeee 
of  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothiui  has 
always  handsomely  recognized  the  ser- 
vioee  of  the  Committee  of  Selection ; 
and  I  am  surprised  that  the  right  hon. 
Qentlexnan  the  Member  for  South  Leeds 
ahoold  wish  to  set  aside  the  present  Oon>- 
mittee  of  Selection ;  and  Uiat  he  is  so 
anxious  to  throw  increased  labour  and 
lesponubility  on  the  Speaker  by  making 
bim  ChairmaQ  of  a  new  Committee  of 
Selection.  I  regret  to  have  to  diOer,  in 
bowever  slender  a  degree,  with  the  hon. 
Vembear  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread), 
with  whom  it  has  been  my  pride  and 
my  pleasure  to  associate  for  many  years. 
We  have  worked  together  with  the  same 
barmony  and  good  feeling  as  if  we  had 
been  members  of  the  same  political 
I^arty ;  but  in  his  observations  as  to  de- 
▼olmion  last  night,  my  hon.  Friend  ap- 
paars  to  have  overlooked  one  point.  The 
wheme  for  constituting  Grand  Com- 
^ttees,  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 

Meabe^  for  Bedford  referred,   was  a 
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to  see  it  worked  out  in  future  years ;  but 
it  is  impossible  that  it  can  be  worked 
out  this  year.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford,  first  of  all,  forgot  that  the 
Committee  of  last  year  only  recom* 
mended  the  constitution  of  those  large 
Committees,  on  condition  that  arrange- 
ments were  made  to  relieve  the  House 
of  the  duty  now  discharged  by  Private 
Bill  Committees.  We  are  told  that  there 
is  to  be  a  Bill  introduced  by  the  Gk>vern<» 
ment  to  that  effect.  But  is  there  any 
prospect  of  such  an  arrangement  being 
made  ?  It  is  one  thing  to  introduce  a 
Bill  and  another  thing  to^  carry  it ;  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  thePartiek  Division 
of  Lanarkshire(Mr.  Craig*Sellar)ean  tell 
the  House  something  of  the  dtffieulty^ 
he  has  encountered,  whrai  he  made  an 
attempt  to  move  the  Government  on  his 
own  side  of  the  House  to  take  some 
action  with  ren)ect  to  private  Bill  Legis- 
lation. Hon.  Members  are  aware  of  the 
interests  within  and  without  the  walls  of 
Parliament  which  have  to  be  overcome 
before  such  a  question  can  be  dealt  with. 
I  believe  that  such  a  work  would  not  be 
accomplished  in  one  Session,  and,  pro- 
bably, not  in  two.  There  is  also  the 
structural  difficulty  to  consider.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Partick  Division  of 
Lanai^shire  referred  to  the  possibility 
of  knocking  two  Committee-rooms  into 
one ;  but  the  Grand  Committees  would 
Qoneist  of  170  Members,  and  anyone 
who  knows  the  dfficulties  attending  the 
fitting  up  of  rooms  to  hold  80  Members 
will  recognize  the  impossibility  of  pro-» 
viding  rooms  in  the  present  Session 
large  enough  to  accommodate  such 
Standing  Cmumittees.  There  is  another 
and  very  important  difficulty  to  con- 
sider, and  that  is  to  find  Chairmen  for 
the  Standing  Committees.  The  Speaker 
and  the  Chmrman  of  Ways  and  Means 
occupy  exalted  positions  in  the  House, 
with  remuneration  attached  to  the  ap- 
pointments for  their  services;  but  the 
House  would  have  to  call  upon  8  or 
10  Members  to  sit  all  day,  and  dis- 
charge very  arduous  duties  without  any 
remuneration  whatever  for  their  labour. 
Questions  of  this  nature  must  be  con- 
sidered before  devolution  bodies  of  the 
character  under  discussion  are  consti- 
tuted in  a  hurry.  I  believe  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury has  done  wisely  in  limiting  the 
number  of  Committees  to  two,  with 
poBsibly  the  addil^n  of  a  third  on  Agri-> 
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culture.  The  hon.  Member  for  tbe 
Arfon  Division  of  Carnarvonshire  (Mr. 
Hathbone)  said  something  about  a 
Grand  Committee  for  Wales,  another 
for  Scotland,  and  a  third  for  Ireland. 
That  would  give  us  some  six  or  seven 
Grand  Committees;  and  I  should  like  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossen- 
dale,  who  presided  over  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, to  say  what  his  impression  upon 
that  matter  is.  I  give  generally  a 
cordial  support  to  the  propositions  of 
the  Government.  I  wish,  however,  that 
I  could  believe  they  would  effect  their 
object.  I  confess  that,  while  I  feel 
compelled  to  support  them,  I  do  not 
view  the  result  they  are  expected  to 
bring  about  in  a  very  sanguine  tem- 
perament. The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury spoke  of  the  pain  and  humiliation 
with  which  he  proposed  to  the  House 
these  restricticms  on  its  debates.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  will  bear  me  out  when  I 
say  that,  many  years  ago,  there  existed, 
among  hon.  Members  in  the  House,  a 
feeliDg  of  fraternity,  a  courtesy  and 
consideration  from  one  Member  towards 
another  which  I  heartily  wish  I  could 
see  revived.  In  those  days  there  was  a 
feeling  animating  hon.  Members  of 
pride  in  the  House  itself*— a  feeling  akin 
to  that  of  the  old  Lacedemonian,  as  ex- 
pressed in  the  words  —  Spartam  nactm 
#«,  hano  exorna.  Each  Member  strove, 
to  the  best  of  his  power,  to  maintain  the 
honour  and  the  dignity  of  the  House ; 
and  if  we  could  revive  such  a  spirit  as 
that,  I  think  it  would  conduce  to  better 
results  than  by  setting  down  any  hard- 
and-fast  line  in  the  regulation  of  debate, 
or  than  any  resolution  we  may  be  able 
to  pass.  But  in  the  present  unhappy 
time  into  which  we  have  fallen,  there  is 
nothing  to  be  done  but  to  give  a  cordial 
support  to  the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

The  Maequess  of  HARTINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Kossendale):  In  the  few 
observations  which  I  shall  address  to 
the  House  at  this  stage  I  hope  I  shall 
be  able  to  discuss  the  question  in  a  short 
space  of  time.  Indeed,  I  hope  that,  if 
not  a  direct,  at  all  events  an  indirect 
effect  of  the  adoption  of  the  Bules  of 
Procedure  we  are  now  asked  to  con- 
sider may  be  in  the  direction  of  some 
shortening  of  the  length  of  speeches.  I 
do  not  know  whether  we  shall  be  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  suggestion  of  my 
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hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bath  (Mr. 
Wodehouse)  in  this  direction  ;  but  I 
hope,  if  the  House  should  adopt  some 
practical  method  of  shortening  debates 
in  genera],  that  the  adoption  of  that 
method  will  also  bave  an  indirect  effect 
in  the  direction  of  shortening  the  length 
of  speeches  in  the  debate  itself.  The 
debates  are  now  practically  unlimited  in 
length,  and  every  hon.  Member  feels 
that  he  has  an  unlimited  portion  of  the 
time  of  the  House  at  his  disposal,  which 
he  has  as  good  a  right  to  use  as  any 
other  hon.  Member.  If,  however,  we 
can  arrive  at  some  plan  which  limits 
the  length  of  debates,  then  eveiy  hon. 
Member  in  addressing  the  House  will 
feel  that  by  unduly  trespassing  on  the 
time  of  the  House  he  is  taking  away  the 
opportunity  which  would  belong  to  other 
hon.  Members.  I  hope  that  a  sense  of 
fairness  and  justice  on  the  part  of  hoxL 
Members  themselves  may  have  the  effect 
without  any  direct  regulation  on  the 
subject,  of  limiting  the  speeches  within 
some  shorter  period.  I  am  quite  aware 
that  I  have  no  right  to  speak  on  the 
subject.  Probably  I  am  as  great  an 
offender  as  any  hon.  Member  of  the 
House ;  but  all  I  can  say  is  that  I  never 
sit  down  after  speaking  for  what  I  con- 
sidered an  unduly  long  time  without 
feeling  that  I  have  inflicted  an  injury 
on  the  Hoase,  and  my  aim  has  been  to 
amend  in  that  respect  in  future.  I  am 
not  quite  certain  that  a  general  discus- 
sion upon  the  Eules  of  Procedure  to 
which  so  much  importance  was  attached 
yesterday  is  an  advantage.  I  cannot 
say  that  in  the  discussion,  so  far  as  it 
has  gone,  there  seems  to  be  any  great 
desire  on  the  part  of  ht>D.  Memberfl 
to  look  at  the  plan  as  a  whole,  or  to  take 
any  wide  or  generail  view  of  it.  On  the 
contrary,  there  has  been  a  disposition  to 
dwell  upon  details  of  the  plan  which, 
however  we  may  discuss  them  now,  we 
shall  have  to  discuss  over  again  when  we 
come  to  consider  the  Amendments.  I 
doubt  very  much,  therefore,  whether 
much  time  has  been  gained  in  discussing 
the  Bules  as  a  whole  before  coming  io 
the  Amendments.  In  1882  it  was  not 
considered  advisable  to  have  any  general 
preliminary  discussion ;  and  oertainlj  m 
1882  the  Bules  about  to  be  proposed  by 
the  Qovemment  raised  more  novel  piB- 
ciples  than  anything  which  is  contained 
in  the  present  Bules.  The  subjects 
which,  have  been  directly  referred  to  ^ 
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the  course  of  the  debate  have  been  the 
closure  and  the  intervention  of  the  Oh  air, 
and  the  subject  of  devolution.     As  re- 
gards the  closure,  my  own  opiuion  has 
alvajs  been,  since  I  became  convinced 
of  the  necessity  of  limiting  the  length  of 
debatee--a  conviction  which  I  formed 
six  or  seven  years  ago — in  favour  of 
adopting    the  most    simple  and    most 
practical  form  of  giving  the  House  that 
control  over  the  length  of  its  discussions. 
I  agree  with  a  great  deal  of  what  fell 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Dwby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  lasfe 
night     Personally,    I    have   not   the 
lightest  apprehension  as  to  the  pro- 
bability that  the  power  of  the  closure 
would  be  abused.    I  do  not  think  I  am 
aal^eot  to  the  panic  fears  about  which 
my  right  hon.  ibiend  spoke.    I  think  it 
would  not    be  to  the  advantage  of  a 
majority  to  abuse  the  power  of  closure, 
however  stringent  and  however  drastio 
that  power  might  be.    I  believe  that 
what  would  be  considered  in  the  country 
an  unHair  use  of  the  power  of  cloeiog 
debate  would  act  injuriously  upon  the 
majority's  own  cause,  and  that  there 
would  be  no  temptation  on  the  part  of 
the  majority,  even  a  somewhat  intolerant 
majority,  to  resort  to  unfair  means  of 
BQppressing  debate.   Further,  I  believe, 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem* 
ber  for  South  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon  Piayfair), 
that  in  the  Assemblies  where  the  simple 
form  of  closure  has  been  adopted,  and 
where  Party  spirit  is  certainly  quite  as 
prevalent  as  among  us,  and  where  pas- 
nons  are  rife,  it  has  not  in  practice  be^i 
found  that  the  power  of  closure  or  hmit- 
iDg  the  length  of   debates    has  been 
abused.    Therefore,  I  still  maintain  the 
Oj^nion  I  hare  always  personally  held 
on  this  subject — that  it  is  not  necessary 
to  surroundl  the  use  of  the  closing  of 
debate  by  so  many  limitations  and  re- 
strictions as  the  timidity  of  some  hon. 
Members  seems  to  suggest.    Personally, 
I  should  not  be  in  the  least  afraid  to  see 
a  system  of  closure  voted  by  a  bare 
majority  without  any  interrention  on 
the  part  of  the  Chair,  and  limited  only 
by  the   presence   of  what   might   be 
considered  to  be  a  sufficient  quorum. 
I  have  always,  at  the  same  time,  endea- 
voured to  regard  the  subject  more  from 
a  practical  point  of  view  than  from  the 
point  of  view  of  abstract  principle.    I 
think  our  object  ought  to  oe  to  endea- 
vour to  obtain  not  that  system  of  closure 
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which  in  our  opinion  may  be  absolutely 
the  best,  but  that  which  will  commend 
itself  most  fully  to  the  general  and  pre- 
vailing opinion  of  the  House,  and  to 
obtain  that  system  which  the  House  will 
be  most  disposed  to  make  use  of »  and  to 
acquiesce  in  the  use  of »  when  adopted, 
rather  than  to  obtain  that  form  of  closure 
which  may  most  oommend  itself  to  our 
own  individual  opinions.  Now,  what  are 
the  alternative  forms  of  the  closure  which 
have  been  suggested  or  can  be  suggested 
for  our  oonsideration  ?  There  is,  in  the 
first  place,  closure  by  a  bare  majority 
without  any  intervention  from  the  Chair, 
which  is  advocated  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Derby.  But 
my  rig^t  hon.  Friend  did  not  venture 
himself  to  propose  that  system  of  clo- 
sure in  the  Besolution  which  he  laid 
upon  the  Table  last  year.  The  closure 
which  he  proposed  was  the  only  one 
which  was  to  come  into  operation  at  the 
end  of  eaoh  Sitting.  Now,  that  appears 
to  me  to  be  a  very  inadequate,  and  not 
altogether  logical,  form  of  Procedure. 
It  seems  to  me  to  be  somewhat  unrea- 
sonable that  it  should  be  in  the  power 
of  a  bare  majority  at  the  close  of  a  Sit- 
ting to  put  an  end  to  a  debate  on,  per- 
haps, a  very  important  question,  while 
it  would  not  be  in  the  power  of  that 
majority  to  stop  a  minority,  however 
small,  which  might  be  wasting  the  whole 
time  of  the  House  in  one  Sitting  on 
what  might  be  a  very  trivial  matter 
and  a  comparatively  unimportant  issue. 
Now,  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  tell  me 
that  the  suggestions  he  laid  before  the 
Committee  last  year  emanated  not  only 
from  himself,  but  from  a  small  Com- 
mittee which  sat  occasionally  at  Devon- 
shire House  last  year.  I  think  my  right 
hon.  Friend  laid  too  much  stress  upon 
that  preliminary  examination.  I  cer- 
tainly do  not  desire  to  evade  any  re- 
sponsibility which  may  attach  to  me  for 
the  part  I  took  fn  that  preliminary  dis- 
cussion ;  but  I  was  not  a  party  to  any 
of  the  preliminary  proposals,  which  I 
thought  were  in  principle  objectionable. 
But  I  never  understood— and  I  do  not 
think  my  right  hon.  Friend,  or  any  of 
us  who  met  there,  understood — that  we 
were  thereby  committing  ourselves  irre- 
vocably to  any  set  of  proposals,  irrespec- 
tive of  farther  discussion  or  the  result 
of  Airtiher  consideration.  I  do  not  think 
that  in  what  took  place  in  regard  to  the 
preliminary  discussions  any  of  us  were 
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prevented  from  stating  onr  views  or  ad- 
wwiiliiil^  some  modifiofttioti  «f  wlia«  waer 
proposed  ai  the  reftilt  of  this  oonsid^rft^ 
non  and  dlsettssion;  Thefn  I  eome  back 
agadBr  to  «lo9«r0  by  a  bare  maioritj.  It 
ia  uaehd  to  refer  to  tHe  orttioai  Divirion 
on-  t^s  potet  which'  took  j^aoe  in  the 
Seleet  Oommitlee  ci  hat  year.  That 
oritioal  Division  tum^  tpraetieally  on 
t&o  ovestibn  whether  safi^g^arde  or  rcf- 
Btvionons  were  io  he  imposed  npon  the 
dosttre  bj  a  bare  ms^rity;  and  mj 
right  ho^.  Friend  the  Member  fei«  Derby, 
^ith  whom  I  admit  I  i^Hmld  have  gone, 
if  I  had  ^otedy.  woe  defeated  in  that^ 
Division  by  a  fiiajority  of  20  to  12 
Now,  it  is  necessary  to  consider  what 
was  tAioeoBkposition  of  that  minorh^  and 
oi  that  inajority/  The  miDority  which 
sapported  my  right  hon.  Friend  was 
entiray  composed  of  hon..  Qentlemen 
who  sow  sit  tn  this  patt  of  the  House ; 
and  ^e  ttiafjoritjr'  Of  *i(H  by  which  it  was 
dwded  that  safe^mrds  of  some  kind 
w«er»  tot  b^  provided,'  consisted  of  18 
Oonsetvattres,  threes  Liberals,  and  fbnr; 
beings  the  whole,' '  of  *  (^  Irish'  Members 
who  Were^on  th»  Commltt^.,  I  believe 
that  the  vote  of  tho  minority  very  acctt- 
ratelj  itepvesented,  so  far  as  I  can  judge, 
the  opinfons  of  the  House  at  the  timo. 
I  believe  it  wais  a  tolerably  aecui^ate 
repreaentartiM  of  the  idling  of  the  last 
House -of  Oommoms  upon  ums  subject. 
And  certainly  the- present  House  of 
Comttons  would  take  a  still  stronger 
obfeoHon  to  the  impositbn  .^  olosui^ 
by  a  bate  najori^  without  safeguards 
of.  anv  kind.  My  ri^ht  hon.  Friend 
must:bo  aware  that  in  such  a  psbposal 
h»  would  oi^y  have  the  isunport  of  a 
cettdn  number  of  boni  Oentiemen  who 
sit  on  due  side  of  the  Houde.'  He  knows 
that  a  certaiti  proportion  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  sit  oppoisite '  are  opposed  ta 
any  such  form  of  closure,  and  that  the 
IrM  Members  are  also  opposed  to  it. 
Therefore,  it  seem»to  mie  that  it  would 
not  have  been  a  practical  coune  on  the 
patt  of  Her  Mij^ty's  Qovemment,  even 
if  they  had  Aemsehres  inclined  io  it, 
to  have  proposed  cAosnre 'by  a  bare 
m<q*oi4ty  without  safeguiods  ci  any  de^ 
scriptic^.  :N6W|  ^e  neit  alternative 
whi^  the  GKivernment  might  liave 
adopted  wns  the  ddsure  by  a  proper* 
tionid  migorft^.  I  aiix  ^f  opinion  that 
that  is  Oj^en  to  still  stronger  objectione 
on  prixiciple*  I  have  on  fonnw  occasions 
argued  against  the  j[>rinciple   of  pro- 
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portional  majority,  and  I  retain  ihe  ob^ 
jections  which  I  expressed  in  lB8i ;  but 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  admit  that,  in 
spite  of  the  objections  I  entertain,  if  I 
had  thought  t&erewas  any  probability, 
of  general  concurrence  on  the  part  of  a 
large  majority  of  the  House  in  such  a 
system  I  should  have  been  quite  pre^ 
pared  to  waive  the' objectionel  felt, and 
to  have  accepted  eruch  a  soliition.    Bat' 
I  understand  tay  right  hon.  Itieud  the 
Member  fbr  Derby  and  tJie  gi^at  maio- 
rity  of  Tio^.  6^entl^me^i  who*  sit  in  this; 
part  of -the  House  ar^  absolutely  opposed 
on  principle  to  the  adoption  of  the  clo- 
sure by  a  proportional  majority  in  any 
form,  and  if  it  had  been  proposed  by 
the  Government  it  would  have  led  to  a 
strict  Par^  conflict  upon  the  point.    I 
think  it  would  have  been  very  impolitic 
under  the  circumstances  if  the  Govern* 
paent  had  proposed  that  course.  I  think 
we   are  bound   to   avoid,  ^  possibk, 
raising  questions  which  must  necessarily 
excite   strict   Pat^  divisions  In   thfc 
House,  and  therefore  the  Oovemo^ent 
lure  right  in  ^ttscarding  a  proportional 
majority.     There   appears  to  be  only  ' 
0ne  alternative  left,  and  that  was  the^ 
adoption  of  some  system  of   numbers 
voting  in  the^  majority  such  ^is  comes 
under  the  present  Rule.  '  I  cannot  say 
X  consider  Uutt  to  be  an  entirely  satis- 
factory system.    I  think  that  the, ^lum- 
bers are  far  too  large,  aiid  that  iiie  diffi- 
culties which  kre  kiiposed  in  the  way 
of  the  Ailfilment  of  th0  wish  <^  the, 
House   are  greatly  impeded   and,  toe, 
much  restricted  by  the  numbers  which 
have  be^n  adopted.    But  t^hile  that  is 
so  it  4^tiH  appears  to  me,  on  the  whole, 
to  be  the  system  which  is  likely  io  coin-  . 
maud  the  mrgest  amount  of  assent  and 
acquiescence,  although  not  a  unanimous^ 
assent  and  acquiescence  on  the  part  of 
the  House.  The  prfneiple  of  closure  by 
a  bare   minority,  for  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derbyoon- 
t0nds,  is  eontoined  in  the  Eule  as  it 
stands ;  but,  ^.t  the  same, time  the  Gpyern- 
ment  appear  to ,  be  unwilling  or  afraid 
to  eutri^st  the  power  of  closure  to  a  < 
limited  number  of  Memberai  &nd,  there- 
fore,   tUe   Bule  requires  that  i^  large 
number  of  Members  shall  be  present 
befbre  the  closure  is  passed.    I  come 
then,  lastly,  on  this  pomt  to  the  provi- 
sion as  to  the  consent  of  the  Chair.  Uj 
Tight  hon.  Prlend  said   that  that  was 
unanimously  rejected  by  iaie  Conimittee. 
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tain^  find  it  in  the  proceedioK8--that 
tkat  point  was  i^tuallj  diacu98^  in  the 
doauEitiee.  It  wi^  ^pt  raised  as  far  as 
I^can  recoUecfci,  and  I, think  the  Cam- 
o^itfeee.had  no  opportunity  of  giving  an 
opi)4on  or  of  discussing  the  question.  It 
ij^'net.mised  bjr  the  oroposal  of  my 
nghthott.!  Friend,  nor  oj  any  of  the 
alteraatiye  prpposals  placed  before  the 
Coaumttee,  XJiierefore».  I  cannot  attach 
80  much  importance  i^  xpjr  right  hon. 
Ixlena  does  to  the  ahsepce  of  any  re- 
commendation  on  that  subject  hy  the 
C!ommittee.  But  even  if  the  Comniittee 
Lad  arrived  at  that  conclusion  I  do  not 
think  my  right  hon.  Friend  would  be 
ji^tlfied  in  attaching  so  mucli  import- 
SD^  to  it  as  he  does,  hecause,  if  the 
opinion  of  the  Copmitt^e  was  absolutely 
n^ht  as,  to  . one  poiiit,  he  thought  it  ar- 
rived at  an  al^eolutely  wrong  opinion  on 
auotber.  ,When  the  question  of  a  pro- 
portionat  ni^oritj  came  vp  ha  waa  so 
strongly  opposed  io  it  that  ha  divided 
th^  (^mxx^iiee  against  the  whole  Besolu* 
ti(m  andl  declined  to  take  any  further  re* 
sponsibiUty  for  the  recommendation  of 
thQ  Committee  with  ^rega^rd  to  closure 
at  aJL  ti  baa  been  said  that  theae 
proppaals  throw  upon  the  Chair  a  new 
and  Yery  onerous  responsibility^  X  am 
unat^Q  to  iagree  with  that  view  of  the 
caad.  The. present  IRule. appears  to  me 
to  throw  upon  the  Speaker  a  greater 
respoDsibiljty  than  is  now  proposed. 
My  n^t  hon.  Friend  the  Meqiber  for 
m  X•otI^an  (Mr.  W.  £.  Qladstone) 
Baid  liaat  ni^t  that  tl^  Speaker,  under 
thQ  present  Kule,  was  only  called  upon 
to  pronounce  a  decision  upon  ,a  ques- 
ti(m  of  fact,,  and  that  he  was  not  called 
upon  to  pronounce  an  opinion.  Now, 
we  Speaker,  under  the  present  Eule,  has 
not  only  to  form  a  ju^gpnent  upon  the 
snient  sense  of  the  House^  but  he  is 
caJjr  to  jict—  . 

'*  Wh«q  it  ahftll  appear  to  Mr*  Speaker  or  the 
Chamnan  at  Ways  and  Mcu^ns,  or  a  Comtiiittee 
of  tb>  Wbole  Hoiii*?,  dtiring  any  iJcMU^  that 
Uwr»bj?ict  !ma  b«ea  adequately  discuBBed,'* 

That  13  not  a  q^ueation  of  fftct,  but  a 
Quest ioB  on  which  he  ia  bound  to  form 
Ka  0 wa  j  ud  gment  and  op  Lmo  a .  S  u  eh  is 
the  preaeut  Bulei  and  it  appeaiji  to  me 
to  caat  a  Tery  great  reaponaibility  upon 
taa  Speaker.  The  responsibility  that  is 
W8t  apoa  him  by  tk©  proposed  alteration 
•^s  to  ma  to  be  less  oneroua.  It  is 
»aj4  tht  Speaker  will  onlj  be  abb  to 


act  OB  the  demand  or  on  the  appeal  of- 
the  majority  of  the  House.  Now  I  can*, 
not  take  that  yiew.  It  seems  to  me  that, 
if  the  Speaker,  under  the  pc^osed  Bide, 
takes  thp  responsibility  of  action  open 
himself  it  will  be  not  so  much  on  the 
demand  of  the  minority  as  in  tba  interest 
of  and  in  the  protection  of  a  minority. 
Then  there  is  one  other  point  which  I 
think  ought  to  be  considered^  and  I  am 
afraid  that  it  is  one  that  will  he  classed 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Derby  as  one  of  those  ''wretched 
details"  for  which  he  expressed  so  great 
a  contempt  last  night.  I  want  to  know 
how,  unless  some  provision  to  that  effect 
be  inserted,  it  i^  proposed  to  prevent  tha 
power  of  djemanding  the  closure  being 
used  l^  a  small  minority  of  the  House 
for  factious  purposes  ?  Without  some 
provision  of  this  kind  it  would  be  ia  the 
power  of  a  small  minoritv  constantly  to 
interrupt  an  important  debate  by  moving 
that  the  deba^  be  brought  to  a  dose,. 
^ ven  although  an  overwhelming  majority 
of  the  House  might  be  against  thorn. 
I  quite  admit  that  that  may  be  a 
**  wretched  detail ; "  buti,  however  small 
and  contemptible  my  right  hon.  Friend 
may  think  the  details,  somo  of  them,  at 
all  events,  are  details  of  a  practical  cha- 
racter, wluch  it  is  neoessajry  for  ua  to 
consider  and  to  deal  with  unless  we  are 
to  be  landed  in  still  greater  difficulties. 
It  is  probable  that  lU  a  later  period  of 
the  discussion  we  may  hear  either  from 
the  Speaker  or  from  the  Leader  of  the 
Housa  the  interpretation  which  they 
place  upon  the  duty  which  it  is  pro* 

?osed  to  confer  by  this  Itule  upon  iho 
Ihair,  and  that  some  further  intimation 
may  be  given  to  us ;  but  I  submit  that 
whatever  may  be  the  interpretation  to 
be  placed  upon  these  provisions  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  or  by  the  Speaker, 
it  is  not  possible  that  it  should  be  an 
extension  of  the  power  or  the  responsi- 
bility that  now  rests  upon  him,  but  to 
some  extent,  at  all  events,  a  limitation 
of  the  sesponsibility  which  he  at  present 
bears.  Now  I  will  only  say  a  few  words 
further  upon  the  subject  of  devolution,  I 
quite  admit  that  I  should  have  preferred 
some  system  of  devolution  such  as  that 
indicated  in  the  Import  of  the  Oom- 
mitteo  of  last  year  tp  the  present  pro- 
posals of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  I  hope  that  before  long  it  may  be 
possible  for  the  House  to  arrive  at  some  j 
system  of  division  of  labour  applied  tOui^lC 
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its  Committoo  works,  both  as  regards 
legislation  and  as  regards  Supply.  At 
the  same  time  I  am  bound  to  admit  that 
the  plan  which  the  Committee  laid  be- 
fore the  House  was,  in  many  respects, 
an  incomplete  and  imperfect  plan,  which 
could  not  possibly  be  submitted  by  the 
Goremment  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House  in  the  form  in  which  it  appeared. 
As  Chairman  of  that  Committee,  I  may, 
perhaps,  be  permitted  to  say  a  word  or 
two  as  to  the  difficulties  under  which 
that  Committee  sat.  During  almost  the 
whole  time  of  our  proceedings  the  House 
was  engaged  in  the  consideration  of  the 
most  exciting  question  which  has  come 
before  it  for  many  years.  Our  delibera- 
tions were  almost  coincident  with  the 
debates  on  the  Irish  Government  plan  of 
the  late  Qoyemment;  and  unoer  the 
circumstances  I  think  that  the  House 
win  hardly  be  very  much  surprised  to 
hear  that  the  Committee  very  frequently 
found  it  somewhat  difficult  to  give  a 
very  continuous  and  patient  attention  to 
the  questions  that  were  brought  before 
them.  The  conclusion  of  our  labours 
took  place  after  the  final  Division  upon 
that  measure  had  taken  place,  and  when 
it  was  known  that  the  duration  of  Par- 
liament would  be  an  extremely  short  one 
it  became  exceedingly  difficult  for  the 
Committee  to  pay  much  attention  to 
matters  of  this  kind  at  all.  With  regard 
to  the  proposals  for  Standing  Com- 
mittees we  spent  a  great  deal  of  time 
over  them,  and  we  were  obliged  to  ad- 
journ for  further  consideration  certain 
points  connected  with  them  until  towards 
the  close  of  our  proceedings ;  and  when 
that  time  came  it  was,  as  I  have  said, 
difficult  for  the  Committee  to  devote 
continuous  attention  to  the  work.  There 
are,  therefore,  many  points  which  re- 
main undecided,  some  of  them  minor 
points  and  some  of  great  and  cardinal 
importance.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Oxford  University 
(Sir  John  Mowbray),  who  has  just  sat 
down,  has  referred  to  two  or  three  of 
these  questions.  In  the  first  place,  he 
said  he  did  not  believe  that  there  is 
accommodation  in  this  House  for  three 
or  four  Committees  of  160  Members  each. 
No  recommendation  has  been  made  upon 
the  subject.  The  Committee,  for  in- 
stance, never  considered  the  procedure 
of  these  Standing  Committees,  the 
powers  of  the  Chairman,  or  the  mode 
in  which  Divisions  were  to  be  taken. 
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All  those  subjects  would  have  to  be 
thoroughly  considered  and  threshed  out 
before  the  House  could  be  asked  by  the 
Gbvernment  to  adopt  such  a  scheme  as 
was  indicated,  and  only  indicated,  iathe 
Eeport  of  the  Committee.  The  Proce- 
dure of  these  Committees  was  a  most 
important  question.  If  they  vrere  to  bd 
on  the  same  footing  as  Select  Com- 
mittees, and  to  have  no  special  power  of 
closing  a  debate,  then,  instead  of  bemg 
an  assistance  to  legislation,  it  is  quite 
possible  that  obstruction  of  a  measOTe 
would  be  more  easy  and  more  fatal  than 
even  in  a  Committee  of  the  House  itself. 
Then,  again,  the  qtlestion  is  a  very  im- 
portant one  whether  divisions  are  to  be 
taken  on  the  spur  of  the  moment,  wh^ 
Memhers  of  the  Committee  might  be  in 
another  part  of  the  House,  or  whether 
Notice  should  be  given.  These  points 
are  of  great  importance,  beoaose,  unless 
they  are  decided,  it  may  be  found  that 
great  practical  inconvenience  would  re- 
sult. I  will  not,  however,  dwell  upon 
these  points ;  the  principal  ones  which 
the  Committee  left  undecided  referred 
to  the  Estimates  and  to  the  Private  Bill 
Business  of  the  House.  The  Committee 
arrived  at  the  decision  at  an  early  period, 
on  the  Motion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain),  that  the  Estimates  should 
be  referred  to  a  Standing  Committee 
''  in  the  manner  hereinafter  described.'' 
The  proceedings  were  subsequently  ad- 
journed, in  order  that  that  manner 
should  be  considered  by  my  right  bon. 
Friend,  who  represented  liie  Govern- 
ment at  that  time ;  but  no  proposal  ever 
was  adopted  or  brought  before  the  Com- 
mittee, except  the  proposal  which  I 
brought  forward  myself— and  which,  I 
believe,  had  the  support  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend — but  which  was  rejected  by 
the  Committee.  Therefore,  the  Com- 
mittee, having  laid  down  that  the  Esti- 
mates were  to  be  referred  '*  in  manner 
hereinafter  described,"  declined  to  sanc- 
tion any  mode  by  which  they  could  be 
referred,  and  the  proposal  dropped  out 
of  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee altogether.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
says  that  the  Committee  embodied  in  its 
Eeport  an  expression  of  opinion  that  it 
was  essential  that  some  other  mode  than 
the  existing  one  should  be  adopted  for 
disposing  of  tiie  Private  Bill  Business  of 
the  House.  No  proposals  on  that  sub- 
ject ever  came  before  the  Committee.  I 
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understand  that  proposals  arc  ^oing  to  | 
be  made  by  Her   Majesty's   Govern^ 
laent    in    the    present  year ;    but  al- 
though those  proposals  may  be  made, 
they    may    not    he    adopted,     and    it 
would  have  been  a  waste  of  the  time 
of  the  House  if  the  Qovemment  had 
invited  the  House  to  consider  an  ela- 
borate system  of  delegation  to  Standing 
Ceinnuttees>  which,  after  all,  mi^ht  be 
brought  to  a  standstill  by  the  failure  of 
the  Government  to  provide  a  satisfactory 
flf^m  for  dealing  with  Private  Bill 
lefipalation,  it  hf^ving  been  stated  by  the 
Oommiitee  that  the  peliminary  difficul- 
ties were  ixisuperable.    This  imperfec- 
tion-^this  incompleteness  of  our  repre- 
sentations— do   not   appear   to  me  to 
oonstitnte,  in  any  degree  whatever,  any 
permanent  obstacle  ^  the  extension  of 
tke  system  of  devoluticm  ^  and  I  hope 
that  when  the  House  has  time  it  will 
devote  its  attention  to  the  consideration 
of  this  subject,  and  will  be  disposed  to 
adopt  some  more  complete  i^stem  of  de- 
volutioa  than  the   present   system  of 
Orand .  Gomsoittees.     I  hardly  think, 
however,  that  the  system  of  Gruxd  Oom- 
mittee^,  proposed  a  few  years  ago,  has 
had  a  fair  trial.    They  only  sat  during 
oae  Session,  and  I  think  it  was  admitted 
that  one  of  them  performed  his  duty  in 
a  satisfactory  manner.     I  think  it  is 
rather  soon    to  dismiss  the  system  of 
Qrand  Oomnittees  because  one  of  them 
did  not  accomplish  such  satisfactory  re- 
inlts  as  might  have  been  expected ;  and 
I  think  that    any  further   experienoe 
which   might   be  gained  by  tneir  re- 
anpomtment  would   be   useful   if  the 
House  desired  to  proceed  to  a  more 
oomplete  system  of  devolution.     In  my 
opinion,  therefore,  the  proposals  of  the 
Cfovenunent,  if  adopted  by  the  House, 
will  not  in  any  sense/whatever  constitute 
the  rejection,  or  even  the  permanent  post- 
ponement, of  the  principle  of  devolution ; 
but  I  consider  tiiat  their  proposals  are 
made  necessary  by  the  condition  and  the 
circumstances  in  which  we  find  ourselves 
at  the  present  time.    I  have  not  ventured 
to  enter  in  much  detail  into  those  sub- 
jects, as  I  think  that  no  possible  advan- 
tage could  be  gained  by  doing  so.    I  do 
not  think,  in  the  preliminary  discussion 
in  which  we  are  engaged,  it  is  possible  to 
^ter  into  the  consideration  of  details 
which  may  more  easily  be  raised  here- 
•tter.    Therefore,  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  by  considering  them  now.    All  I 


desire  to  say  before  I  sit  down  is  that  I 
trust  the  House  will  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  spend  a  very  large  portion  of  its 
time  upon  this  general  discussion.  I  do 
not  think  that  any  very  important  or 
very  novel  principle  is  raised  by  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government ;  they  are  in 
the  nature  rather  of  an  Amendment  of 
Rules  involving  much  more  important 
considerations  which  were  adopted  by 
the  House  a  few  years  ago,  and  which 
have  been  shown  by  the  experience  we 
have  since  gained  to  require  amendment. 
I  trust  that,  after  due  and  not  too  pro- 
longed consideration,  these  Eules  will  be 
found  to  be  an  improvement  on  the  exist- 
ing system,  and  that  they  will  be  of 
assistance  in  the  progress  of  Public  Busi- 
ness. Certainly,  I  think  that  from  the 
lines  on  which  this  debate  has  proceeded 
we  may  hope  that  these  Hules  will  be 
considered  in  a  fair  and  impartial  spirit 
by,  at  all  events,  the  great  majority  of 
the  House,  and  that  we  shall  not  deem 
it  necessary  to  intrude  into  this  debate 
any  considerations  of  a  Party  'or  of  a 
personal  character. 

Mr.  D.  ORAWPORD  (Lanark,  N.E.)  : 
As  a  comparatively  new  Member  of  the 
House,  I  feel  that  I  stand  in  need  of 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  when  I 
intervene  in  this  debate  at  all,  and 
especiallv  when  I  venture  to  follow 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Rossendale  (the  Marquees  of  Harting- 
ton)  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Sir  John  R.  Mowbray),  who  have 
spoken  on  this  question  with  so  much 
authority.  But  I  think  the  House  will 
concede— and  perhaps  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  concede — that  it  is  not 
undesirable  that  some  of  the  less  ex- 

Eerienced  Members  should  briefly  lay 
efore  the  House  some  of  the  diffi- 
culties and  considerations  which  occur 
to  them  in  regard  to  these  proposed 
Rules  of  Procedure.  The  two  points 
upon  which  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words 
are,  in  tho  first  place,  the  intervention  of 
the  Speaker;  and,  secondlv,  the  ques- 
tion of  devolution.  I  think  I  may  say 
that  there  are  a  great  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  Houso  who  feel 
that  the  question  of  the  intervention  of 
the  Speaker  is  a  very  much  more  serious 
one  than  it  was  allowed  to  be  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  supporting 
the  Resolution  of  the  Government  the 
other  day.  I  am  quite  ready  to  admit  that 
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on  reading  the  proposed  Bules  I  did  not 
ihink  the  addition  to  the  existing  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  14  waa  one  which  would 
do  much  harm— indeed,  on  first  reading 
it,  it  occurred  to  me  that  it  might  be  an 
improvement ;  but  on  further  considera- 
tion I  have  been  led  entirely  to  change 
that  opinion.  I  think  that  any  hon. 
Kember  of  this  House  who  recalls  to  his 
mind  the  incidents  which  occurred  within 
the  last  few  days  when  the  Chair  had 
to  intervene  at  a  period  of  no  particular 
eztitement  will  be  led  to  the  conclusion 
that  we  ought  to  watch  with  the  utmost 
jealousy  any  attempt  to  throw  a  heavier 
burden  upon  the  CSiair.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  every  hon.  Member  of  this 
House  will  be  steady  in  his  loyalty  to 
the  Ohair;  but  this  House  is  not  the 
whole  coimtrv,  and  I  think  that  if  we 
reflect  upon  tne  conversations  we  have 
heard  within  the  last  few  days,  and  upon 
the  injutious  comments  which  we  i^ad 
in  the  Ptess,  we  must  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  is  very  desirable  that  this 
House  should  have  regard  to  the  dignity 
of  the  Chair  in  this  particular.  JNow, 
Bit,  there  is  one  point  in  these  Rules  to 
^hich  I  think  attention  has  not  been 
suiBciently  called  by  previous  speakersi 
and  upon  which,  therefore,  1  should 
like  to  say  a  word.  It  is  this— the 
dififereiice  which  Is  made  by  introducing 
into  the  Rules  a  fi^ed  hour  for  the  ter- 
mination of  debate.  That  proposal 
affects  the  question  of  closure  in  a  very 
particular  manner.  The  same  Bule 
which  might  be  suitable  and  mifficient 
for  closure  when  there  is  no  fixed  hour 
for  the  determination  of  debate,  in  my 
humble  judgment  ceases  to  be  equally 
applicable  when  a  fixed  hour  for  the 
temination  of  debate  is  proposed.  The 
reason  why  I  say  this  is  because,  when 
you  have  a  fixed  hour  for  the  termi- 
nation of  debate,  it  ^may  be  said 
that  the  question  of  '  closure  more 
6r  less  inevitably  arises  every  night. 
The  Buld6  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  and  reported'  upon 
by  the  Select  Committee  last  year,  were 
hitended,  I  think,  as  I  read  them  at 
first,  to  retain  both  methods  of  closure^ 
because  the  Standing  Order  No.  14  wa9 
not  proposed  to  be  repealed  in  the  Report 
of  the  Select  Committee.  In  the  Rules 
laid  on  the  Table  by  the  right  hon. 
€^entleman  the  Obiet  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  various 
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Standing  Orders  were  proposed  to  be 
repealed;  but  in  the  Report  of  th0 
Select  Committee  there  was  no  pro- 
posal to  repeal  Standing  Order  H 
and  until  it  was  otherwise  interj^reted 
by  the  noble  Marquess  the  Chairmaii 
of  the  Committee,  I  thought  it  was  ift- 
tended  that  both  methods  should  stand 
together. 

Thu  Mahqtjess  of  HARTlNGFTOar*- 
I  am  afraid  that  I  have  failed  to  make 
myself  understood.  Xhd  hon.  Oentle^ 
man  is  practically  correct.  Under  th^ 
recommendation  of  the  Select  Committee 
of  last  year  both  systems  of  dosoro 
would  have  remained  in  operation. 

Mb.  D.  CRAWFORD  :  Then  I  was 
right  in  my  original  interpretation.     It 
is  very  important   to  know  that  both 
Systems  of  closure  were  proposed  to  be 
left  in  operation ;  and  I  submit  to  ih^ 
House  that  whereas  the  niode  of  closure 
in  Standing  Order  14  and  that  proposed 
by  the  O^ovemment  anjdlaid  on  the  Table 
in  the  preflient  Rules  might  be  applicable 
and  sufficient^  and  unobjectionable  as 
applied  to  the'  ordinary  course  of  deba^ 
the  matter  is  quite  otherwise  at  the  en^ 
of  debate,  when  the  <]^uestion  of  closure 
must,  more  or  less,  arise  every  night.   I 
say  that  it  is  too  much  to.  throw  on  th^ 
Speaker  the  duty,  or  that  he  should  be 
lisked  at  the  close  of  evenr  eveni^^^  t^ 
fbrm  an  opinion  as  to  whether  a  subject 
has  been  sufficiently  ddbatc4  or  whether 
it  is  desirable  toput  the  Question  to  the 
House.    If  the  House  comes  to  the  con- 
clusion the  Gbvemment  asks  it  to  arrive 
at,  that  there  shall  be  a  fixed  hour  foj; 
the  termination  of  debate,  the  proper 
sequence  of  that  would  be  that  at  the 
ena  of  each  eveping  there  should  be  aii 
autotnatic  closure;  and  I  submit. tbi^ 
on  that  question  the  sense  of  the  House 
by  a  simple  majority  should  be  take>iK 
On  that  point  I  venture  to  agree,  li|^ 
substance,  with  the  view  expressed  by 
my  right  hon.  'I!riend  the  Member  for 
South  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair).    Ac- 
cording to  the  proposal,  of  the  right  h>n. 
Gentleman,  as  far  as  I  understand  it)  on 
a  Motion  beiofi;  moved  by  anybody  that 
the  Question  should  be  put  by  the  Cbair^ 
a  Division  would  be  taken  without  dis- 
cussion on  the  question.    Weil,  Z  thjbk 
an  even   more  simple  plan  would  ba 
better.    Perhaps.it  is  a  snaall  matter, 
but  it  seems  a  somewhat  irregular  an4 
anomalous  idea  that  the  Chair  should  ia 
any  case  act  until  moved.    There  could 
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Bfl  up  eompttlslbn  on  the  majoritv  or  on 
i^e  QfoTonnnent  to  move  the  Chair  to 
tdte  that'  cpuree.  so  that  the  action  of 
the  Hbns^  would  not  be  striotly  auto- 
matical aiB^  in  my  opinioo^  it  ought  to  be. 
It,  would  be  better,  I  think,  at  the  end 
6f  .each  evetung  to  provide  that  the 
Qaeetion  under  discusMon  should  be  piit 
l»  the.  Chfur  ^^  that  would  require  no 
IJbtidn — unless  fk  litotion  for  the  Ad- 
joommeht  of.  the  Debate  had  been  pre- 
▼ioufllj  made.    Tf  a  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
journment of  iheDebate  had  been  moved 
then  a  Pirision  would  be  tahen  on  it 
without  Atpendment,  and  in  that  way 
automatic  closure  would  be  arrived  at ; 
OTi  if  the  Motion  were  carried,  the  House 
t^oqld  d^de  that  it  was  desirable  to  con- 
tinue the  discussion  on  the  next  day.    I 
Irish  to  point  ot^t  0iat  if  that  course  were 
taken  some  of  the  objections  stated  by 
ihe  noble  Marquess  and  the  right  hon^ 
Oen^man  opposite  to  autopnatic  closure 
In  any  form  would  be  obviated.;  because 
(here  cotdd    be  no  surprise  in  such  a 
cassi  and    no   necessity  for.  providing 
rither  for  a  quorum  or  a  proportional^ 
tnajority;  or  any  other  artificial  devices 
of  that  kind^    for  any  hon.    Men^ber 
h^rested  in  the  Business,  of  the  Qousq 
Wduld  know,  that  the  question,  in  soine 
iikape  or  fortxi;|  would  have  to  be  decided 
$t  12  o'clock  at  night,  and  could,  if 
he  thought'  proper,  be    in  \  his   place 
to  take  part,  in  the  decision.     As  to 
the  a^jlBcatioli  of  the  closure  during  the 
^ipitenKaj  of  debate  either  in  the  House 
te  ia  Coi)|unittee,  t  think  it  is  a  most 
Important. fact  ibat  the  Committee  pre? 
(Itjdd  over  b]r  tbe  noble  Marquess  jpro: 
POto^  that  this  closiire  should  be  entirely 
oistinct  froihi  olosui^  at  the  end  of  the 
St&i|^,  andid^alt  withdifferently .  I  have 
nb  dbjectioil  to  that ;  and  I  would  <^ven 
d^ifi^  that'spme  kind  of.  (slosure  of  that 
•bit;  shtnild  be  provided, .  It  would  be 
wly  put'tn  force  at  atf,'  and  I  should 
beperfecdy  satisfied  if  Standing  Order 
His  allow^  to  remain  aa  it  is,  and  the 
i^ti^^  of   the   Ohair  is   taken  spouf 
tsneoaslv, '  or  fpr:  that   description   of 
dofinn^  I  should  not  object  to  adopt  the 
Ante  prop6sed  ty'the  Government.    % 

El  ^ave  made  myself  clear  on  tha]( 
;  'atfd'nbw  1  wish  to  say  a  word  on 
ibjiset  of  devolution.  The  right  hon4 
Barwiet  (STtf  JphnB.  Mowbray)  and  the 
nobis  l^ibratless  the  Member  for  Itossen- 
we  (ft6  ^uttfquesd  of  Harti^gtonl  have 
M  ddobt  ^^t«d  Vmt,  with  considerable 
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force^  tho  difficulties  that  would  attend 
the  promulgation  of  a  system  of  devolu- 
tion at  this  moment. .  I  think  the  House 
would  have  had  a  great  deal  more  indulr 

fence  for  these  difficulties  if  the  right 
on.  Genileman  the  IjQader  of  the 
House  had  stated,  when  he  introduced 
the  Bule^,  that  ho  was  desirous  to  over- 
come them,  and  determined  ultimately 
to  overcome  them  and  make  a  complete 
deyolution.  Qe  has  not,  however,  done 
so.  Th0  .Postmaster  General  (Mr^ 
•Baikes)  spoke  last  night  with  someuui^ 
ax)proaching  to  enthusiasm  of  a  Conip 
mittee  of  ijie  Whole  House.  According 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,,  the  House 
of  Commons  never  appears  to  so  greact 
advantage  as  when  it  js  in  Committee  ef 
the  Whole  House*  Ko  doubt  the  ri^ht 
hoxu  Genileman  has  a  Yciry  good  right 
to  speak  oh  that,  point,  and  it  inay  bf 
thaithe  days  when  he  was/Chairm^  of 
Committees  were  the  halcyon  days  of 
the  House;  but,  admitting  at), the  ad* 
vantages  of  ihe  system  of  committees  of 
the  Whole  House— admitting,  th^  truth 
of  the  right' hoi^,  Gentleman^oontention 
that  a  good  Uommittee  is  formed  by  the 
process. pf^ natural  selection— it  is  per- 
fectly plain  that  we  cannot  overtake  the 
Business  committed,  to  pur  hands.  I 
sometimes  think  it  possible  that  the  Go- 
vernment, were  deterred  /rom  peaking 
mpre  satisfactory  prQpos,al8  p^  t^ai  head 
by  the  idea  that  a  more  complete  systen^ 
of  (devolution  mighi  not  be  entirely 
palatable  even  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this 
^ideof  the  House,.  If,  however,  we  are 
\p .  ha^^  ^^  ^^W^.  ^f  sitting  shortened^ 
it  is.'ab.solutely  iiecessarv  that  some  div^ 
Sicai .  of  lfi,t)o^r  should  take  placck  X 
think,  ^ith  iny  riflfhl  ho^i.  Friend  tfce 
Mevnber  for  South  Leeds  ($ir  t/yon  Play- 
fair),  that  we. ought  not  to  have  such 

figantie  Comniittees  as^of  160  Memberif; 
t  is  difi^cult  ta  say,  judging  from  e^* 
perience,  what  am^ount  ol  obstruction 
we  might  have  in  such  Committees^  or 
bow  far  they  would  bft  fbund  to  be 
workable,  and  I  cannot  helg  thinking 
that  Committees  of  a  much  more  mpde* 
rate  su&e  would  be  more- desirable.  I 
apologize  for  having  intruded  upon  the 
attention  of  the  House  for  bo  Jong  a 
time,  having  bo  little  experience  in  its 
Business ;  but  I  join  very  warmly  and 
earnestly  in  hoping  that  the  eloquent 
appeal  made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  John  B.  Mowbray)  to  the  best  tradi- 
tions  of  this  House  in  former  days  will 
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be  responded  to  by  all  hon.  Members, 
and  that  we  may  pass  a  set  of  Bules 
which  will  restore  the  ancient  efficiency 
of  this  Assembly. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire, E.):  Mr.  Speaker,  I  admire 
the  candour  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
roan  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  (Sir  John  Mowbray)  when  he 
said  that,  although  he  is  willing  to  give 
a  cordial  and  enthusiastic  support  to  these 
Rules,  he  thinks  they  will  do  no  good. 
I  confess  I  am  more  sanguine  than  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman.  I  think  these 
Rules  contain  very  valuable  recommen- 
dations ;  at  the  same  time,  I  hope  I 
may  be  allowed— certainly  in  no  Party 
spirit — to  criticize  fairly  and  freely  some 
points  involved.  I  shall  confine  myself 
to  two  points— namely,  the  question  of 
closure,  and  the  question  of  devolution 
of  the  Business  of  the  House.  Eight  or 
nine  years  ago,  when  it  was  considered 
almost  un-English  even  to  mention  the 
name  of  closure  or  cl6ture— as  it  was 
then  called  —  I  expressed  myself  in 
favour  of  such  a  system;  and  certainly, 
if  I  was  in  favour  of  it  eight  years  ago, 
I  do  not  think  it  is  likely  that  I  should 
have  changed  my  opinion  now.  I  am 
glad  that  the  Government  put  this 
closure  in  the  forefront  of  their  Rules, 
because,  as  has  been  observed  by  more 
than  one  speaker,  several  other  Rules 
hang  upon  it,  such,  for  instance,  as  the 
fourth  and  fiftlr  Rules,  which  relate  to 
the  duration  of  Sittings  and  the  interrup- 
tion of  debates.  Without  the  closure  it 
would  be  possible  for  Members  speak- 
ing  against  time  at  Sittings  of  limited 
duration  to  prevent  any  decision  being 
arrived  at  at  all.  Now,  I  quite  agree 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon  PlayHair)  that 
the  question  of  the  hours  of  sitting  is 
a  most  important  one.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  we  keep  the  most  disreputable 
hours  of  any  Assembly  in  the  world. 
We  begin  our  Business  when  most 
reasonable  men  leave  off,  and  we  leave 
off  when  most  sensible  people  have  been 
in  bed  for  three  or  four  hours.  It  is  all 
very  well  for  young  men,  like  the  senior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere),  to  advise  us  to  lengthen  our  days 
by  stealing  a  few  hours  from  the  night; 
but  most  middle-aged  English  Members 
cannot  afford  to  lead  the  lives  of  owls 
and  bats  and  night  porters.  When  I 
think  of  what  I  went  through  when  I 
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occupied  a  seat  on  the  Treasury  Beneh 
for  five  or  six  years,  I  am  almost 
astonished  I  am  living  now  to  tell  tke 
tale.  I  remember  a  pbysieian,  whmn 
I  had  occasion  to  ccmsult  (»ice,  saying 
to  me— ''You  live  in  defiance  of  all  tiie 
laws  of  Nature,  and  yet  you  loome  hen 
and  expect  me  to  make  you  welL  CSiange 
your  habits,  and  then  you  will  Bot  wimt 
to  come  here."  Over  and  over  agaia  I 
have  left  my  house  at  1 1  o'clock  in  the 
morning  and  not  returned  to  it  till 
3  o'clock  in  the  following  monung. 
What  Members  of  the  House  have  to 
pass  through  reminds  me  of  an  ove^ 
worked  member  of  the  Legal  Profession, 
who  once  said  he  liked  the  LongTacaticm 
because  it  enabled  him  to  make  the  ae- 
quaintirace  of  his  wile  and  family.  But 
coming  directly  to  the  question  of  clotaie 
or  closure,  I  have  never  been  able  to 
understand  why  it  should  not  be  ap- 

Elied  at  the  will  of  a  bare  majority.  A 
are  majority  is  quite  oompetent  to  say 
wbeth^  a  law  shall  be  passed  or  not; 
and  I  cannot  see  why  a  simihur  majoriiy 
is  not  competent  to  decide  the  much  kss 
important  questicm  whether  a  tftttter 
has  been  sufllciently  discussed  or  sei 
At  the  same  time,  I  cannot  see  that  it 
makes  any  practical  difference  wbetbsr 
we  have  a  bare  majority,  or  a  two- 
thirds  majority,  or  even  a  three-quartels 
majority,  because  I  am  quite  certain 
that  closure  would  never  be  imposd 
unless  those  who  called  lor  it  were 
much  more  than  a  bare  majority.  At 
the  samo  time,  I  do  not  like  these 
highly  artificial  chocks  about  2Q0,  or 
IQMd,  or  40  Members,  which  it  almost 
requires  a  Oambridge  mathematician  to 
calculate.  I  believe  that  the  reid  safe- 
guards of  a  minority  are  not  to  be  found 
in  such  checks  as  these,  but  aare  to  be 
found  in  public  opinion.  One  would 
think  we  had  not  got  suofa  a  thing  as 
public  opinion  or  a  free  Press.  I  am 
perfectly  certain  that  if  any  Minister, 
or  any  Member  of  the  majority,  were 
to  attempt  to  enforce  ^ese  Buke  ia  a 
tyrannical  or  oppressive  way  tiie  act 
would  recoil  upon  himself,  and  ke 
would  not  attempt  it  twice.  Indeed,  I 
cannot  imagine  a  better  weapon  beiog 
put  into  the  hands  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  tho  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamrfl) 
and  the  Irish  Members  than  that  they 
should  be  able  to  go  to  Ireland  and  say 
they  had  been  prevented  from  debatiag 
a  really  important  matter  by  the  acdoa 
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of  ilko  majority.  Npw^  there  ia  one 
pomt  which  certoinly  requir^e  eiplaaa- 
tioD,  and  Ibat  i»  how  the  consent  of 
tbe  Speller  ia  to  be  obtained— how  a 
Member  ia  to  move  that  the  Question 
be  pttt.  Will  ha  be  required  to  stand 
np  ia  his  place. and  make  the  Motion, 
or  will  h»  bo  allowed  to  creep  behind 
the  Speahfir  and,  as  it  were,  earwig 
the  Ohair  ?  X  do  not  mncb  like  the 
dirision  of  reaponeibiltty ;  but,  in  any 
case,  I  trust  we  aball  know,  before  we 
come  to  the  disenasion  of  the  first  Bale, 
how  tho  ooneent  of  the  Obfur  ia  to 
be  obtained.  I^ow*  ^pen  the  question 
of  devolatioQ,  I  quite  agree  with  the 
right  hoou  Oentlentan  the. Member  for 
Mid  liOthiM  (Mr.  GiadAton^)  that  the 
present  jemedy  for  tho  oesgeated  atate 
of  Bttsineflfl  is  only  ^n  deep.  What 
we  wont  »s  a  mufih  more  dmstio  cemody. 
I  took  the  ttottble  last  week  to  reekon 
the  iinmber  of  Fublio  Bills  at  pre- 
sent before  the  House.  They  aetuaUy 
amounted  to  175  ^  and  X  hare  no 
doubt  thftd  the  ciy  is  still  they  come, 
tad  that  by  this  tinus  there  will  be 
sareval  more.  Of  these  175  BiUa,  59 
were  Sootcb  and  Xriah  BiUa,  nearly  20 
were  Matropciitaa  or  Welab  Bilk,  or 
BiBa  relating  to  CkimwalLor  other  pavta 
of  thoUnited  Kingdom.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tienaan  the  Member  for  the  Ckij  of  Ooric 
was,  therefore,  perfectly  right  in  aayiag 
that  we  are  doi^  the  work  of  three  or 
four  Legtel&tare&  Does  the  Houae  know 
how  many  of  these  1 75  Bills  oouU,  by  any 
stretch  (rf  tlie  word^  be  called  Agrioul- 
ture^  Trade,  or  Xaw  BiUa,  iand  therefore 
beeapable  of  being  re£svted  to  the  three 
Standing  Committeea  poropoeedby  these 
Balea  ?  Only  24-^ that  ia  to.  say^  only  one 
ia  ssTon.  Therefcure,  I  maintain  that  to 
attempt  to  relieve  the  congested  Busi- 
nesa  of  the  House  hy  auoh  a  prooesa  as 
that  is  very  much  like  attempting  to 
bale  oat  a  water^logged  vessel  with 
half-a*^dosen  teaapoona.  X  very  much 
prefer  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber f<a  Garaarrondiire  (Mr.  Bathboae) 
—namely,  that  we  should  have  a  Com- 
mittee dealiag  with  Iriah  questiona,  an- 
o&er  dealing  with  Sootch  questional 
another  dealing  with  Welsh  questions. 
There  ia  one  thing,  however,  X  can  aa> 
sarethe  Goyemmeat  of,  and  that  is  that 
nothuig  m  the  nature  of  Party  opposi- 
tion or  factious  opposition  will  be  offered 
to  these  Eulealcom  this  Benjshu  X  speak 
OQ  this  point  most  confidently  for  my- 
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self,  and  X  hope  X  may  apeak  equally 
confidently  for  those  who  sit  near  me* 
The  question  before  the  House  is  far 
too  important.  Xt  is  pot  a  question  of 
Party  polities;  it  is  a  question  of  the 
efficiency  of  the  House— nay,  more,  of 
the  character  of  the  Houae.  I  am  often 
aaked  why  is  not  progress  made  with 
such  and  such  a  measure  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  I  can  only  say  in 
anawer  that  in  the  Houae  of  Commons 
progresa  is  made  with  nothing.  People 
are  oeginniag  to  find  that  out,  and  it  is 
telling  very  aeriously  against  the  repu- 
tation of  the  Houae,  and  I  fear  tnat 
before  very  long  it  may  affect  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Membera  sent  here.  At 
present  we  boast  that,  in  some  shape  or 
other,  we  do  get  here  thoroughly  repre- 
sentative men^ — ^we  get  the  cream  of  the 
nation-^-all  kinds  of  representative  men.; 
merehants  and  lawyers;  employers  of 
labour  and  working  men ;  sons  of  Peers 
and.sona  of  toil;  but  how  long  will  that 
continue  to  be  the  case  if  Membera  find 
that  when  Hxe^  oome  here  they  have  to 
ait  twiddling  their  thumba  for  six  or 
seven  hours,  or  yawning  over  papera  in 
the  Heading  or  Smoking  Booma  ?  Xf 
that  ia  the  case,  the  best  men  will  not 
wiant  to  come  here  at  all,. or  if  they  do 
come  here  they  will  very  soon  wish  to 
leave.  These  Bules  contain  some  ex- 
cellent anggestions;  andXcanaasurethe 
Xieader  of  the  House  that,  while  X  shall 
criticize  them  fairly,  X  shall  give  them, 
as  a  whole,  my  hearty  support. 

Mb.  HO  WORTH  (Solford,  S,) :  Mr. 
Speaker,  X  must  apologize  for  rising  at 
all  in  this  debate-;  but,  as  X  take  aome 
iatereet  in  the  efficiency  of  the  House, 
X  may  be  allowed,  notwithstanding  my 
limited  experience,  to  make  a  few  ob- 
aervationa.  X  cannot  help  aaying  that 
on  the  first  day  of  the  Session  X  was 
very  much  surprised  that  the  most  im- 
portant Business  of  the  day  waa  post- 
poned for  two  hours,  because  the  Gleirk 
at  the  Table  had  to  go  through  the  pan- 
tomime of  balloting  for  papera.  That 
the  time  of  this  Houae  should  be  taken 
up  in  work  which  ia  ao  purely  per- 
functory, and  which  could  do  as  well 
performed  in  another  room  of  this  Houae 
by  the  clerks  themselves  with  proper 
restrictions,  seems  to  me  to  be  exceed- 
ingly ludicrous.  Xf  the  Ballot  is  to  con- 
tinue and  to  be  of  service  at  all  it  is 
quite  evident. that  some  reform  ia  ne- 
cessary.   To  me  the  present  system  of 
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ballotibgftppeAM  In  itself  fit  modi  dlumsy 
tad  moftt  OQSAtisDBMstoiry  way  of  retrisiDg 
and  arra&gffiig  the  liet  6f  MotkmB  wliieh 
ikAA  Hotiie  prop08e«rto  discuM.  So  long 
as  it  w^  the  cuatom  for  edeh  Member 
In  this  House  to  ballot  ibr  a  pla<^  for 
the  Motion  in  irhich  he  Was  hiterested,  H 
was  idso  fair  and  right  that  the  Motkms 
Aho«ld  be  distributed  orer  the  Session 
by  a  process  so  netitral  as  the  process  of 
baUoting;  but  it  was  a  long  time  eSnce 
^Biseoverod  that  it  was  easy  indeed  to  gert 
bshind  this  nm)ple  metihtod,  and  by  40 
or  60'  Members  balloting  fbr  one  Mo- 
tvoii  the  i^^stem  became  a  mere  fkrce; 
and  it  is  felt  wyir  Id  be  a  farce  Which 
tells  undnly  against  Members  who  use 
the  Ballot  fafarly,  and  simply  balM  for 
tile  particular  Motion  in  which  they 
thems^Tes  hap{)6ii  to  be  interested. 
like  ev^  other  Legislatite  Body,  this 
House  <yi^ht  to  have  seme  means  or 
powcnr- of  arranging  the  Motions  on  the 
Fatier  hi  something  like  the^  order  in 
tirhioh  they  iiit^reee  the  gt^at  proportion 
of  tho'-Hottse-,  in  other  woWLs,  that  the 
time  of  this  House"  should  nbt  be  taken 
Up  in  discumng  trivial  matters  which 
are  coly  of  interest  to  a  few  hon.  Mem^ 
bers. 

Mr.  8PBAXEK  2 1  must  call  the  hon. 
Usttnber's  attention  to  the  fact  that  he 
is  not  now  discnsrfnff  anything  tftfat  is  in 
the  Rules  proposed  to  be  laid  befbre 
the  HouBO)  and,  f^her,  that  this  is  in 
the  natursf  of  a  second  reading  debate. 
It  is  not/ thetetore,  the  occasion  fbr 
ffoing  into  detail  on  tho  subject  of  an 
Attiendment  which  I  see  stands  in  the 
hon.  Mesiber's  own  name.  It  is  hardly 
jtormissfibleott  the  general  Question  for 
the  hon.  Member  to  continue  his  present 
line  xft  ailment. 

M^  HOWOBTB :  I  must  ^k  the 
pardon  of  the  House;  it  is  entirdy 
owing  to  my  ignorattce  of  the  Forms  of 
tke  House  that  I  have  at  all  transgi^essed. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  partlcularhr  struck 
by  the  extremely  fair  way  in  whidi  t^o 
right  hon.  Qentieman  the  Member  fbr 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Qladstone)  ap- 
proached this  quee«ion.  X  thought  he 
esaggerated  some  of  the  difficulties; 
but  tnat  altogether  Ids  statement  was 
not  only  eistremely  lucid,  but  extremely 
fair  and  judieiai.  The  right  hon.  Oen- 
tieman  referred  to  the  difficulty  that 
hae  ariseB  in  the  House  in  consequence 
of  tb«  ForoM  of  the  House,  as  inter- 
prated  Iqr  yourself^  not  idlowing  a  de« 
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bate  upeft  any'  qtiestfoii  in  regard  f^ 
whidi  a  Notice  of  Motion  U'iitif^fd^ 
tiie  Paper.  Before  these  Bblek  iu-e 
passed  something  wili  faaVer.  to  be  dci!- 
vised  to  get  Oveir  this  difficult^.  It  i^mi 
to  tne  that  if  it  isthe  gcineralsen^^6f 
the  House  that  inv  particnlar  Motion 
on  the  Paper  has  been  thit  theii  for 
obstructive  pmt^oses  and  for  j^ventink 
a  rational  and  reasonabfO' discussion  (^ 
a  subject,  tJie  general  opii^on  of  the 
Hous^e.may  be  grven  eitpresafdn^to;  and 
that,  in  that  way,  a  discussloii'tipon  ths 
subj^fc  in  question  mig^t  be  aecured:  1 
cannot  agi^  wi&  'ttte  right  hon;  Oentie^ 
man  the  Member  for  South  liOedb  (Sir 
Lyon  Playfkfr)  that  a  f6rm  of  ctdturs 
which  will  wo^  autoiQatically.  &  T^ketj: 
to  succeed,  fbr  an  automate  dfitfu^ 
must  work  iramerotts  injustices  to  th^ 
minority.  We,  ou  these  Betiches^  feel 
that  %e  best  judge  as  to  whether  S 
minority  has  been  sufficiently  faeiatif  is 
the  person  who  bias  to  preside  trrer  xsn^ 
proceedings;  and  I  cannot  hdptcfetifl^ 
that  in  the  Speaker  hon.  Members  be- 
low the  Gangway  opposite  havi^  the  best 
of  friends.  The  Speaker  i^  ^e  mtai 
who  has  to  decide  wbidther  a  ifainoiitjr,^ 
such  as  that  whi6h  the  Iriib'  MembM 
form,  have  had  sufficieiit  timie  and  ^-| 
p<Mrtunity  of  stating  their  case  ttdly  and', 
fairly ;  and  if  you  have,  any  system  of 
cloture  which  works  by  mei^  nunib^s 
or  automatically  andtnechanictdly,  with-^ 
outi  the  interference  of  the  Speaker,  it^ 
must  invariably  tend  to  the^disadVanttige 
of  any  small,  Or  even  lairge;  minority  li^ 
the  House.  It  is  fbr  this  relason,  itoong 
ol^rs,  that  1  feel  ihe  positSoii  taken  u^ 
by  the  Qoremment  is  qultb  unattsailable. 
Whatever  system  you  adopt,  you  must;! 
undoubtedly,  have  difficulties.  Th$ 
right  hon.  Gtontleman  the  Member  Ibir 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  B.  Gladstone) 
was  quite  right  whenhoemphaiBi^^^ 
fact  tnat  it  is  a  danger  against  whtdi  we 
must  always  guard  that  rae  Ohair  shotitt 
even  be  suspected  of  being  fiiemlly  to 
one  section  or  Party  in  the  House.  The; 
danger  arises  a  great  deal  more  under; 
the  Bule  of  016ture  now  imposed  ihctn  it 
can  possibly  arise  under  the  new'Bufe' 
of  Cloture,  which  takes  away  i^om  flie'l 
Speaker  the  initiative,  ^nd  plac^  it 
with  Mombers   of  t3be   House.     Bi« 

S resent  proposal  certainly  relieves  the ' 
|>eaker  of  a  burden  of  a  verv  serioos 
kmd  indeed.    It  has  been  as&ed  hoW 
the  opinion  of  the  Speaker^  is  tor  be  ol^* 
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i|im^   P?h?  flpittjop  of  the  Spef^kev.ii 

feined  hf  mj  pnyaie   MemW  wlw 

S|al^|e«r  No  CHP6  who  ht^  wy  xegw4 
tor  iivf^BfU ,or  for*lu8.pa6itiQft  would 

Stilus  ic>  consult  ,tl^e  Speaker  unlem 
pqi^ibu  Va9.  0q  0\^v£ely  plain  that 
fhe*  Sni59iker '  would  aavie .  yeij  little 
fifl^f^  m  dwdiogr  Tbo  right  bon,, 
0entlemaii  the  HemW.  for  U^  Lo- 
fbim  enl/BLTgedupp^  the  question  ol  tb^ 
^eToIatioii  pf  th^  Buainesa  of  the  Hovae; 
^dot/ie  quite  eyideut  that  we  must 
preBenQy  jiurent  ^oma  jn6x^  elastic 
^jnten,  of  deyolutioik  by  whigii  the  eoii« 
gestejl  o^i^djltioB  of  me.  Business  of  this 
9ou3e  ^maj  be,  in  som^  meas^pre,  pe- 
fiered.  ^e..dii&cu^^ea  hithei:to  baye 
Vwj^  not  about  the  ^thepry,  ^ut  alK>ut 
ftii  fitting  '  the  theoxy  inio  pnujtice. 
ThejBrench  JUit^uJ^steBa  wortoi  ¥eiy 
iiJiBijabJy.;^»ai^d  if  it  /w0re  net.,for  the 
cpai|b)(jal,!int^^  Bill 

^U9u^{M.witb«the.f3Ql:|r•eo^  the  general 
fp>k  ofi^eJSouae^  X  cajwot  help  thinJp- 
%,th3liir^  should  do  well  in^^axryi^gr 
mdjjr€ff5[;lar^y  tha,  ^e^em  which  the 
]&6^^li  Xepiaiatuie.  baa  found  .so  con* 
liji^t;/  iJbave  detainedihaBouae  toa 
Icuy^ [Already ^ audi ihank^them  for  th^ 
P|9it)e^  with ,  whiah ,  thegr  haye.liateued 
ti;'xaet', '•.-  «         >'  • 

.J^p^^j.fJOfiitaX  .(Newcaatleruj^derw 
L^aBfi);  ]kCr^  .Sfieakar,  I  ram  afraid  I 
luist  jifHtlogize^  aa, a,  ^ew  Kembeiv  {or 
^fSiiU9W^,  0^^.^^^^  .of  the* 

Hai^iQu  ou  an  ocQasion  .like  the  prei^enl. 
^  que^on  if  'Prqeedu^e  is  one  q{ 
ffiwf,  ifvportaoi^^  a;9d  one  whioh  ought 
td.h^-i^ouaiderjed  with.giieat-oamB  and 
sttaption;.aiMl  fqr'  this  reason  I  yentura' 
tQiaffiBr'  |k  few ;  remarks-:  I  think  the 
dj^ce^eught  tptbe^impoaed  by.  a  bare 
a^fOHlff  i^f  thii  Hpiise.  - 1  nay^t  upder».' 
ttcmwhiut  flection  thac^ 
aj^fii^,  .It  ia said.tha|t  it  can  tranaple 
^^ajninority*.  Ko  doubt,  sometinies 
]QQuml^  have  rights.:  but  ihey.haye 
^^  all  caaes,!  •a^  thi^  is  one  of  the, 
pnondacinatanoes^  in  which  a  jninority* 
m»  nq  jru^  at  aU.  AVhile  we  baye  a 
qrttmprPiurty.(ftoyernmaDt»  and  while 
wahold  tfaa  Qoyamment  siresponsiblie  to 
^  pbuntry;  for  the  Bu^ineaa  of.  this 
H«^  we  oiag^t  to.  eatruat  them  with 
tbe  fullest  powers  .poodle.  ,  There 
ovgbt  nottq  be  any  want  of  oQii$dance 
^  ear  p^,.  and  no  Miniatcrr  dara 
dmia  his  power  foe  a  single  instant 


{Vms^A^t'i^  n%1} 


The  right  boa.  Oentlemaa  the  Mewbef 
for  JDerl^  (Sir  WiUiam  Harcourit)  laai 
night  me^itioned  the  fact  oi  UiQ$X0K 
betla  being  .the  object  of,  the  appUoation 
of  tbeidotnire  ia  France ;  l)«t  tne  x^ht 
hoD.QentWma^  did  nott  bring  forward 
auy  eyi4enee  at  all.  that  anyone  iu 
Fraaice^  or  that  the  French,  people  in 

Seneral,  suffered  by  tbe.auppres^MjOf 
^e  apeaohof  "ML  6ambetta^    Now,  with 
re^fard  to  the  queation  oi  6rai»d  Ckm^ 
nuttees,  it  baa  been  admitted  on  botik 
eideaof  the  Bouse  that  i^ere.  mualbtf 
de^lution,of  the  Baaineas  m  aoaie  way 
or.other.^    Some  years  a^  Ctrand  Oaoii-r 
piittaas.on  Trade*  and  Iiaw  wareibmied^ 
aod,  at.  the.  idme^  they  answered,  their 
purpoaea.yevjT  wall ;  but.  I  aubskiititbaid 
auoh   Cpmnutteea   will    not  .aoit-  the 
aiteradneceasil;ie^  of  the  present' time.: 
Wa  rfindly  .nught  to  hay^  feoT' Coaa-' 
n)itte«p^ono  to  deal  with  ib9  affaim  of 
Wales>  and  anpther  with'  the  affiairfr  of 
Sootland,  ametharwith  the  afiaiaaof  Iffe-« 
land,. and  tha  fourth  with  the  affairs  i>t 
India.      tTntil  same  such  systiem  as  I 
suggaet.  ia  adap^  ^^  ^^^i  ^^  ^^^ 
the  local  affairs  ^f  these  eountvSest  will 
never  rac^iye  the  aonounA  afiatt^tion 
and  consideration  they  require.  The  ridbi 
boUf  Baropiat  tha  Men:tbcir  fot  tbe  Uai- 
yarsiW  of  Oxford  (Sir  John  MowbtayX 
cpnaidava  that  more  than  two  Gvand 
Coo^mitteea  would  be  unwork:able;i  butr 
be  conQned  .his  remarks  -to  Grand  Comr 
nutteeeof  1^  liembars.    Why  ahould 
we  baye. Buah'. large  Oonumtteea;  why 
not  iMtye  Commiilteea  of.  lOO  or  aay  50. 
Mambars'?     I  was  glad  to  hear  iron, 
iha  Qhanoellor  oi.  the  £x^eqiiev  (Mr.' 
Goaobe^)  y^terday^ia^thaGoyerament 
intended  iogiye  up  the  i  present  vystent- 
of  Priyate  Bill  lenslation>    There  as  no' 
doubt  at  all  that  Priyate  Bill  legislation 
haa  been  one  of  tha  acacadaU  of  tha  pre^  t 
sent  ayatem  for  *  long  time  peat.    Only 
tha  Qm&f  day  a  diecuasioQ  was  saiaed  in . 
tlae  House  upon  a  Bill  relating  to^tha 
maintenanceTOf  jx>ada  in  Orkney,    I  was 
requited  to  yota  on  that  Bill  and  did 
yote ;  but  I  must  contes  that  I  baye  not . 
tha  &2ntest  idea  what  the  efilBot  of  my  ^ 
yote  will  be.    Xhei»  are  some  maMers ' 
which  oaunot  be  mansged  locally;  but  a 
great  majority  oi  mattem-^hosa  arala^ 
ting  to  gas,  water,  and  drainage,  and 
other  similar  matters-«-can  and  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  locally.    Tha  case  af 
short    railways^  .  for.  iaataaae^    ought 
to  be   dealt  with  in  tha  eoua^  in 
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wbicli  tbe  railway  is  to  be  constructed. 
Of  course,  in  the  case  of  long  railways 
passing  through  a  groat  many  counties 
the  question  involved  is  one  of  national 
interest,  and  must  be  dealt  with  in  the 
National  Chamber.  Now,  it  is  suggested 
in  these  Eules  that  the  House  should 
adjourn  for  an  hour  and  a-half  for  dinner. 
I  am  strongly  opposed  to  such  a  proposi- 
tion. There  is  an  idea  in  some  parts  of 
the  country  that  we  are  too  much  of  a 
club  or  a  fashionable  debating  society, 
and  that  impression  should  be  removed. 
If  we  were  to  sit  here  steadily  on  and 
take  dinner  as  w^  were  able,  we  should 
give  a  pledge  to  the  country  that  we  did 
not  regard  the  House  of  Commons 
merely  as  a  fashionable  club,  but  that 
we  came  here  to  look  after  the  affairs  of 
the  nation.  I  am  sorry  that  it  is  not 
proposed  to  place  some  limitation  upon 
the  length  of  the  speeches  of  Members. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  most  of  the  time 
that  is  wasted  in  this  House  is  wasted 
by  Members  speaking  at  inordinate 
length ;  I  think  20  minutes  is  sufficient 
time  for  one  Member  to  occupy  by  a 
speech,  and  I  would  go  so  far  as  to 
make  this  a  test  question  with  candi- 
dates at  Parliamentary  Elections.  I 
bolieve  that  if  this  House  earnestly  and 
determinedly  sets  to  work  to  reform  the 
Procedure  of  the  House  it  will  recover  for 
itself  that  esteem  in  the  country  which 
at  the  present  time  it  has  lost  altogether. 
The  proceedings  in  this  House  have  be- 
come more  or  less  a  scandal ;  and  when  I 
referred  to  minorities  just  now,  I  know 
that  one  section  of  the  House  considers 
itself  affected  very  seriously  by  these 
Bules.  But  has  that  part  of  the  House 
any  claim  in  particular  on  our  sympa^ 
thies  ?  If  they  cannot  get  their  wish  on 
any  particular  question,  how  do  they 
meet  us?  Why,  by  the  suggestion  of 
the  sweet  and  persuasive  influence  of 
dynamite. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  not  entitled  to  speak  in  that  way  of 
any  section  of  the  House. 

Mr.  COGHILL:  I  beg  to  withdraw 
the  observation  if  it  is  not  in  Order.  In 
conclusion,  I  cannot  help  saying  that  if 
these  Rules  are  passed  and  enforced 
with  determination  we  shall  discharge 
the  Business  of  the  House  in  a  way 
which  will  be  much  more  satisfactory  to 
all  Members  of  the  House,  and  to  the 
electors  who  have  sent  us  here  to  watch 
and  protect  their  interests. 

Mr   Coghill 


Sir  ALBERT  BOLLIT  (Islington, 
S.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  %ortj  duit  in 
dealing  wi^  the  question  of  dosnre 
many  of  us  must  be  open  to  the  charge 
of  having  materially  changed  our  opi- 
nions during  the  last  few  years.  Of  late 
we  have  had  considerable  ezperienod, 
and  we  feel  that,  though  we  regret  the 
necessity  for  this  change,  there  is  no 
altemanve,  in  addition  to  whioh,  if  theve 
be  one  mandate  whioh  has  beMi  given 
to  us  by  our  constituents,  it  is  that  we 
should  substitute  in  this  Bouse,  if 
possible,  work  for  words^  aud  that  we 
should  again  reetore  to  it  the  dignity  it 
once  possessed ;  that  in,  effect,  we  should 
no  longer  say-^ 

"  Oars  is  the  praise  of  sfaindlng  still, 
And  doing  nothing  inth  a  deal  oi  ildlL" 

I  hope,  Sir,  th^t  this  question  of  Fko- 
cedure  will  be  solved  in  a  pemuuMUt 
and  practical  way ;  the  question  is  one 
which  primarily  beloDgs  to  the  G^em- 
ment.  The  Government  Ib  reepoi»iUe 
primarily  for  the  conduct  of  the  Busi- 
ness of  this  House ;  and  though  some  of 
us  may  differ  on  certain  points  from  the 
proposals  which  have  been  made  to  the 
House,  we  should  not  feel  justified  in 
risking  some  solution  of  the  dificttlties 
in  whwh  the  House  is  plaoed  by  titer- 
posing  strongly  private  notions  as  op- 
posed to  those  wmoh  have  been  formu- 
lated by  the  Government.  It  is  for 
this  reason  I  accept  without  rebike 
the  principle  of  the  doture  by  a  bare 
majority,  as  proposed  bj  ths  Govsni- 
ment.  We  have,  at  any  rate^  the  salis- 
faction  of  knowing  that  even  now  the 
application  of  the  tsl6ture  will  be  oon- 
trolled  and  modified  by  the  action  of  the 
Speaker,  so  that  it  will  not  be«  meie 
simple  cl6ture ;  but  there  will  be,  atleast, 
one  check  which  we  believe  will  be 
plaoed  in  hands  which  will  deal  with  it 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  House*  I 
think  wo  understand  that  while  the  Go- 
vernment are  anxious  to  carry  in  prin- 
ciple the  proposals  whioh  they  make 
private  Members  on  bo^  sides  of  the 
House  should  contribute  suggestively  as 
much  as  possible  to  the  solution  of  the 
question  at  present  before  the  House. 
I  hope  that  opinions  will  be  freeW  ez- 

fressed  from  both  sides  of  the  mvd. 
heard  with  great  satisfaction  the  ex- 
pression of  opinion  by  the  noUe  Mar- 
quess the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington),  that  it  is  more 
important  to  solve  this  question  Ui  the 
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satisf action  of  the  general  body  of  Mem- 
bers than  to  solve  it  upon  any  particular 
Dbn  wliftteyer ;  and  if  the  result  of  this 
debate  should  be  to  pass  Resolutions 
wbieh  meet  with  general  acceptance  I 
think  the  Government — as  1  think  they 
will  be— will  be  wise  and  practical 
enough  to  accept  the  situation.  If  that 
result  be  achieved,  we  may  make  a  new 
departure  without  applying  the  cloture, 
in  which  all  parties  will  endeavour  to 
put  aud0  thoee  principles  of  resistance 
«nd  delay  which  unfortunately  have 
nuurked  ^^  character  of  the  House 
lately,  and  endeavour  to  do  legislative 
work  which  shall  be  permanently  bene- 
ficial to  the  nation.  Acting,  then,  on 
this  principle,  may  I  venture  to  criticize 
one  or  two  words  in  the  first  Besolution 
propcMod  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea^ 
Bory?  I  take  some  exception  to  the 
words,  '^  the  consent  of  the  Chair  hav* 
ing  been  previously  obtained."  I  should 
like  to  know,  with  others,  how  the  con- 
sent of  the  Chair  is  to  be  obtained ;  if  it 
is  to  be  obtfdned  by  private  approaches 
to  tho  Chair,  it  is  open  to  ver^  consider- 
able objection.  For  instance,  it  will  be  in 
the  power  of  any  hon.  Member  to  make 
a  private  approach  instead  of  approach- 
ing the  Chair  from  his  seat  in  the  House. 
That  would  be  to  give  to  the  Speaker  a 
position  which  ought  never  to  be  occu- 
pied by  him*  It  would  place  him  in  an 
alliance  with  a  private  Member,  a  par- 
tizanship  to  which  the  Chair  ought  not 
tobeUaole.  I  suggest  that  instead  of 
the  words,  "  the  consent  of  the  Speaker 
having  been  previousl^f  obtained,"  we 
shoula  adopt  the  ordinary  formula — 
namely,  ^'with  the  consent  of  the 
Speaker^"  I  Ihink  that  the  previous 
consent  of  the  Speaker  need  not  be  re- 
^irded  as  essential,  and  that  the  Speaker 
shonld  have  distinctly  isolated  and  de- 
fined functions  in  this  matter.  At  pre- 
sent the  Speaker's  position  is  clearly 
defined;  he  is  to  initiate  the  cloture 
without  previous  conference  on  certain 
conditions,  and  in  the  future  there  shoidd 
be  a  position  of  individualily  accorded 
to  the  Speaker,  and  there  should  be 
nothing  in  the  shape  of  a  conference  or 
partisanship  with  individual  Members 
of  the  House.  It  may  be  said  that  that 
would  give  rise  to  frequent  Motions  for 
AdjoonunentSy  and  to  obstruction ;  but 
I  think  if  the  consent  is  to  be  given  in 
the  Hpnse  an  effectual  check  would  be 
provided.  At  any  rate,  whatever  is  done 


in  this  matter,  there  ought  to  be  steps 
taken  which  will  render  the  position  of 
the  Speaker  absolutely  unimpeachable 
from  a  Party  point  of  view.  The  effect 
of  my  proposition  is  that  the  Speaker 
should  have  the  veto  upon  the  cloture. 
Perhaps  it  would  be  desired  that  some 
such  words  as  these,  "  the  Speaker  not 
objecting,"  should  be  substituted  for 
the  words  at  present  In  the  Pule.  In 
that  case,  the  position  of  the  Speaker 
would  be  clearly  defined.  The  Speaker 
would  exercise  a  restraint  upon  the 
whole  proceedings  of  the  House,  and 
that  restraint  would  clearly  amount  to 
what  we  all  desire,  a  protection  of  mino- 
rities. Assuming  the  principle  of  veto 
to  be  substituted  for  that  of  consent,  we 
should  have  an  ample  guarantee  of  the 
fair  conduct  of  the  proceedings  of  this 
House.  But  I  would  also  say,  if  I  may 
add  one  more  friendly  criticism  of  the 
proposed  Rules,  that  the  House  should 
have  an  additional  guarantee,  and 
that  that  should  consist  of  the  cloture 
being  proposed,  when  it  is  proposed, 
by  one  of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 
I  think,  then,  that  this  proposal  should 
come  from  one  of  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown;  and  an  additional  reason  for 
taking  that  course  is  that  Ministers  of 
the  Crown  know  the  position  and  course 
of  Public  Business  and  the  demands 
upon  the  time  of  the  House  far  better 
than  they  can  be  known  by  any  private 
Member.  If  you  have  these  principles 
in  operation,  it  seems  to  me  that  you 
have  a  perfect  check  upon  the  applica- 
tion of  the  cloture.  I  venture  to  say 
that  our  acceptance  of  the  closure  pure 
and  simple,  as  proposed  by  the  Treasury 
Bench,  would  be  much  more  ready  if  we 
had  a  veto  instead  of  tho  preliminary 
arrangement,  and  if  a  proposal  were 
made  by  a  responsible  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  who  would  have  before  him  the 
fear  of  public  opinion  if  the  closure  were 
improperly  exercised.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  has  stated  that  he 
is  in  favour  of  the  cloture  pure  and 
simple,  and  I  have  heard  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Rossendale 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  say,  also, 
that  he  had  no  fear  of  the  consequences 
of  the  closure  '^  but  I  venture  to  say  that 
if  we  look  back  to  the  debates  of  1882, 
and  take  into  account  the  state  of  public 
opinion  now,  we  shall  see  that  the  public 
opinion  is  not  ripe  yet  for  the  absolute 
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ftpplioation  of  tlie  olosuire.  U,  then,  the 
light  hoii.  Ghentleman  the  Member  for 
D^fbr  ftnd  the  noble  Marqttess  the 
Mermber  fot  Eossendale  are  prepared 
t^  aocept  the  olosure  in  ttie  way  I  have 
r^erred  to,  it  is  desirable  tiiat  we  should 
doal  with  this  question  on  a  non-Far^ 
footing,  and  that  we  ^honld  remember 
that  it  is  a  re-modelling  not  only  of  tbe 
Bales  of  Debate,  but  of  the  Eules  of 
the  House:  That  being  so,  I  think  the 
veto  is  the  nearest  approach  to  the  ideas 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and,  there* 
fore,  that  its  adrantages  are  open  to 
some  consideration.  I  would  add  that 
in  addition  to  the  experience  of  France, 
where  absolute  olosrure  has  worked 
serious  mischiefs,  we  have  the  fact  that 
nearly  every  other  country  which  has 
the  closure  had  adopted  a  system  of 
clicks,  and  the  result  of  the  Beports 
that  have  reached  our  hands  in  the 
form  of  Pariktmentary  Papeirs  is  that 
UBder  those  checks  the  system  has  been 
found  to  work  well.  In  some  countries 
the  check  is  that  several  Members  must 
demand  the  dosnre  before  it  can  be 
applied.  In  Germany,  one  Member 
from  each  side  is  allowed  to  speak  oya 
the  question  ^  in  Italy,  one  Member  is 
allowed  to  speak  against  closure,  and 
there  is,  indeed,  need  for  Ae  dosnre  in 
that  country,  for  I  seo  that  in  some  cased 
Members  have  spoken  for  three  coit- 
seeutiye  evenings ;  in  Spain/  also,  Mem- 
bers have  sometimes  spoken  througHbout 
the  whole  Sitting ;  and  I  think  w^  nave 
only  matched  that  once  in  the  oatse  of 
an  hon.  Member  who  spoke  during  the 
whole  of  a  Wednesday  Sitting,  with  the 
exception  of  one  hour.  In  France  the 
same  practice  prevails ;  in  the  Delega- 
tions of  Austria-Hungary  one  speech  is 
allowed  on  each  ade ;  in  Portugal  two 

Soakers  are  allowed  to  address  the 
ouse  before  the  appliea1»oti  of  the 
cloture,  and  in  Switzerland  a  two-thirds 
majority  is  requiiiad  before  it  can  be  ap- 
plied. These  are  the  checks  which  are 
applied  in  other  countries,  and  I  submit 
that^Hhough  we  accept  the  principle  of 
the  closure,  we  ought  to  surround  it 
with  proper  restrictions;  and  I  hope, 
alsOf  that  by  a  regulation  which  shall 
be  adopted  bv  the  Government  only  a 
Minister  of  the  Grown  shall  have  the 
responsible  duty  of  applying  it.  One 
word  with  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
Standing  Committees.  I  must  say  that 
my  donviction  is  that  devolution  in  some 

Sir  Albert  RoUit 


form  or  other  is  the  remedy  f^''%  Ct^^. 
deal  of  the  congestion  wliich  exiro  in' 
this  House;  and  I  think  that  the  dash, 
ahd   the    conflict   is    upon    lobal,,  ai 
distinguiiahed  froin.  national,'/ matters.' 
But  while  I  accent  the  principle  of 'did<* 
volution  itx  the  rorm  suggested  "^in  the ; 
Report  of  the  Committee  over  wHch  tke? 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  IKos* 
sendale.  presidedt  and  which  has  aldo 
been  suggested  in  this  .House,  !f  am 
bound  to  say  that  my  ophiion  carnes  me ' 
further,  anaurge^'me  to  the  conclusion  . 
that  sqme  concession  should  be  made  to 
the  piinciple  of  localization  by  having 
Grand    Committees    to  deal  with  the 
affairs  of  various  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.    I  think  if  that  were  carried, 
out  we  should,  in  the  first  places  gain  a  ^ 
ifiaterial  relief  of  tlieboiigestidn  of  Bad- \! 
ness  in  the  House,  and  I  will. put  it  on ;| 
higher  ground  add  say  that  Uekhberso^ 
this  side  have  shown  a\desird  t6*  deal 
with  Ireland  oh  what  I  may  call  a  r^ien'*/ 
4ial  basis,  arid  to^  give  ever^  dbnco&ion  ^ 
which  this  ^onse  can  gitre  to  the  a^pira- ;  ^ 
tions  of  the  people  cdnsistently^  wit& 
yhsX  we  fed!  to  be  our  duty,    t  say  that  ; 
if  Grand  Committees  ar6  appoiiiied  I  am  . 
not  qufte  sure  that  in  time  weBhallnot 
only  reBeve  this  Houae  of  the  great'  in-  , 
cubud  of  an  unwioldy  niasfei  of  Budnes^  ', 
or  that  we  tnay  not  ai^roaoh  a  Miiu^ 
viv^ndt  with  the  people  of  tho  Sister 
Country.  '  Although  wie'dMfer  now,  I. 
think  we  may  in  time  come  tb'tlm  con- 
clusion that  in  spite  of  the  interruption  , 
of  all  Business   and  the  clashing  of 
opinion  it  is  best -to  accfept  in  some  mea-  , 
sure  what  ttis  Souse  would'  concede,  *. 
and  thus  restoro^  tha^  happier  feeling  . 
which  we  all  de^re  should  exist  between  : 
the  two  countries.  '  If  the  plan  I  have  ^ 
sugge^d  is  adopted,  I  venttire  to  t)iiDk  ,, 
that  the  resiilt  v^Q  be  greater  des^tch  , 
of  Public,  Bttsineas,* greater  dtigniQr  of  ^ 
our  proceedings,  and  greater  hapmUesa*. 
and  prosperity  for  the  people  or  thlfli  [ 
country.  . 

Ma.  HANDEL  C0S8HAM  (RiBtol. 
E.>:  8ir,  I  believe  that  on  ihe  right  , 
solution  of  this  Jquesfion  the  future  of  ^ 
this  House  and  the  country  will  dep^^i  ,, 
but  I  am  also  labouring  under  the  fee^  , 
ing  that  I  cannot  suppress  the  opinioii 
that  the  Kulee  before  ns  wiH  utterly  fa3 
in  attaining  the  object  in  view.    I  havs  , 
beard  some  opinions  expressed  in  ih^ 
course  of  this  debate  wim  regard  to  &e 
efficiency  of  the  House  for  ^e  trans- 
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aotton  of  Pablic  ^QBiQeas.    Well,  Sir, 
one  of  tbe  ohief  matters  conneeied  with 
the  legialation  of  this  oonntry  is  that 
the  House  is  accustomed  to  spend  a 
great  deal  of  its  time  and  energy  on  the 
passiag  of  certain   Bills   throiu^h  the 
noose,  which  Bills,  having  passed  a  cer- 
t^astage^  are  at  the  end  of  the  Session 
dropped,  and  ha?e  to  he  taken  up  in  the 
next  Session  as  new  measures  which 
have  not  been  heard  of  before.    Now  it 
se^ms  to  me  that  if  we  are  to  bring 
about  efficiency  in  the  matter  of  legisla- 
tioa,  this,  is  one  of  the  questions  with 
vUoh  we  must  deal.    !then,  Sir,  I  be- 
Here  that  this  House  is  unable  to  deal 
with  the  detaila  of  all  the  local  questions 
wUobcome  before  it  consistently  with 
efficiency.    .We  had,  for  iastanpe,  the 
o^er  Bight  a  question  before  us  relating 
to.  the  crpf ters.    Now  it  struck  me  i2 
tiie  timo  tha^  for  670  Qentlamexi  to  be 
called  oa  tp  deal  with  a  question  of  which 
veij  lew,  eould  hare  any  notion  what- 
ever waa.a  Torj,  great  >raate  of  time. 
It  lias  beea  proposed  that  we  should 
luure   Committees   of  the    House   to 
deid  with  the  ^Oaira  of  the  sections  of 
thfiooontry  i  and  m  that  I  naay  say  that 
it  is  i^  opiuiou  tnat  if  we  had  not  to 
deal  with  th.e.  local  affairs  of  England, 
Wftlee,  pxA  Sootla^d  we  should  reUeve 
this  J^ou^e  greatly  ot.  the  waste  of  time 
which  IS  ^largely  due  to  want  of  local 
bewte4ge.,    Icaikgot  hui;  feel  that  the 
speech  <;J<the  lioader  of  the  House  last 
lughtdiduot  g^ve ^^  the  idea  thaiUie 
GoTermnent  were  ve^  earnest  in  the 
matter  of  parrying  through  theise  Bules. 
I  gathered  that  the  right  ooq,  Qentleman, 
thought  that  we  aranot  ^oing  to  acoom- 
pliA  im^oh  in  the .  direction  of  relieving 
theStouse ;  and  therefore  I  am  driven  to 
the  oonclu^on  that  the   discussion  of 
theeeUules.  win  form  one  of  the  most 
decbroctive  agencies  in  the  war^  of  de- 
haUu  therefore  I  hope  we  shall  be  able 
^  ^ye  before  us  Bules  more  calculated 
to  facilitate  the  transaction  of  Business 
^laa  those  which  weare  now  diseussing, 
I  have  ^list^ned  to  some  of  the  remarka 
B^  ^  the    course    of  the   debate 
^th  a  certain  degree  of  pain.    This 
Hcmae.  of.  CpaMnona,  one  of  the  most 
l^reeentative  ^e  have  ever  had,  has 
^^  spoken  of  aa  having  degenerated. 
^  we,  must   remember   that   it   is 
nwe  in  fact  with  the  people  than  before, 
^  we  most  expect  that  the  grievanqes 
of  the  people  will  be  brought  before  this 


House  to  a  greater  extent  than  h«« 
hitherto  been  the  case.  For  that  reason 
I  wish  hon.  Members  to  understand  that 
even  if  they  wish  to  have  that  dead  op* 
position  which  has  obtained  in  the  past 
they  will  not  get  it,  because  the  Mem* 
bers  of  the  present  House  are  here  to 
bring  forward  the  great  evils  and  wrongs 
that  exist  iu  the  country,  and  it  must  be 
expected  that  those  matters  will  be  very 
freely  discussed,  nor  must  we  attempt  to 
restrict  discussion  by  imposing  Bules 
which  will  work  neither  wisely  nor  well* 
I  think.  Sir,  it  is  to  be  regretted  that 
hon.  Oentlemen  should  place  upon  you 
the  responsibility  of  stopping  debate* 
For  mv  part,  I  rather  prefer  that  the  re- 
sponsibility should  lie  with  the  Qovem« 
ment,  and  that  we  should  have  a  guarau* 
tee  that  tl^ey  would  not  exercise  that  re* 
sponsibility  without  there  are  Yf^  starong 
grounds  for  doing  so.  I  think  that 
would  be  a  better  plan  than  that  the 
Chaii;  should  be  oalled  upon  to  intervene^ 
I  yerr  much  sympathise  in  the  princppla 
laid  down  by  the  right  hon.  OentlemaQ 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Qlad* 
stone^  that  the  Chair  should  be  ap- 
proacnable  by  all  sections  of  the  House* 
and  that  on  no  occasion  should  tiie  Chair 
be  called  upon  to  take  any  steps  that 
would  bz^Qg  it  into  collision  with  any 
portion  of  the  House.  Therefore,  I 
think  it  right  that  the  Chair  should  not 
be  called  upon  in  connection  with  the 
closure,  but  that  the  initiative  should 
rest  with  the  Government  of  the  day. 

M^  F.  S.  POWELL  CWigan) :  Sir,  it 
is  now  80  vearsstnce  I  was  introduced  to 
your  Ftedecessor,  and  therefore  I  hope 
I  shall  not  be  regarded,  as  improperly 
trespassing  oa  the  time  of  the  House  by 
the  few  observations  I  have  to  make. 
The  hon.  Momber  for  Bristol  (Mr*  Han* 
del  Cossham)  has  spoken  of  the  impo;rt- 
ance  of  relegating  local  questions  to 
local  Committees.  On  this  point  I 
make  this  observaticA^that  the  House 
wiU  go  astray  and  make  a  mistake  if  we 
do  not  bear  in  mind  that  overy  local 
question  does  really  embody  a  large 
question ;  unless  we  bear  that  in  mind, 
we  shall  have  a  chaotic  condition,  of 
things  that  will  lead  to  great  difficulty 
and  detriment  by  making  the  conduct  of 
affairs  almost  impossible.  It  occurs  to 
me,  iu  the  first  pUoe,  that  it  is  not  neoes-' 
sary  that  we  should  not  have  precisely 
the  same  Bule  of  Debate  for  eveiy  ques* 
tion  or  for  every  stage  of  each  question,     a^ 
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As  our  Rules  exist  now,  we  liave  pre- 
cisely the  same  form  of  procedure  on 
Bills  introduced  by  private  Members  as 
tliat  which  regulated  the  proposal  made 
by  the  Government  with  reference  to  so 
large  a  question  as  the  G-overnment  on 
Ireland.  How  far  it  will  be  possible 
for  us  to  frame  Rules  of  Debate  of  such 
a  character  that  there  may  be  a  differ- 
ence between  one  measure  and  another 
I  do  not  presume  to  say  ;  but  I  do  lay 
down  the  principle  tha4;  it  is  not  neces- 
sary that  we  should  have  precisely  the 
same  Rules  for  a  Second  Reading  discus- 
sion as  we  have  for  considering  the  de- 
tails of  a  Bill  in  Committee.  With  re- 
gard to  the  closure,  it  seems  to  me  that 
if  this  is  applied  we  ought  to  be  sure 
&at  there  are  a  large  number  of  Mem- 
bers in  favour  of  exercising  the  Rul«. 
The  quorum  of  this  House  may  be  con- 
venient for  the  conduct  of  Business,  but 
I  think  it  must  be  conceded  that  large 
measures  are  sometimes  settled  by  a 
House  whose  Members  are  not  numeri* 
cally  proportioned  to  the  importance  of 
the  subject.  There  is  a  Rule  laid  down 
by  the  House  of  Congress  of  America 
which  is  so  germane  to  this  point  of  dis- 
cussion that  I  will  venture  to  read  the 
words,  which  are  to  the  effect  that  a  ma- 
jority of  each  House  shall  constitute  a 
quorum,  but  a  smaller  number  for  the 
purpose  of  doing  Business ;  but  for  the 
closing  of  debate  the  attendance  of  ab- 
sent Members  may  be  compelled  in  such 
a  manner  and  under  such  penalties  as 
the  House  may  provide.  I  do  not  invite 
the  House  to  adopt  the  Rule  of  the 
American  House  of  Congress  or  of  the 
Senate ;  but  I  think  when  we  are  dealing 
with  the  question  of  closure  of  debate  we 
are  entitled  to  call  to  our  aid  the  example 
of  those  Assemblies  which  requires  a 
sufficient  number  of  Members  to  be  pre- 
sent, in  order  that  ample  authority  may 
be  given  to  the  closing  of  discussion. 
I  think  it  must  be  conceded  that  200 
Members  is  a  sufficient  number  for  the 
object  in  view;  but  I  am  not  equally 
confident  that  the  proposal  that  the 
closure  shall  be  applied,  if  opposed  by 
less  than  40  or  supported  by  100  Mem- 
bers, does  afford  sufficient  protection. 
Then,  Sir,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  Rule 
which  would  make  it  necessary  that 
your  consent  should  be  previously  ob- 
tained is  not  sufficient  or  complete.  I 
think  there  should  be  some  Notice  that 
a  request  has  been  made  to  you,  and 
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that  you  acquiesce  in  the  closure  being 
applied,  because,  if  that  is  not  done, 
we  may  hereafter  be  liable  to  great  sur- 
prises, and  through  them  injury  may  be 
done  to  the  Public  Service.  Then,  Sir, 
with  regard  to  the  person  who  is  to 
approach  the  Chair,  there  is  a  rumour 
that  the  Chair  shall  only  be  approached 
by  some  Member  holding  a  responsible 
position.  If  that  is  to  be  the  law  of 
Parliament,  I  venture  to  say  that  it 
should  not  be  an  unwxittem,  but  a 
written  law — that  there  should  be  some 
definition  of  the  oharaotei  of  the  Mem- 
ber who  is  to  approach  the  Chair.  With 
regard  to  the  subject  of  devolution,  I 
think  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  devo- 
lution, in  some  form  or  other,  has  be- 
oome  neoessary  in  this  House,  and  I 
believe  that  in  all  Foreign  Assemblies 
this  practice  has,  in  some  form  or  other, 
been  adopted.  There  will,  no  doubt, 
be  some  diffictilty  in  making  a  seleetieii 
of  Members  to  deal  with  matters  of 
large  detail ;  Members  taking  a  stmag 
interest  in  the  subject  would  not  oara  to 
be  excluded ;  but  that,  I  think,  is  a  risk 
which  we  must  be  content  to  run  to  se- 
cure the  object  in  view.  There  was 
power  given  in  the  Resolution  of  1S82 
to  add  certain  Members  to  Committees, 
so  that  Members  entitled  to  speak  on  a 
subject  might  have  the  opportunity  of 
stating  their  views  on  matters  of  import- 
ance. Well,  Sir,  I  think  that,  unless 
some  plan  of  that  kind  is  adopted,  the 
system  of  devolution  will  not  act  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  House.  We  may  be 
assured  that,  in  the  present  position  of 
public  life  and  existing  relations  between 
a  Member  and  his  constituents,  that  a 
Member  who  has  not  been  able  to  make 
a  proposal  to  a  Standing  Committee 
will  be  heard  at  some  subsequent  stage, 
and  therefore  no  time  will  be  saved  by 
his  exclusion  from  the  discussion  in 
Committee.  With  regard  to  the  closing 
of  debate  at  a  certain,  time,  I  think  it 
will  be  necessary  that  some  departure 
should  be  possible  from  this  Rule,  be- 
cause it  would  be  extremely  unsatisfac- 
tory that  a  speech  by  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  should  be  cut  short  by  the  clock 
at  a  particular  minute.  I  am  inclined 
to  think  that  time  will  not  be  saved  by 
this  plan  undor  all  circumstances,  for  in 
certain  oases  the  debate  would  have  to 
be  adjourned,  and  a  discussion  whiA 
might  have  been  oonduded  in  two 
speeches  resumed  on  the  followiD  j  day. 
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With  regard  to  the  meeting   of  the 
House  at  2  o'clock,   with  an  interval 
from  7  o'clock    till    9,    I    think    it   is 
desirable  that  our  debates  should  be 
uninterrapted,  and  that  wo  shall  gain 
more  by  meeting  at  3  o'clock,  and  sitting 
till  half-past   12,  than  by  meeting  an 
hour  earlier  under  the  conditions  de» 
acribed.    Witli  regard  to  the  Eule  deal- 
ing with  the  Address,  on  this,  I  hope, 
there  will  be  entire  unanimity  on  both 
mdes  of  the  House.    I  quite  appreciate 
the  reasons  which  have  induced  Mem- 
bers to  make  use  of  the  opportunity 
offered  by  the  Address  to  exercise  their 
privileges,  which  are  so  curtailed  during 
the  SQ^quent  part  of  the  Session ;  but  I 
hope  that  if  the  Bules  of  Procedure  are 
adopted,  the  curtailment  of  debate  on 
the  Address  will  lead  to  an  enlargement 
of  the  opportunities  of  priyate  Members 
during  the  Session.    I  have  one  more 
obeervatiou  to  make  on  a  subject  about 
which  I  entertain  a  strong  opinion.    I 
think  that  these  Besolutions  will  fail  in 
a  large  measure  if  they  do  not  tend  to 
shorten  the  duration  of  the  Session,  the 
prolongation  of  which  during  the  last 
few  years  is,  in  my  opinion,  a  great 
eril.    I  do  not  think  it  is  either  to  the 
interest  of  the  country,  or  conducive  to 
the  influence  of  the  Parliament,  or  calcu- 
lated to  advance  wholesome  legislation, 
that  the  selection  of  Members  to  serve 
in  the  House  should  be  unduly  nar- 
rowed. It  is  of  great  importance  in  this 
commercial  country  that  we  should  have 
in  this  Assembly  a  large  number  of  com- 
mercial Members  conversant  with  prac- 
tical business  through  the  whole  course 
of  theb  lives,  and  who  can  give  the 
House  the  result  of  actual  experience, 
and  not  the  mere  treatises  of  theorists 
and  schoolmen ;  and  that,  I  think,  can- 
not be  accomplished  unless  the  Session 
is  diminished  in  length,  because,  under 
existing  circumstances,  there  is  an  in- 
creasing reluctance  on  the  V^xi  of  able 
men  versed  in  practical  affairs  to  offer 
themselves  as  candidates  for  the  repre- 
sentation of  constituencies.     It  is  be- 
cause I  think  that  the  Bules  before  us 
are  likely  to  bring  about  this  result  that 
mj  desire  is  that  they  may  be  adopted 
in  the  main  as  ^e   best  practicable 
Bules  in  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 
Mb.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.) :  Sir,  I  think  we  are  all  indebted 
to  the  hon.   Member  for  Wigan  (Mr. 
P.  8.  Powell)  for  many  of  the  sugges- 
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tions  he  has  made  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  new  Eules  of  Procedure,  many 
of  which  have  my  concurrence,  and  I 
hope  that  when  we  reach  the  next  stage 
they  will  receive  the  earnest  attention  of 
hon.  Members.   I  should  like  to  say  first 
a  few  words  in  support  of  the  Grand 
Committees  scheme.    I  had  the  honour 
of  being  a  Member  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee of  1883  on  Trade,  and  I  can 
safely  say  that  the  work  on  Bills  passed 
by  that  Committee  —  the  Bankruptcy 
Bill  and  the  Bill  for  the  Amendment  of 
the  Patent  Law — was  much  better  done 
than  it  could  have  been  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House,  where  attention 
is  less  concentrated  upon  the  subject 
under    discussion,    and    where   many 
influences  have  a  tendency  to  disturb 
Members  in  their  work.     One  of  the 
most  remarkable  features  of  that  Com- 
mittee was  the    entire    absence   from 
their  discussions  of  any  manifestationa 
of  Partv  spirit,  and  both  Parties  seemed 
inclinea  to  do  their  utmost  to  make  tho 
Bills  in  hand  the  most  perfect  pieces  of 
practical  legislation.    I  should,  there- 
fore, be  very  sorry  indeed  to  see  the 
Grand  Committees  scheme  discarded ; 
and  on  the  other  hand,  I  shall  be  wil- 
ling to  support  any  proposal  that  will 
improve  their  constitution  where  im* 
provement  is  necessary.      But  one  of 
the  points  to  which  I  desire  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  and  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  is  the  fact  that  we 
are  now  altering  the  whole  system  of 
Business  in  the  House  for  good  or  for 
evil,  and  that  probably  for  many  years 
to  come.    I  appeal  to  the  House  to  im- 
prove upon  the  work   done  in  recent 
years,  so  that  we  may  make   this  a 
House  in  which  men  can  sit  who  have 
to  work  for  their  living  outside  the 
House.    The  present  unreasonable  and 
altogether  stupid  system  that  controls 
the  conduct  of  our  Business,  makes  it 
almost  impossible  for  men  of  limited 
means  who  have  other  work  to  do  to 
discharge    effectually    their    duties    to 
their  constituents  in  addition  to  their 
other    work.     The   Government    have 
undertaken  on  their  own  responsibilitv 
to  name  a  time  at  which  debate  shiul 
close.     In    this    way    expression    has 
been  given   to  a   desire   on  the   part 
of  some  which   no  one   has   had  the 
courage  to  put  hitherto  in  the  shape  of 
a  Motion.^    But  I  would  suggest,   Sir, 
that,  having  gone  so  far  as  to  specify  a 
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time,  they  should  go  ftu^her.  What 
reason  in  the  world  is  there  that  the 
dehate  should  not  close  at  11.30  instead 
of  12.30?  Thereis  nothing  which  causes 
more  disgust  to  our  constituents  than 
the  ridiculous  and  ahsurd  hours  at  which 
this  House  is  ^ten  in  Session  transact- 
ing serious  Public  Business.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  opened  the  debate 
this  evening,  with  all  nis  great  autho* 
ritj,  has  declared  that  it  is  almost  im- 
possible for  a  human  being  to  euetaih 
more  than  a  given  number  of  hours  of 
effective  and  concentrated  labour;  and, 
further,  all  medical  evidence  taken  in 
this  and  Othsd^  countries  has  gone  to 
show  that  a  reasoaiable  number  of  hours' 
labour  is  more  effisotive  for  productive 
purpoees  than  long-extended  periods, 
dnnng  which  the  bodj  and  brain  be- 
come exhausted,  and  also  that  the  work 
done  in  a  less  number  of  hours  has  always 
the  beet  result  attending  it.  I  apprehend 
that  Members  of  this  House  are  only 
human :  they  are  not  endowed  with  any 
extraordinary  powers  of  endurance  as 
compared  with  otheir  men ;  yet  I  have 
seen  the  House  of  Oommons^  in  Session 
and  at  work  when,  for  the  reasons  I 
have  indicated,  it  was'  physically  inoa-, 
pable  of  working,  and,  therefore,  mdrally 
unfit  for  the  transaction  of  impottant 
public  affairs.  I  hold  to  the  theory 
that  a  man  who  is  not  physically  equal 
to  the  labour  in  which  he  is  engaged  is 
not  morally  fit  to  do  that  work ;  and  I 
say  that  this  is  more  seriously  true  as  to 
the  work  of  this  House  than  it  is  of  any 
other  woric  undertaken  by  man.  We 
find  that  our  practice  exdudea  from  this 
Chamber  some  men  of  the  most  valuable 
ecxperienca  in  the  commercial  world  and 
o^r  m^heres,  simply  because  they  are 
not  willing  to  come  here  and,  so  to 
speak,  puolidy  commit  suicide  in  what 
is  oalled  the  interests  of  their  country. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  we  were  to  transact 
our  Business  and  go  home  at  a  reason- 
able hour  of  the  night,  we  should,  in 
many  cases,  have  a  much  better  choice 
of  Bepresentatives.  I  will  now  refer  to 
another  proposal  in  the  new  Bules — that 
is  with  regard  to  the  dinner  hour,  or 
evening  adjournment.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber foar  Wigan  (Mr.  F.  8.  Powell)  has 
very  clearly  shown  that  this  arrange- 
ment would  be  a  great  mistake.  I 
believo  it  would  be  so  indeed.  My 
experience  as  to  the  two  hours'  ad- 
joumment  is  unfavourable  to  its  per- 
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manent  adoption ;  it  may  suit  some  hon. 
Members;  but  I  am  satisfied  that  the 
vast  majority  of  them  would  be  ratber 
inconvenienced  than  otherwise  by  the 
permanent  alteration  of  our  Rules  in  this 
respect.  There  is  another  point  in  con- 
nection with  it  to  which  I  would  invite 
Ihe  attention  of  Members,  especially 
those  who  have  not  sdt  for  several  Ses- 
sions in  this  House,  and  who  hare, 
therefore,  an  imperfect  knowledge  of 
the  way  in  which  we  conduct  our  Busi- 
ness  here.  I  warn  them  in  time  not  to 
agree  to  any  such  proposal.  Last  night 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen), 
in  his  speech,  said  he  hoped  the  debate 
would  not  degenerate  into  a  duel  be- 
tween the  two  Front  Benches,  and  he 
invited  discussion  from  all  parts  of  the 
House.  But,  Sir,  that  is  precisely  what 
this  hour  and  a-half  adjournment  would 
do.  We  should  have  the  morning  sit- 
ting consumed  by  the  Member  who  had 
moved  the  adjournment  the  night  before, 
a  Front  Bench  man  on  the  opposite  side, 
and  a  Front  Bench  man  in  reply  on  this 
side.  The  ordinary  rank  and  file— I  do 
not  use  the  word  disrespectfully— would 
find  the  greatest  difficulty  m  gettiog  a 
hearing.  I  know.  Sir,  that  you,  as 
Speaker,  call  upon  hon.  Members  from 
both  sides  of  the  House  and  from  alt 
seetions  iitopartially.  But  no  Speaker, 
however  strong  he  xnight  be,  and  how- 
ever determined  to  hear  all  sectious  of 
the  House,  could  possibly  control  the 
circumstances.  The  circumstances  would 
be  stronger  than  the  Speaker,  and  I 
sincerely  trust  that  hon.  Members  will 
see  that  this  would  be  a  f;G^  blow  to 
the  opportunities  young  Members  and 
independent  Members  of  this  Hoase 
have  of  takina^  part  in  our  various  de- 
bates. Theren>re,  I  trust  that  the  Oo^ 
vemment  will  consider  these  two^meii^ 
points,  both  of  which  are  especially  of 
mterest  to  my  hon«  Friends  t>elow  the 
Oangway — the  Labour  Members.  linist 
these  points  will  receive  the  favourahle 
consideration  of  the  Government,  and 
that  the  GK)vernment  will  agree  to  a 
modification  of  their  proposals  in  the 
direction  which  I  have  indicated. 

Me.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid):  I 
believe  the  House  will  fully  recognize  the 
great  value  of  the  speeches  delivered  at 
the  early  portion  of  the  discussion  this 
evening,  and  it  is  mainly  on  that  account 
that  no  hon.  Member  fnmi  this  part  of  Ae 
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HoQfieliaspMvioudyriaan.  Itliiiiktlie 
ooofitant  recarrence  ol  these  Dew  Bales 
for  the  conduct  of  the  Businees  of  this 
House  suffieiently  establishes  the  con- 
tention of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
lor  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  last 
evening;  that  it  is  not  by  the  system  you 
pnopose,  and  by  a  coostant  meddliug 
with  the  Boles  of  Procedure  and  the 
Orders  of  the  House  that  you  can  hope 
ever  to  perfonn  the  great  and  growing 
Business  whidi,  at  the  present  time, 
fails  to  the  share  of  this  House,  but  by 
a  sjrstem  totally  different,  which  par* 
takes  of  the  nature  of  devolution,  but 
nol  the  deyolutioii  spoken  of  by  hou. 
lumbers  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  devolution  Committees^  I  beliere  it 
is  totally  impossible  to  organize  any 
system  of  the  kind,  which  will  haye  a 
moEe  satisf aetory  ^eot  than  the  abor- 
tive attempt  that  was  made  in  the  year 
1S88.  It  has  been  even  suggested  that 
the^onsideration  of  the  Estimates  should 
be  devolved  to  a  Committee.  I  brieve 
that  no  ibOTO  unconstitutional  sngges- 
tioiL  has  ever  been  made  in  this  House 
thaa  that  t&e  consideration  of  the 
Estimates  should  be  taken  away  from 
this  Chamber  and  devolved  to  a  small 
•eeiion  of  Members  of  this  House. 
The  onfy  real  check  that  any  mi- 
nerity  Ms  orer  an^  Qovemment  of 
the  day  ia  the  right  of  consider- 
ing the  Estimates  in  detail^  and  if  we 
part  with  that  right,  then  there  is  an 
eod  altogether  to  the  power  of  minorities 
in  this  Houso,  to  press  forward  their 
daims  and  their  views  on  general  sub- 
jects. It  Buiat  be  borne  ia  mind  with  re- 
gacd  to  the  g^at  measures  of  reform  that 
have  ever  passed  into  law  in  this  country , 
that  they  were  originated  by  the  mi* 
nofity,  and  that  it  was  only  by  persistent 
straggles  extending— in  some  cases — 
Over  a  great  number  of  y^ftrs,  that  they 
ware  brought  about,  do  jeafeus  has 
BarHament  at  all  times  been  with  regard 
to  the  exeroise  of  its  supervision  over 
the  Estimates,  that  the  Standing  Orders 
ef  the  House  require  that  the  Qovem- 
neut  should  on  certain  days  set  up 
Supply  before  all  other  questions,  and 
thereby  give  hon.  Members  an  opportu- 
aity  of  ^adng. grievance  always  before 
Sspply.  Now»  I  believe  that  Bule  7  on 
tte  new  List  proposes  that  the  Goyem- 
vtflatahonld  have  powier  on  the  days  set 
ftpaat  for  Gtovemment  Business,  to  ar- 


raoge  the  Business  in  whatever  order 
they  like,  and  that  would  give  them 
power  to  put  down  Supply  in  whatever 
position  they  choose,  and  leave  hon. 
Members  who  have  grievances  to  bring 
forward  in  a  most  unmvourable  position. 
I  think  hon.  Members  ought  to  be  care* 
ful  of  guarding  the  rights  they  at  present 
possess,  and  the  checks  they  at  present 
enjoy  over  the  Oovemment,  and  they 
should  be  careful  to  see  that  the  Qo- 
vemment continue  at  all  times  to  give 
hon«  Members  the  opportunity  of  ad^ 
dressing  themselves  to  grievances,  which 
they  may  feel  it  their  duty  to  bring  for- 
ward,  before  the  CkiTemment  are  en- 
abled to  proceed  with  tiieir  Business,  or 
before  they  can  get  any  funds  in  Supply, 
With  reg^aord  to  the  question  of  anticipa- 
ting the  subject-matter  of  Motions  put 
down  on  the  Paper  by  private  Members,  I 
venture  to  beheve  that  at  the  pesebt 
time,  in  consequence  of  the  elucidation 
of  the  Bule,  with  regard  to  that  matter 
of  anticipation,  that  if  some  Standing  * 
Order  is  is  not  proposed  by  some  private 
Member,  and  accepted  by  the  Govern- 
ment, there  is  practically  an  end  to 
freedom  of  discussion  in  this  House, 
because,  at  the  present  time,  obeying 
the  Bulings  of  the  Chair,  any  private 
Member  wno  so  chooses  can  put  down 
on  the  Paper  a  Notice  of  Motion 
upon  a  certain  subject,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preventing  other  hon.  Mem* 
bers,  who  might  feel  anxious  to  bring 
about  a  discussion  u^n  that  subject, 
from  carrying  out  their  wish.  I  know 
that  that  Bule  in  former  times  used 
to  be  acted  upon.  There  are  innu- 
merable decisions  of  Speakers  whidi 
confirm  the  more  recent  Bulincs  that  it 
is  impossible  to  anticipate  a  Motion  set 
down  for  oonsideration.  There  was  an 
important  Buling  upon  that  matter,  for 
instance,  given  by  Mr.  Speaker  Brand 
in  the  year  1869,  and  it  was  gtren  with 
regard  to  an  effort  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Padding- 
ton — then  the  Member  for  Woodrtoek — 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill),  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  (Sir  John  Gorst),  who 
attempted  to  raise  a  discussion  with 
regard  to  the  Egyptian  Question*— 
namely,  on  the  subject  of  the  trial  of 
Axabi  Pasha.  It  so  happened  that  there 
wim  a  Motion  down  in  the  name  of  tha 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Divisimr 
of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  and  that    j 
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hon.  Member  rose  to  Order,  and  stopped 
tbe  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
bam  in  bis  remarks.  It  was  a  singular 
thing  that  there  were  three  Notices  of 
Motion  on  tbe  Paper  which  covered  all 
the  phases  of  the  Egyptian  Question,  and 
effectually  shut  up  the  noble  Lord  and 
tbe  hon.  and  learned  Member.  But  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  drew  atten- 
tion to  the  fact,  or,  rather,  raised  the 
Soint  when  called  to  Order  by  the  hon. 
[ember  for  Glasgow.  He  (Sir  John 
Oorst)  objected  that  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  GHasgow  was 
not  on  the  Paper;  meaning  to  infer, 
I  suppose,  that  if  a  Motion  was  not 
on  the  Paper  in  express  terms,  he 
would  have  a  perfect  right  to  proceed 
with  the  subject-matter  of  his  Notice. 
But  it  was  found  that  the  Notice  was 
down  on  the  Paper  in  express  terms.  I 
think  there  should  be  some  limitation 
of  the  rights  of  private  Members  to  an- 
ticipate discussions  in  that  way,  by  in- 
cluding in  the  Bules  that,  unless  a  Mo- 
tion is  down  in  express  terms  on  the 
Paper,  a  reference  to  the  subject-matter 
of  a  simple  Notice  should  be  aJlowed.  A 
Notice  of  Motion  in  express  terms  should 
continue  for  four  weeks,  while  a  simple 
Notice  should  be  limited  to  a  shorter 
period.  At  the  present  time,  we  see  the 
inconvenient  practice  resorted  to  of  put- 
ting down  Notices  which  it  is  not  in- 
tended to  proceed  with,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent other  hon.  Members  from  dealing 
with  certain  subjects.  With  regard  to 
another  matter,  I  believe  the  New  Bules 
proceed  on  totally  mistaken  lines,  and  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  they  will  have 
greater  effect  than  the  Rules  of  1882. 
Kay,  I  doubt  whether  they  will  have  as 
much  effect,  and  I  fail  altogether  to  see 
how  they  will  really  improve  the  chance 
of  more  rapid  legislation  in  this  House. 
The  present  Solicitor  General— the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)— in  1882-3,  moved  a 
Besolution  to  the  effect  that  Bills  should 
be  kept  alive  from  one  Session  to  an- 
other, unless  in  the  meantime  rejected 
by  the  House.  And  if  that  Motion  had 
been  agreed  to — subject  to  certain  re- 
strictions—I  believe  that  a  greater  stop 
would  have  been  taken  to  facilitate 
legislation  than  all  the  Eules  which  are 
now  on  the  Paper  put  together.  I  do 
not  know  what  was  the  reason  for  the 
rejection  of  that  Motion ;  but  I  believe 
the  proposal  was  one  of  the  most  reason- 
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able  which  could  have  been  made  to  tbe 
House.  As  to  the  interval  which  it  is 
proposed  to  take  in  the  Sitting,  at  pre* 
sent  time  is  wasted  by  reason  al  the 
fact  that  certain  Business  terminates 
at  7  o'clock,  and.  when  the  House 
reassembles  at  9,  different  subjects  oome 
on  for  discussion,  which  hon.  Membere 
do  not  coxtsider  of  importance,  and 
consequently  make  no  effort  to  fill  the 
Honse.  Under  the  proposed  Balek  bow- 
ever,  the  same  Basinees  which  the 
House  had  in  hand  on  the  adjoarament 
at  half-past  7  would  be  continued  at  9, 
and  it  would  therefore  be  easier  to  find 
a  House  at  that  time.  But  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Government  how  they 
propose  to  devolve  Business  to  Comimt« 
tees  which  meet  at  12  o'clock,  and  which 
can  only  work  two  hours  before  the 
regular  meeting  of  the  House  ?  If  the 
Committees  are  to  continue  sitting  after 
the  House  has  met,  the  result  will  be 
that  the  most  important  Members  will 
be  enmged  upon  those  Committees, 
while  me  Business  of  the  House  will  be 
left  to  the  least  important  Members. 
Thus  we  should  have  a  Parliamentary 
scandal  which  would  soon  bring  an  end 
to  the  devolution.  I  believe  that  large 
Committees,  where  consisting  of  160  or 
80  Members,  will  not  be  a  success  if  the 
hour  of  meeting  is  altered  from  the 
present  hour  of  4  o'clock,  so  aa  to  eon- 
fine  the  period  during  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers can  deliberate  in  Committee  to  two 
hours.  As  to  the  first  Resolution  I  think 
it  would  be  much  more  convenient  if  it 
could  be  placed  last  on  the  Paper  in- 
stead of  first.  The  moment  this  Bole  is 
passed  it  comes  into  operation,  and  the 
Government  then  is  in  a  position  to  en^ 
force  the  passage  of  the  remaimng 
Eules  without  fVirther  discussion  if  tiiey 
desire.  Of  course  it  is  not  likely  iiiat 
they  will  adopt  that  course,  but  I  would 
point  out  that  in  1882,  when  these  Rules 
came  before  us,  the  right  hon«  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Manchester — 
now  Secretary  for  Scotland  —  (Mr. 
Arthur  J.  Balfour)  moved  to  postpone 
the  closure  Resolution,  and  to  place  it 
last  instead  of  first  amongst  the  pro- 
posals. It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be 
convenient  to  adopt  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  proposal  on  this  occasion. 
The  principal  feature  in  the  new  Rule 
of  cloture  is  the  transference  of  the 
initiative  ^m  the  Chair  to  the  Leader 
of  the  House  or  to  some  hon.  Member 
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of  the  House  ;  and  it  eeems  to  me  de- 
girable  that  it  shoBld  be  the  Leader  of 
the  House  who  should  take  the  iuitiati?e 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind.  The  change 
will  be  satisfactory  as  far  as  it  goes, 
because  if  the  Leader  of  the  House 
uofftirly  utilizes  the  power  given  to  him, 
there  is  greater  freedom  left  to  hon. 
Members,  wherever  they  sit,  to  attack 
him  than  there  is  to  attack  anybody  else. 
We  know  it  is  utterly  impossible  and 
utterly  wrong  to  cast  any  reflection  upon, 
tiie  Ohair,  whereas  greater  freedom  is 
left  to  hon.  Members  with  regard  to  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  whoever  he  may 
be.  That  is  why  I,  for  one,  welcome 
that  portion  of  the  change ;  but  I  would 
xe^)ectfti]ly  submit  to  the  House  that  it 
would  be  much  better  to  omit  all  refer- 
enoe  to  the  Speaker  on  a  matter  of  this 
kind.  It  would  be  infinitely  better  for 
the  conduct  of  the  Business  of  this 
Hoaee  and  for  the  working  of  the 
elotnre,  which  now,  I  fancy,  will  be  put 
into  operation  pretty  regularly.  To  put 
iheSpeaker  in  the  position  of  aEeferee, 
80  to  speak,  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
elotare  should  be  applied,  would  be  in 
the  eyes  of  the  House  to  make  him  a 
partizan.  He  would  have  either  to 
^ve  his  consent  or  refuse  it.  The  ap- 
plieation  would  be  made  by  a  Member 
GD  the  Front  Bench.  If  the  Speaker  re- 
fose  it  the  Goyemment  would  naturally 
be  offended,  and  if  he  gave  it,  the  hon. 
Members  threatened  with  the  use  of 
the  doture  wotild  be  forced  to  the  con- 
dosion  that  he  was  unfavourable  to 
them  or  to  their  interests.  That  would 
he  an  unfortunate  thing,  especially  when 
we  rememb^  that  for  some  years  past 
there  has  been  no  contest  for  the  Office 
of  Speaker,  but  that  Speakers  have  been 
choeen  unanimously,  without  a  Division. 
The  Speakers  nowadays  are  placed  in  a 
position  of  great  impartiality,  and  I 
think  it  wotdd  be  much  better  not  to 
throw  any  duty  upon  them  which  would 
give  rise  to  the  suspicion  of  their  being 
partizans.  I  therefore  trust  the  House 
will  see  its  way  to  exclude  from  the 
Bole  all  appeal  to  the  Speaker,  and 
simply  let  the  initiative  rest  with  the 
Leader  of  the  House.  It  is  rather  sin- 
gular to  reflect  that  in  1882  the  Oonser- 
▼ative  Party  were  unanimously  opposed 
to  the  cloture,  and  are  now  themselves 
&e  persons  who  propose  it.  I  belieye 
they  were  perfectly  right  in  their  ori- 
ginal view,  and  that  the  introduction  of 


this  comparatively  novel  mode  of  Pro- 
cedure should  be  viewed  with  great 
suspicion;  and  it  seems  very  strange 
that  the  Conservatives  should  come 
down  now  and  propose  a  Rule  much 
stronger  than  that  originally  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone). It  must  be  remembered  that 
one  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, the  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Marriott),  succeeded  in  getting  his 
place  there  mainly  through  his  opposi- 
tion to  the  gagging  Eesolution  of  1882. 
That  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  use  of 
language  at  that  time  which  I  am  cer- 
tain he  must  now  lament.  He  compared 
the  Oloture  Eesolution  to  a  jemmy,  and 
said  he  would  not  mind  entrusting  an 
innocent  girl  with  a  jemmy,  but  in  the 
hands  of  a  burglar  it  would  be  a  difPerent 
thing;  and  that  as  he  knew  &at  the 
person  who  principally  wanted  the 
jemmy  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham — 
then  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade — 
(Mr.  J.  Chamberlain),  he  was  very  re- 
luctant to  put  it  in  his  hands.  I  believe 
we  are  face  to  face,  or  very  soon  will  be, 
with  an  iron  hand  that  is  going  to  be 
held  over  a  portion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions;  and  I  would  remind  the 
House  that  in  1882  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  present  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  ex- 
pressed his  fear  lest  the  closure  might 
be  unfairly  applied  to  the  Nationalist 
Members  from  Ireland,  and  a  safety 
valve  be  thereby  closed,  to  the  great 
danger  of  the  Government  of  that  coun- 
try. Then,  again,  the  present  Lord 
Chancellor  (Lord  Halsbury),  speaking 
on  the  question  of  the  cloture,  expressed 
the  hope  that  it  would  retain  its  French 
name,  because,  as  he  said,  it  breathed  a 
French  spirit,  and  because  it  would  in- 
evitably bring  about  reprisals  upon 
those  who  put  it  in  force.  The  Govern- 
ment must  remember  that  as  sure  as 
they  use  the  cloture  at  the  present  time 
— as  sure  as  night  follows  day — the 
power  will  be  used  against  them  when 
they  are  in  Opposition.  I  will  close  my 
citation  of  authorities  on  Parliamentary 
Procedure  by  quoting  the  late  Sir 
Thomas  Erskine  May,  who  stated  that 
the  Forms  of  the  House  constituted  a 
protection  to  minorities  against  the  ty- 
ranny of  majorities,  and  that  it  would 
be  most  unfortunate  if  the  power  of 
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putting  an  end  to  debate  sliould  be  naed 
for  the  purpose  of  Btifling  free  disous- 
sion.  Witn  regard  to  the  number  of 
Members  who  should  be  in  the  House 
when  the  cloture  is  enforced,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wigan  (Mr.  F.  S.  Powell) 
referred  to  his  American  experience,  and 
spoke  of  the  Members  of  the  House  of 
Bepresentatives  being  ^*  suounoned  '^ 
two  hours  before  the  doture  was  put  in 
force,  or  before  the  ''Previous  Question '* 
was  moredf  which  is  the  form  cloture 
takes  in  that  country.  He  spoke  of 
summoning  or  calling  the  hon.  Members 
of  this  House,  but  I  would  point  out  that 
the  position  of  hon.  Members  of  this 
House  is  widely  different  to  that  of 
American  BepresentatiTes.  Members  of 
the  American  Congress  receive  large 
sums  in  compensation  for  their  Parlia- 
mentary services ;  and  if  you  adopt  a 
system  by  which  hon.  G-entlemen  will 
be  compelled  to  come  down  here  at  12 
o'clock  in  the  day  and  stop  until  12 
o'clock  at  night,  thereby  being  unable 
to  follow  their  ordinary  avocations^  you 
will  have  to  consider  the  question  of 
oomz>ensating  them  ior  attendance.  It 
would  not  be  then  as  it  has  been  in  the 
past,  that  hon.  Members  could  come 
down  when  they  liked,  but  it  would  be 
a  question  of  compelling  them  to  be  in 
the  House;  and  you  would  have  to 
adopt  the  system  practised  by  almost 
every  other  Legislature  in  the  world  of 
paying  Members  for  their  loss  of  time. 

Mb.  J.  0.  STEVENSON  (South 
Shields) :  With  regard  to  the  opinion 
which  seems  to  prevail,  that  it  will  be 
the  Party  in  power  who,  as  a  rule, 
will  be  anxious  to  put  in  force  the 
closure,  I  would  point  out  tiiat  the 
tedious  repetitions  and  the  kind  of 
speeches  that  are  sometimes  made  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  are  very  often 
as  much  an  annoyance  to  the  minority 
as  to  the  majority.  Hon.  Members 
have  means  of  escape  from  tiresome 
discussions;  but  you,  Sir,  being  com- 
pelled to  ait  in  the  Chair  continuously, 
are  consequently  better  able  to  form 
an  opinion  as  to  tedious  repetition  than 
either  majorities  or  minorities,  and  as  to 
when  a  subject  has  been  adequately 
discussed.  No  doubt  the  Chair  is  en- 
titled to  stop  tedious  repetition  in  a 
single  speech ;  but  I  do  not  know  that 
it  has  power  to  put  a  stop  to  tedious  re- 
petition of  a  more  serious  character; 
that  is  to  say,  when  one  hon.  Member 
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after  another,  in  the  oonrse  ot  a  long 
discussion,  produces  precisely  the  same 
arguments.  I  desire  to  speak  on  this 
occasion  on  behalf  of  a  bodv  of  Mem* 
bers  who  have  not  hitherto  been  men* 
tioned  in  the  debate— namely,  private 
Members,  who  do  not,  and  probably 
never  will,  have  an  opportunity  of  sit- 
ting on  either  of  the  Front  Benches.  I 
myself  am  an  unfortunate  yictim  in  this 
respect,  because  I  am  in  charge  of  a  KU 
which  has  excited  great  interest  in  the 
country  generally — namely,  the  Sunday 
Closing  Billy  and  have  been  in  charge 
of  it  for  10  years;  but  on  only  two  oc- 
casions, owing  to  the  manner  in  whidi 
Business  ia  transacted  in  this  Hoose, 
have  I  been  able  to  get  a  Vote  upon  it, 
and  that  in  an  ind&eot  manner.  AI- 
^ough,  nominally^  three  days  a  week 
are  devoted  to  private  Members,  it  is 
almost  impossible  for  a  Member  to  cany 
a  Bill  through,  however  mudi  it  bmj 
be  desired  by  the  country,  and  however 
much  the  msjority  maybe  ready  to  pass 
it  if  they  had  the  opportunity.  I  am 
^ad,  therefore,  to  find  that  the  same 
Kulea  of  Closure  applying  to  Govejm- 
ment  measures  will  prevail  on  Wednes- 
days, and  affect  the  legislation  of  private 
Members.  That  will  be  a  great  advaa* 
tage.  Three  years  ago,  I  suoceeded 
in  calling  attention  to  a  Rule  of  the 
kind  which,  unfortunately,  was  not 
adopted.  I  proposed  that  on  Wednes- 
days, if  a  Bill  had  been  under  discos- 
sion  for  four  hours,  by  the  arrival  of 
the  dock  at  a  certain  hour — I  think 
a  quarter  past  5 — the  vote  of  the  House 
was  to  be  taken  upon  the  measure,  and 
ihe  stage  was  to  be  decided.  According 
to  that  proposal,  there  was  to  be  no  ap- 
peal to  the  Speaker,  the  clock  itself 
bringing  the  closure.  I  am  not  going  to 
argue  in  support  of  that  prt^saL  I 
merely  mention  it  to  the  House  whilst 
expressing  my  gratification  at  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  to  change  the 
existing  Eule,  rendering  it  impossible 
for  a  single  individual  to  defeat  the  wishes 
of  the  Whole  House  md  prevent  aBivi- 
sionbeingtaken.  IthanktheQovemment 
also  for  haying  adopted  the  suggestion 
I  put  on  the  Paper  one  or  two  Sessions 
ago,  with  regaixl  to  priyate  Members' 
Bills  which  have  passed  certain  stages. 
According  to  this  arrangement,  those 
Bills  which  have  made  some  progress, 
and  have  passed  the  second  reaoing,  will 
not  be  blocked  by  others  which  have  no 
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chance  of  fassing.     I  think  by  this 
mcftDS-^atid  other  measures  whidli  are 
to  be  adopted — the  scandal  will  be  re- 
moved of  private  If  embers  being  unable 
to  get  any  legislation  through  the  House. 
The  OHAIEMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Couiitney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) : 
I  rise.   Sir,   with  much   he^tation  to 
take  pari  in  the  debate,  because  it  may 
happen,  holding  the  Office  which  the 
House  baa  done  me  the  honour  to  confer 
upon  me,  tiiat  I  shall  have  to  take  some 
mare  in  the  administration  of  the  pro- 
posed new  Bules,  and  it  may  be  incon- 
venient in  the  ciicumatances  for  me  to 
criticize  beforehand  the  Procedure  I  may 
have  to  administer.    On  the  otherhand, 
however,  the  very  distinction  that  the 
House  has  coi^erred  upon  me  places  me 
in  a  position  in  which  I  may  be  free  from 
any  Party  Mas,  and  can  only  have  in 
view  the  best  mode  of  facilitating  the 
despatch    of  the    Business   which  the 
House  has  undertaken.     In  the   first 
place,  I  desire  to  look  at  these  proposed 
Bales  from  the  point  of  view  of  a  politi- 
oal  mechanio.    The  House  of  Commons 
is  a  great  political  machine,  and  it  is 
charged  with  the  performance  of  certain 
duties  which  everyone  will  be  ready  to 
adiMt  have  been  allowed  to  fall  into  con- 
siderable arrear.    The  question,  there- 
fore, is,  ia  what  manner  can  this  machine 
be  best  mended   or  altered,  so  as  to 
eoaUe  it  to  fulfil  the  purpose  for  which 
it  was  created  ?     An  hon.  Member  said 
last  night  that  the  House  of  Commons 
is  not  a  mere  machine  for  grinding  out 
Acts  of  Parliament.      I  am  far  from 
thinking  that  that  is  the  sole  function  of 
the  House  of  Commons.   The  House  has 
to  see  that  law  and  justice  are  fairly  ad- 
mhiistered  throughout  the  land ;  it  has 
to  see  that  the  duties  of  the  public  ser- 
vices are  discharged  in  an  expeditious, 
easy,  certain,    and  equitable  manner; 
and  its  next  and  certainly  not  inferior 
fnm^ion  is  to  express  in  law  what  is 
the  will  of  the  electors.    The  Members 
of  this    House,   in  addition    to  their 
other  duties,  are  sent   here  to  intro- 
diH»  amendments  of  the  law.     At  all 
elections  questions  are  submitted  to  the 
electors  with  regard  to  proposed  amend- 
ments of  the  law.    Nevertheless,  it  can- 
not be  alleged  with  accuracy  that  the 
amendment  of  the  law  is  their  sole  duty. 
It  is,  admitted,  however,  that  on  the 
question  of  ^a/Q  reform  of  the  law  the 
House  has  fallen  into  arrear,  and  has 


failed    altogether   to  respond   in   any 
degree  of  celerity  to  what  the  people  of 
the  country  desire.     The  question,  there- 
fore, is,  why  is  it  that  the  House  has 
failed  to  carry  out  the  wbhes  of  the 
nation  ?    The  answer  suggested  by  the 
proposed  Bules  to  that  question  is,  in 
the  first  place,  because  the  House  has 
undertaken  too  much  work,  and,  secondly, 
because  thare  is  on  the  parte!  some  hon. 
Members  a  disposition  to  interfere— by 
unnecessary  and  prolonged  debate — ^with 
the  discharge  of  the  functions  of  the 
House.    The  remedy  for  these  evils  is 
the     amendment     of    the     legislative 
machinery;  but  that  amendment  must 
undoubtedly   be  accompanied  by   due 
safeguards  for  securing  due  and  proper 
debate  of  the  subjects  brought  before  the 
House.     As   for  the   question   of  the 
quantity  of  work  which  the  House  is 
fitted  to  perform,  it  is  my  opinion  that,  as 
was  recommended  by  the  Committee  of 
last  year,  there  must  be  a  devolution  of 
a  portion  of  that  work,  by  means  of  the 
House  being  divided  into  four  or  five 
Committees,  to  which  all  Bills  and  a  cer- 
tain portion  of  the  Estimates  shall  be 
referred  before  tiiey  come  before  the 
House  as  a  whole  to  be  finally  disposed 
of.    The  Government  have    not    seen 
their  way    to    recommend  those  pro- 
posals of  the  CommitteOj  for  adoption ; 
and  I  own  that  the  Government  are 
entirely  justified  in  not  bringing  those 
proposals  before  the  House  just  now, 
because  that  Committee — altnough  re- 
commending the  division  of  the  House 
into  four  or  five  Committees — went  on  to 
declare  that  an  essential  complement  of 
their  proposal  was  that  private  legislation 
by  this  House  should  be  put  an  end  to. 
I  fully  admit  that  there  are  considerable 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  carrying  out 
the  proposal  to  divide  the  House  into 
several  Committees ;  but  nevertheless,  I 
think  that  they  are  not  insurmoimtable. 
Well,  ISir,  the  next  question  which,  to 
my  mind,  is  intimately  connected  with 
devolution  is  that  of  fixing  the  hour  of 
closing  in  the  evening.    It  is  a  very 
alluring  suggestion  that  hon.  Members 
should  be  able  to  get  away  by  half-past 
12  o'clock ;  but  I  feel  much  apprehen- 
sion that,  unless  there  is  some  great  mul- 
tiplication of  the  powers  of  the  House, 
it  will  not  be  able  to  get  through  its 
work  within  the  limits  of  the  time  of  an 
ordinary  Session.    Of  course,  that  can 
only  be  decided  by  experience ;  but  I  feel 
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grave  apprehension  that  to  get  through 
our  work  we  shall  have  to  abandon  a 
fixed  time  for  closing,  not  constantly 
perhaps,  but  very  frequently.  Even 
with  tiie  assistance  of  the  closure,  I  do 
not  see  how,  as  an  arithmetical  problem, 
we  could  get  the  work  into  the  time. 
Therefore,  it  would  be  well  to  adopt  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Par- 
tick  that  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Business  at  any  sitting  a  Motion  for  the 
suspension  of  the  Eule  as  to  closing  at  a 
fixed  hour  mipr  be  made  and  decided, 
without  Amendment  or  debate.  With  re- 
spect to  the  closure,  this  is  rendered  neces- 
sary by  the  abuse  of  the  power  of  debate 
in  the  House.  It  is  not  seriously  dis- 
puted that  there  must  be  closure;  but 
it  is  felt  that  it  ought  to  be  fenced  round, 
in  some  way  or  other,  so  as  to  secure 
due  debate.  Under  the  existing  Bules, 
due  debate  is  secured  by  the  Chair  hav- 
ing to  declare  that  it  has  been  secured, 
and  that  it  is  the  "  evident  sense  of  the 
House  "  that  the  debate  should  close. 
I  frankly  confess  that  when  the  Bule 
was  adopted  in  1882,  as  a  subordinate 
Member  of  the  Government,  I  dissented 
from  its  introduction  into  the  House. 
The  essential  thing  to  consider  with  re- 
gard to  the  closure  is  in  what  degree  it 
is  wished  to  have  the  power  of  closure 
made  available.  Is  it  to  be  available  at 
short  notice,  or  not  ?  I  believe  that  if 
you  wish  the  closure  really  to  do  its 
work,  although  you  may  not  desire  that 
it  should  be  often  used,  it  ought  to  be 
available  at  short  notice.    If  there  ap- 

Sears  in  any  quarter  of  the  House  a 
isposition  to  prolong  debate,  there 
should  also  be  a  consciousness  in  that 
quarter  of  the  House  that  the  disposi- 
tion can  be  checked  almost  as  soon  as  it 
arises.  If,  therefore,  the  closure  is  to 
be  real,  and  if  the  machine  is  to  be 
made  efficient,  we  must  have  closure  of 
a  character  that  can  often  be  put  into 
operation.  It  is  impossible  for  the 
Speaker  to  put  the  closure  often  into 
operation,  and  that  is  one  of  the  great 
reasons  why  the  Chair  should  not  be  a 
party  to  it.  If  the  occupant  of  the  Chair 
is  not  to  be  the  person  to  declare  that 
due  debate  has  been  sufficiently  secured, 
where  are  we  to  find  a  security  ?  The 
proposal  of  the  Government  finds  it  in 
another  quarter — by  allowing  any  Mem- 
ber to  appeal  to  the  Chair  as  to  whether 
due  debate  has  been  sufficiently  secured 
or  not.    Any  Member  may,  under  the 
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proposed  Rule,   ask  the    Speaker   for 
liberty  to  move   **That  the  Qae8ti<m 
be  now  put."    I   am   a  little  in  the 
dark  as  to  how  this  will  work,   and 
I  think  the  Government  should  state 
how  they  intend  it  to  work,  and  how 
they  think  it  will  work.    Is  the  Member 
to  whom  is  to  be  entrusted  this  function 
to  rise  from  his  seat  in  the  House  and 
ask  the  Speaker  to  put  the  Qnestion,  or 
to  confer  with  the  (Siair  beforehand  ?  It 
is  not  very  agreeable  to  the  Honse  to 
entertain  the  notion  that  a  Member  is 
to  confer  with  the  Speaker  beforehand 
as  to  what  is  to  be  done ;  and,  farther, 
I  may  say  that  any  suspicion  of  this 
kind  does  not  add  to  the, lustre  of  the 
Chair.  The  thing  must  be  done  openly ; 
and,  according  to  the  Eule,  any  Membler 
may  get  up  and  ask  the  Chair  to  put  the 
Question.     The  possibility  of  the  Ohair 
declining  to  put  the  Question  mnst  also 
be  considered,  and  if  that  happens,  it 
will  not  leave  a  good  impression ;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  if  the  occupant  of 
the  Chair  is  really  to  exercise  the  check 
he  is  intended  to  do,  he  mnst  now  and 
then  decline  to  put  the  Question  on  the 
application  of  some  adventurous  Mem-> 
ber.    It  has  been  said  that  the  power  is 
only  to  be  exercised  by  a  Member  of  the 
Government  or  the  Leader  of  the  House ; 
but  there  is  nothing  to  that  effect  in  the 
Eule.    A  great  deal  can  be  said  against 
leaving  it  entirely  to  the  Government  to 
appeal  to  the  Speaker.    It  may,  for  in* 
stance,  be  a  private  Member's  Bill  which 
is  under  discussion,  and  I  think  that,  in 
such  a  case,  the  hon.  Member  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  or  Motion  before  the  House 
should  be  the  person  to  appeal  to  the 
Chair.    It  is  absolutely  essential  in  the 
interest   of   Order  that  the  power  of 
application  shonld  be  limited  to  some 
person  who  holds  a  responsible  posi- 
tion in  respect  of  the  Business  under 
discussion;  and,  if  the  Eule  is  to  be 
passed,  some  such  limitation  should  he 
put  upon  it.    But  I  think  it  will  be 
better  to  do  away  with  the  necessi^ 
for  the  Speaker   having   anything  to 
do  with  it,  and  to  secure  some  other 
sufficient    safeguard  for  debate  being 
adequately  prolonged.    The  Committee 
on  Procedure  unanimously  set  aside  a 
proposal  to  adopt  numbers  as  a  limita* 
tion  on  the  power  of  closure,  because  it 
was  felt  to  be  both  imperfect  and  un- 
satisfactory.   In  view  of  that  fact,  it  is 
very  strange  that  the  Government  should 
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hare  brouglit  forward  tbeir  present  pro- 
posal to  introduce  the  principle  of  num- 
bers as  a  safeguard.  This  departure 
fiom  the  reoommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee  appears  to  me  to  be  inexcusable. 
That  the  present  proposal  will  be  prac- 
tically inoperative  will  be  eeen  when  it 
isocmsidered  that  180  Members  on  one 
ade  of  the  House  wiU  not  put  a  stop  to 
a  debate  against  tbe  wishes  of  50  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side ;  and  also  when  it 
is  remembered  that  in  none  of  the  Divi- 
sions in  Oonunittee  of  Supply  last  Ses- 
aioin  were  there  200  Members  in  the 
majority,  while  there  were  always  more 
than  40  in  the  miQority.  For  these 
leasoos,  I  put  aside  the  question  of 
numbers ;  I  put  aside  also  the  inter- 
vention of  the  Chair  on  account  of  the 
evik  which  attach  to  that  method;  I 
put  aside  closure  by  a  bare  majority ; 
and,  therefore,  I  am  driven  to  the  con- 
duston  that  the  only  workable  and  trust- 
TOffthy  method  is  to  be  found  in  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  proportional  maj ority.  It  may 
be  eaid  thctt  this  is  a  novel  proposal; 
but,  in  principle,  it  is  not  so ;  and  it  may 
be  said  also  tJiat  as  a  simple  majority  is 
sufficient  to  pass  an  Act,  it  ought  to  be 
suffident  to  apply  the  closure.  It  is  true 
that  Members  are  sent  to  this  House  by 
their  constituencies  to  vote  on  altera- 
tions of  the  law,  which  must  be  adopted 
by  a  simple  majority  of  the  House ;  but, 
Sir,  they  are  also  sent  here  to  speak  and 
act  in  the  interests  of  their  constituents ; 
and  if  the  closure  be  adopted,  they  may 
be  prevented  from  fulfilling  the  purposes 
fer  which  they  are  sent.  The  action  of 
the  House  in  restricting  the  privileges 
of  a  certain  section  of  its  Members  is 
similar  to  that  of  a  jury ;  and,  by  con- 
sidering the  action  of  a  jury,  some  light 
viU  be  thrown  upon  this  subject.  In 
England^  absolute  imanimity  is  required 
of  a  jury  for  a  verdict ;  and  in  Scotland 
the  modification  of  this  role  in  civil  cases 
Btillrequires  a  proportional  majority.  If, 
therefore,  we  treat  the  action  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  as  the  act  of  jury- 
men pronouncing  a  verdict,  we  shall  not 
be  departing  from,  but  following  the 
ancient  principle  of  the  Constitution,  by 
saying  that  there  shall  be  a  considerable 
majority  in  favour  of  the  application  of 
the  closure.  The  proportion  proposed 
npstairs  was  two  to  one ;  but  the  pro- 
portion I  propose  is  half  as  much  again. 
It  is  necessary,  perhaps,  to  explain  how 
I  came  to  the  conclueion  that  the  prin- 


ciple of  a  proportionate  majority  ought 
to  be  adopted  m  deciding  whether  a  dis- 
cussion was  sufficiently  prolonged  or  not. 
This  matter  is  sometimes  represented  as 
being  a  contest  between  the  supporters 
of  the  Government  and  the  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  House ;  I  think,  however,  if 
hon.  Members  will  turn  the  subject  over 
in  their  minds,  they  will  see  that  this 
view  shows  a  very  insufficient  apprecia- 
tion of  the  facts.  In  point  of  fact,  it  is 
rather  a  contest  between  all  who  desire 
legislation,  and  those  who  do  not  desire 
legislation.  I  have  already  referred  to 
the  class  of  questions  known  as  the 
Liquor  Questions.  I  have  no  Sabbata- 
rian desire  to  shut  in>  the  public-houses 
on  Sundays,  nor  am  I  greatly  enamoured 
of  the  restrictions  which  it  is  proposed 
to  place  on  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors;  but  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that,  if  we  are  convinced  that  the  ma- 

i' ority  of  Members  of  this  House  are  sent 
lere  to  carry  out  the  will  of  the  electors, 
who  are  behind  them,  and  to  get  these 
things  done,  we  ought  not  to  put  any 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  their  being  done. 
Therefore,  I  hold  that  this  reform  of  Pro- 
cedure is  not  an  official,  but  a  democratic 
question.  Some  hon.  Members  may,  per- 
haps, think  that  the  clogs  and  hindrances 
put  in  the  way  of  legislation  are  useful, 
not  in  the  way  of  security  for  the  due 
consideration  of  what  may  be  proposed, 
but  in  the  way  of  preventing  that  which 
they  dislike  being  carried  out.  I  say 
that  those  Gentlemen  are  actuated  by 
the  same  feelings  as  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway,  and  inspired  by  the  same 
desire  to  use  the  Forms  of  the  House  to 
prevent  the  legislation  which  they  them- 
selves dislike.  It  is  of  no  use  to  give 
the  franchise  broadly,  unless  we  are 
prepared  to  carry  the  consequences  of 
the  extended  franchise  into  the  House 
itself.  I  do  not  wish,  indeed  to  see  the 
House  made  too  quickly  responsive  io 
movements  out  of  doors.  We  have  too 
much  of  that  already.  We  know  that 
a  foolish  sentimental  newspaper,  or  a 
foolish  sentimental  clergyman,  may  get 
up  a  cry  —  a  bitter  or  a  nasty  cry 
—  and  teaders  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  sometimes  seem  to  vie  with  each 
other  to  give  the  most  ready  assent  of 
the  Legislature  to  the  shrieks  out-of- 
doors.  But  when  Questions  have  been 
duly  considered,  and  have  made  their 
way  in  the  country,  when  Eesolutions 
have  been  maturely  adopted,  introduced 
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into  this  House,  and  brou^t  forward 
Session  after  Session,  hon.  Members  will 
not  act  fairly  to  those  who  possess  the 
franchise  if  they  retain  the  present 
machinery  of  the  House  in  order  to 
prevent  those  Resolutions  being  legis- 
lated upon.  On  the  other  hand,  if  we 
show  the  frank  spirit  in  respect  of  these 
matters,  which,  I  hope,  will  be  mani- 
fested, we  shall  then  have  the  best 
answer  which  can  be  made  to  any  com- 
plaint of  Members  below  the  Gangway, 
for  we  shall  then  be  showing  a  readiness 
to  submit  to  what  is  the  prime  principle 
of  Parliamentary  government — namely, 
that  when  the  minority  has  been  heard, 
and  after  due  and  prolonged  discussion, 
the  will  of  the  majority  must  and  shall 
prevail. 

Thb  chief  secretary  foe  IRE- 
LAl^D  (Sir  Miohail  Hicks -.  Beaoh) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  Sir,  in  spite  of  thfe  ability 
of  the  many  speeches  which  have  been 
delivered  this  evening,  and  not  least  of 
the  speech  which  we  have  just  heard,  I 
confess  that,  to  a  listener  who  compares 
it  to  the  debate  on  the  subject  in  1882, 
this  debate  might  appear  a  trifle  dull. 
On  that  occasion  we  had  great  Party 
debates  and  great  Party  Divisions.  We 
had  great  expectations  on  the  one  side, 
and  great  fears  on  the  other.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  seemed  to  anticipate 
that,  with  the  adoption  of  the  closure,  a 
kind  of  Radical  millennium  would  begin, 
and  that  obstruction  would  at  once 
cease.  On  the  other  hand,  there  were 
not  a  few  Conservatives  who  thought, 
in  those  days,  that  the  passing  of  the 
Resolution  we  are  now  attempting  to 
amend  would  be  the  death-knell  of  the 
Conservative  Party.  We  have  both 
learnt  wisdom.  It  is  all  very  well  for 
hon.  Members  opposite  to  twit  us  with  a 
change  of  opinion ;  they  have  changed 
their  opinions  too.  [**  No,  no !  "]  There 
has  been  a  general  change  of  opinion, 
not  only  in  this  House,  but  in  the 
country  as  well,  upon  this  subject. 
There  has  been  a  general  consensus  of 
opinion  among  us  to  deal  with  this 
matter  in  no  Party  spirit,  not  timidly, 
and  with  the  intention  of  bringing  about 
that  result  of  our  discussion  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin  (Mr. 
Courtney)  so  properly  referred,  and  yet 
without  any  repression  of  free  speech  in 
this  House.  The  debate  on  the  last 
two  nights  has  turned  entirely  upon  two 
points,  and  upon  two  points  alone,  to 
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which  I  will  allude  very  briefly,  as  they 
have  been  so  fully  discussed  that  I  could 
not  add  very  much  that  is  new  to  this 
discussion.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bod- 
min said  a  good  deal  upon  the  question 
of  the  Amendment  we  propose  to  the 
Closure  Rule.  I  think  it  will  be  uni- 
versally admitted  that  the  Closure  Rule 
has  not  been  sufficiently  applicable  to 
the  prooeedings  of  this  House.  There 
have  been  times  since  its  pasmng  when 
it  might  have  been  wplied  with  general 
approbation,  and  to  the  great  advantage 
of  the  order  and  usefulness  of  this 
House.  Why  was  it  not  applied  ?  I 
believe  that  the  reason  is  simply  this— 
that  the  initiative  has  been  in  the  hands 
of  the  Speaker  alone,  instead  of  what 
we  propose — namely,  that  it  shall  be  in 
the  hands  of  any  Member  of  this  House. 
That  is  the  change  which  we  propose  to 
make  in  this  Resolution.  Now,  objec- 
tion has  been  taken  to  it  on  the  ground 
of  the  responsibility  we  intend  to  impose 
upon  the  occupant  of  the  Chair.  It  has 
been  already  amply  shown  that  what- 
ever that  responsibility  may  be,  it  must 
be  less  than  the  present  rei^nsibili^ 
which  rests  upon  him.  We  have  pro- 
posed that  the  consent  of  the  Chiiirskall 
be  necessary  for  the  application  of  the 
closure.  What  does  mat  mean?  It 
means  simply  that  the  Qiair  shall  be 
able  to  interfere  for  ^le  prev^ition  of 
abuse  by  the  Motion  for  cloeure  being 
made  in  order  merely  to  interrupt  the 
proceedings  of  the  House,  for  the  pre- 
vention of  surprise,  and  for  the  pro- 
tection of  minorities.  These  three  heads, 
I  venture  to  say,  comprise  all  the  cir- 
oumstances  under  which  the  interference 
of  the  Chair  can  be  required  by  our  pro- 
posal. Let  me  take  the  first  head--the 
prevention  of  abuse  of -the  Motion  for 
closure.  That  Question  has  been  alluded 
to  by  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Rossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartin|;- 
ton).  The  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin 
argued  that  his  proposal  for  a  propor- 
tionate majority,  if  carried  out,  would 
serve  the  purpose ;  but  it  would  not  pre- 
vent hon.  Members  from  interrupting 
the  proceedings  of  the  House.  [Bir. 
CoxTBTNEY :  I  proposod  to  limit  the  class 
who  could  put  the  Motion.]  It  is  true 
that  the  hon.  Member  limited  the  dass 
to  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  or  any  Mem- 
ber responsible  for  any  particular  Busi- 
ness before  the  House.  But  that  very 
proposal  was  made  by  one  of  the  Mem* 
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beiB  for  Lancaehtre  before  the  Select 
Gommittee.  It  was  amply  diecussed, 
and  it  was  aeg^tired ;  if  not  without  a 
BinaioD,  at  any  rate  by  an  enormous 
majotify.  The  Oommittee  felt  as  the 
Government  f  eel,  that  it  would  be  better 
to  place  all  Members  of  the  House  upon 
an  equality  in  this  matter,  and  to  give 
eaeh  Member  the  same  pririleges  as 

risessed  hy  a  Minister  of  the  Grown, 
do  not  belieTe  that  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bodnun  comes  to  propose 
his  saggeation,  if  he  does  propose  it — 
that  the  olosure  shall  only  be  appUoable 
on  the  Motion  of  certain  Members — he 
win  be  more  successful  than  was  the 
boa.  Member  who  proposed  it  in  the 
Committee.  Then  comes  the  question  of 
SDrprbe.  The  hon.  Member  &r  Bodmin 
said  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  essential 
tiiat  the  closure  should  be  applicable  at 
aay  moment.  That  is  not  my  view.  I  be- 
lieve myself  that  it  would  be  most  unf  or- 
tiuiate  if  the  closure  could  be  exercised 
in  the  way  in  which  the  hon.  Member 
suggesta.  I  agree  with  what  fell  last 
aight  from  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Haraourt),  that  almost  the  principal 
tlung  to  be  guarded  against  in  this 
matter  was  the  application  of  the  closure 
hy  snrprise.  That,  Sir,  is  amply  guarded 
•gainst  by  the  proposals  of  Her  Ma- 
jesfy's  €rovemment.  It  is  in  no  degree 
goaded  against  by  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bodmin,  because  his  closure 
by  a  proportionate  majority  may  be  put 
in  the  House  at  any  time.  There  is  an- 
other matter  to  which  tho  hon.  Member 
fcnr  Bodmin  referred — ^namely,  to  diffi- 
culties which  are  inherent  in  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  existing  Bule,  and  are  also 
included  in  tiie  Besolution  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qoveamment  as  to  the  closure  to- 
wards the  end  of  the  Session.  I  ^cimnot 
conceive  any  greater  abuse  than  would 
be  incurred  by  the  frequent  application 
cf  the  closure  in  the  month  of  August, 
when  the  Qovemment  would  have  a  cer- 
tain majority  in  this  House,  and  might 
fefce  through  the  House,  without  ample 
^cuasion,  measures  which,  if  not  of 
fost-rate,  were,  at  all  events,  of  con- 
ajderable  importance.  These  are  the 
three  points  in  which  the  Eesolution  is 
Mipeaior,  from  our  point  of  view,  to  the 
proportionate  majority  recommended  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin.  The  hon. 
Member  says  that  the  Committee  adopted 
the  proposal  of  a  proportionate  majority,  i 
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and  negattved  that  contained  in  the  Be- 
solution. No  doubt  they  did.  I  was 
responsible  for  proposing  the  precise 
fiffures  mentioned  m  the  Eesolution, 
which  was  negatived ;  and  wishing  to 
impose  some  limitation  on  the  exorcise 
of  the  closure,  I  joined  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  in  favour  of  a  propor- 
tionate majority.  But  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  proportionate  majority  will  have 
anything  like  the  same  chance  of  suooess 
in  this  House  as  the  figures  in  the  exist- 
ing Bule,  which  has  this  merit— ^from 
the  point  of  view  of  those  who  wished 
the  closure  to  be  applicable  by  the  ma- 
jority— that  when  the  numbers  on  either 
side  are  about  200,  the  closure  can  be 
applied  by  a  very  small  majority.  In 
1882  I  said  that  I  did  not  believe  that 
it  would  be  possible  in  fair  Party  fight- 
ing for  a  Oovenunent  to  put  down  an 
Opposition  by  the  imposition  of  the 
closure ;  that  the  Government  would 
know  too  well  what  use  would  be  made 
in  the  country  of  such  action  on  their 
part  by  the  Opposition,  and  that  the 
result  would  be  certain  vengeance 
upon  the  Qovernment  for  the  abuse  of 
their  powers.  That  is  my  opinion  still. 
Well,  Sir,  I  adhere  to  every  word  of 
that  still.  I  believe  that  it  is  important 
that  the  right  of  free  speech  should  be 
secured  to  minorities,  and  that  is  why 
we  have  adopted  a  proposal  which  re- 
quires the  consent  of  the  Chair  before 
the  closure  can  be  imposed;  and  also 
that  a  certain  proportion  of  votes  must 
be  given  in  favour  of  its  application. 
Beference  has  been  made  by  more  than 
one  Member  to  the  subject  of  devoiu- 
iion.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  go 
at  length  into  the  subject,  because  it  has 
been  Emitted  by  several  speakers  that 
the  Oovemment  were  justified  in  not 
attempting  to  propose  the  Besolutions 
which  were  only  half  adopted  by  the 
Select  Committee  last  year.  I  quite 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Bod- 
min that  this  question  cannot  be  settled 
definitely  without  the  adoption  of  some 
system  of  devolution  providing  that 
much  of  the  Business  now  done  in  this 
House  shall  be  performed  either  by  large 
Committees  of  the  House  or  by  Local 
Bodies  outside.  There  are,  however, 
two  important  points  to  be  borne  in 
mind  at  present.  We  must  not  over- 
strain the  powers  of  the  Members,  for 
if  we  do  the  result  will  be  that  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  country  will  be  badly  done. 
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This  is  why  I  belieTe  it  will  be  impos- 
sible to  establish  a  satisfactory  system 
of  derolution  until  the  House  has  been 
relieved  of  its  Private  Business.  The 
second  point  to  bear  in  mind  is  that 
Members  cannot  be  in  two  places  at 
once.  If  they  are  engap^ed  on  a  Grand 
Committee,  or  a  Select  Committee,  they 
cannot  be  taking  part  in  the  debates  of 
this  House.  But  it  would  be  perfectly 
possible,  under  the  Eules  now  proposed^ 
for  the  Grand  Committees  to  sit  in  the 
morning,  and  for  the  Members  consti- 
tuting them  to  attend  afterwards  the 
sittings  of  this  House.  The  cessation 
of  the  work  of  the  House  at  12.30  a.m. 
ought  to  enable  hon.  Members  to  begin 
Committee  work  rather  earlier  than  at 
present.  It  might  be  possiblci  without 
hardship,  for  Committees  to  begin  their 
work  at  1 1  o'clock.  They  would  then 
have  as  much  time  for  work  as  the 
Grand  Committees  had  two  years  ago. 
I  do  not  say  that  this  is  a  complete 
settlement  of  the  question ;  but  it  is  one 
which  can  be  adopted  with  advantage 
until  Members  can  be  relieved  of  the 
private  Business  of  this  House,  and 
until  a  more  comprehensive  scheme  can 
be  devised  for  devolving  upon  a  larger 
number  of  Committees  work  which  can 
be  properly  removed  from  the  House 
itself.  We  propose  these  Bules  without 
any  wish  to  force  them  upon  the  House, 
without  any  wish  to  use  the  majority 
which  a  Government  possesses  in  order 
to   compel   their   adoption.    We  have 

S laced  them  before  the  House  for  full 
iscussion  upon  their  merits,  with  a  sin- 
cere desire  to  consider  any  proposals 
that  hon.  Members  in  any  quarter  of 
the  House  may  make  for  their  amend* 
ment.  If  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothiui  (Mr.  Gladstone)  likes  to 
place  upon  the  Paper  some  proposal  for 
the  better  devolution  of  Business ;  if  we 
can  adopt  it  consistently  with  the  prin- 
ciples to  which  I  have  referred,  we  shall 
be  delighted  to  consider  it  with  a  view 
to  its  embodiment  in  the  Kules.  That 
is  the  spirit  in  which  we  approach  this 
matter,  and  in  which  it  has  been  ap- 
proached universally  by  the  House.  We 
all  agree  upon  the  principle;  we  all 
agree  that  it  is  desirable  to  make  this 
House  more  efiGlcient  in  the  conduct  of 
its  Business.  But  although  we  agree 
upon  the  principle,  we  do  not  by  any 
means  agree  upon  the  details  of  its 
application.    Is  not  that  a  reason  for 
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thinking  that  now  we  may  have  dis« 
cussed  the  priiusiple  sufficiently,  and  that 
we  had  better  turn  to  the  discussion  of 
the  separate  Bules?  I  would  ventare 
to  hope  that,  having  had  a  discussion 
for  two  niffhts  now  upon  the  general 
question  of  thB  Besolutions  which  we 
have  proposed — an  opportunity  baring 
been  afforded  to  hon.  Members  to  ex^ 
press  very  f uUv  their  vtewa  upon  the 
points  in  which  they  differ  from  our 
proposals  as  well  as  the  points  on  whidi 
they  agree  with  them — ^tfae  House  may 
now  be  allowed  to  proceed  with  the  dis- 
cussion, line  by  line,  of  the  first  Bule, 
in  order  to  see  what  shall  be  the  prae* 
tical  result  of  the  suggestions  made  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  am  sure  that 
there  has  been  nothing  vrfaatever  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  which  has  shown 
any  desire  to  obstruct  the  progress  of 
these  Bules;  I  believe  the  House  is 
anxious  to  get  to  their  discussion ;  and, 
therefore,  I  would  express  the  hope  that 
the  general  debate  may  now  be  con- 
cluded, and  the  consideration  of  the 
Bules  uriutim  entered  upon. 

Mb.  lane  (Cork  Co.,  E.) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  commenced  his  remarks  by  saying 
he  believed  all  sections  of  this  House 
have  now  come  to  the  opinion  that  it 
is  time  that  these  New  Bules  should  be 
adopted  for  the  conduct  of  the  Business 
of  this  House.  Well,  on  behalf  of  the 
section  of  the  Members  of  this  House 
with  whom  I  have  the  honour  to  act,  I 
must  say  we  have  not  yet  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  adoption  of  these,  or 
any  other,  Bules  is  necessary,  if  tiie  Go- 
vernment will  only  show  a  disposition  to 
treat  the  claims  of  the  country  we  repre- 
sent with  something  like  common  justice 
and  fair  play.  I  have  listened  to  a  great 
number  of  speeches  that  have  been  made 
since  this  debate  commenced,  and  I  have 
been  struck  by  the  singular  unanimity 
with  which  all  Members  have  avoided 
any  reference  whatever  to  the  causes 
which  led  to  the  introduction  of  these 
Bules  in  the  year  1882 ;  and  also  all  re- 
ference to  what  is  to  be  the  immediate 
use  to  which  the  Government  intend  to 
put  the  Bules  when  they  get  them 
passed.  It  is  a  matter  of  ancient  his- 
tory now  that  these  Bules  were  first 
adopted  in  1882,  by  the  Members  of 
Her  Majesty's  present  Opposition,  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  Irish  M^A' 
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bora  from  foroin^  on  the  Attention  of 
ike  House  and  the  BritiBh  people  that 
claim  for  Irieh  Home  Qovernment  which 
has  now  beoome  a  cardinal  point  of 
Liberal  policy.      I  can  very  well  under- 
stand, therefore,  why  the  Members  of 
Her  Majesty's  Opposition  did  not  care 
to  make  any  reference  to  the  cause  of 
the  iatrodaction  of  these  Hules.    What 
is  now  high  statesmanship  on  l^e  part 
of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
lor  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was 
then  rank  obstraction  on  the  part  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  &e  Oity  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).    I  do  not,  however, 
qaite  so  easily  understand  why  it  was 
liiat  the  right  hon.  Gen^eman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  in  in- 
trodueing  the  Bules  to  our  notice  yes- 
terday, did  not  make  the  slightest  refer- 
ence whatsoever  to  the  fact  that  there 
wassueh  a  Party  in  this  House  as  the 
Irish  Party,  or  sudi  a  question  before 
the  House  as  the  Question  of  the  crisis 
which  is  BOW  occurring  in  Ireland,  and 
which  should  be  dealt  with  somehow  or 
soother  by  this  Parliament.    The  right 
hon.  Gentiemaa  ne?er  made  the  slightest 
reference  to   our  existence  here;  but, 
though  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  the 
Lea&r  of  this  House,  he,  himself,  has 
got  a  Leader  in  the  Cabinet,  and  if  we 
did  not  hear  from  the  Leader  of  the 
House  when  introducing  the  Bules,  the 
purpose  to  which  they  are  immediately 
intended  to  be  put,  we  know   by  the 
reports  in  this  moroing's    newspapers 
that,  at  a  meeting  held  elsewhere,  the 
noble  Mazqaess  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
▼eroment  ffave  a  Tory  explicit  statement 
to  his  Followers  as  to  what  use  these 
^oeedure  Bules  should  be  put  to  imme- 
diately the  Government  got  possession 
of  ftem.    He  said  that  a  gpreat  many 
people  would  blame  the  Government  for 
not  having   suraressed   the  National 
league  in  Ireland,  and  would  say  that 
that  might  haye  been  done  long  before 
new.    The  noble  Marquess  did  net  say 
that  the  Govemment  were  reluctant  to 
sttppvess  the  National  League,  but  that 
they  had  not  suppressed  it  because  they 
were  not  in  possession  of  the  necessary 
le^l  laachinery  to  enable  them  to  do  it. 
He  supplemented  that  by  stating  that 
Its  expected  that,  immediately  the  Pro- 
eedvnre  Bules  were  passed,  the  coerdTe 
legislation  foreshadowed  by  the  Gbvem- 
neit  would  be  taken  in  hand,  that  it 
wedd  be   pushed  through   with   all 


celerity ;  and  that  directly  the  Govern** 
ment  got  the  Procedure  Kules,  he  and 
his  Colleagues  would  not  be  so  slow  in 
adopting  measures  dealiog  with  the  Na- 
tional League  and  kindred  institutions 
in  Ireland  in  the  future  as  they  had 
been  in  the  past.  That  was  a  very  fair 
and  straightforward  declaration  of  policy 
on  the  part  of  the  nob]e  Marquess ;  and 
I  think  if  his  Colleague,  the  Leader  of 
this  House,  had  been  as  straightforward 
in  his  declaration  in  introducing  these 
Besolutions  to  the  House,  perhaps  we 
should  not  have  seen  this  discussion  so 
much  confined  to  the  minute  details  of 
the  Procedure  Bules.  You  would  have 
had  the  wider  question  of  the  use  the 
Besolutions  are  to  be  put  to  discussed ; 
rather  than  the  technical  details,  which,^ 
in  my  opinion,  would  have  been  much 
better  discussed  when  the  separate 
Bules  came  under  consideration.  I,  as 
an  Irish  Member,  decline  to  discuss 
these  Procedure  Besolutions  on  techni- 
cal grounds.  We  came  to  the  conclusion 
last  night  that  this  first  debate  would 
have  a  general  scope,  and  I  understand 
that  general  scope  to  refer  as  much  to 
the  necessity  for  the  introduction  of 
these  Bules  at  all,  as  to  the  details 
of  them.      Other  Members  who  have 

E receded  me — ^in  fact,  the  majority  of 
on.  Members  who  have  spoken — have 
satisfied  themselves  with  the  discussion 
of  the  details  of  the  Bules.  As  a  Bepre- 
sentative  of  an  Irish  constituency,  I  pre- 
fer  to  discuss  this  question  from  the 
point  of  view  of  whether  there  is  any 
necessity  whatever  for  the  introduction 
of  these  Bules  into  Parliament  at  the 
present  moment.  I  will  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  though  these  Bules  were 
under  the  discussion  of  a  Committee  for 
some  time  last  year  and  the  year  before, 
it  was  not  necessary  to  introduce  them  in 
the  last  two  Sessions  of  Parliament.  It 
was  in  the  year  1885  that  for  the  first 
time,  owing  to  the  passing  of  theBepre« 
sentation  of  the  People  Act,  Ireland  wbls 
enabled  to  return  85  Members  fairly 
representing  the  country.  I  am  free  to 
admit  that  when  we,  who  were  then 
elected,  came  over  to  this  House  for  the 
first  time,  we  did  not  enter  within  the 
portals  of  this  House  animated  with  the 
most  friendly  feelings  either  towards 
this  House  itself  or  towards  what  are 
called  its  traditions.  I  would  go  further 
and  say  that  we  came  over  here  rather 
with  very  hostile  feelings  towards  the 
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House  and  its  Rules  and  traditions, 
which  in  our  opinion  had  been  always, 
hitherto  marked  towards  the  disadvan- 
tage rather  than  to  the  benefit  of  the 
people  we  claim  to  represent.  But 
though  those  were  our  feelings  when  we 
entered  into  this  House,  I  would  remind 
the  House  that  we  were  not  very  many 
weeks  hero  when  we  learnt  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  enter- 
tained the  idea  of  introducing  legislation 
for  the  purpose  of  remedying  the  griev- 
ances we  suffered  under  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  discussing  the  Question  be- 
fore the  House  in  any  sense.  He  is  not 
speaking  to  the  Resolutions  either  in 
their  individual  or  collective  capacity. 

Mr.  lane  :  I  was  trying  to  show, 
with  great  deference  to  your  ruling,  Sir, 
why  it  is  I  hold  that  if  the  Government 
had  introduced  at  the  beginning  of  this 
Session  a  policy  or  anything  like  fair 
justice  to  Ireland,  there  would  be  no 
necessity  for  introducing  these  Rules  or 
Procedure  for  the  purpose  of  gagging 
the  Irish  Representatives ;  because,  Sir, 
if  you  have  followed  the  remarks  I  have 
made  up  to  the  present 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
have  told  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  is 
not  speaking  relevantly,  and  if  I  have  to 
interrupt  him  again  I  shall  be  obliged  to 
take  stronger  measures. 

Mb.  L/&mE:  I  rose.  Sir,  simply  to 
state  to  this  House  that  I  did  not  think 
that  there  was  any  necessity  whatever 
for  the  introduction  of  these  Rules  of 
Procedure ;  and  I  desire  to  show  if  I  may 
be  allowed  to  do  so  by  the  ruling  of  the 
Ohair,  that  if  the  l&ish  Members  see 
that  they  are  about  to  receive  anything 
like  fair  play  from  the  present  Govern- 
ment, there  will  be  no  Members  more 
likely  to  study  the  economy  of  time,  or  to 
conform  to  the  Rules  of  the  House,  than 
the  hon.  Members  who  have  accompanied 
me  here  to  represent  86  constituencies  in 
Ireland.  That  was  what  I  was  trying  to 
show  at  the  time  you,  Sir,  called  my 
attention  to  the  fact  that  I  was  wander- 
ing from  the  subject  before  the  House. 
If  1  so  wandered  I  can  assure  you  it  was 
quite  unintentional  and  without  the 
slightest  desire  to  depart  from  the  sub- 
ject under  discussion  at  the  present  tao* 
ment.  When  the  Irish  Representatives 
saw  last  year  that  they  were  about  to  re- 
ceive a  measure  of  justice  they  practically 
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effaced  themselves  for  the  time  being. 
During  the  whole  of  the  discussions  o£ 
last  year  except  where  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  them  to  do  so,  there  was 
no  such  thing  as  obtrusive  intervention 
in  the  debates  on  the  part  of  the  Iriih 
Members.  "Well,  we  fully  recognize 
that  we  oould  not  expect  Her  Majesfy^g 
Gt>vernment,  elected  as  they  were  at  the 
General  Election  of  last  year,  to  come 
down  to  this  House  now  prepared  with 
a  policy  similar  to  that  whioh  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  foar  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  introduced—* 
Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  direct  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  discontinue  his  speech 
in  consequence  of  continued  irrelevancy. 

The  hon.  Member  accordingly  re- 
sumed his  seat. 

Mb.  BRYOE  (Aberdeem,  8.) :  It  is  not 
unnatural  that  uie  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  should  desire  that 
we  should,  as  soon  as  possible,  get  into 
the  discussion  of  the  several  Resolutions 
themselves ;  and,  therefore,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  shall  do  my  best  to  maJce 
my  remarks  as  brief  as  possible.  But  I 
am  anxious  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
calling  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to  omissions  in  the  Code  of  Procedure 
which  they  have  introdueed.  One  of 
these  omissions  is  that  absenoe  of  a  com* 

Elete  scheme  of  devolution  whioh  has 
een  already  adverted  to  \  and  another, 
which  has  been  referred  to  by  no  hon. 
Member  who  has  yet  spoken  except  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Shields  (Mr. 
J.  0.  Stevenson),  is  the  absence  of 
any  provision  for  better  using  that  part 
of  the  time  of  the  House  which  is 
devoted  to  private  Members'  Bills. 
Owing  to  the  abnormal  condition  of 
things  which  has  prevailed  of  late  yearsi 
the  Government  having  in  several  Ses- 
sions taken  most  of  the  time  of  private 
Members,  hon.  Members  may  have  for- 
gotten—  new  Members  especially  may 
have  forgotten — that  private  Members 
ought  to  have  three  days  of  the  week  for 
for  the  transaction  of  their  Business— 
namely,  Tuesdays,  Wednesdays,  and 
part  of  Fridays.  Now,  it  is  notorious 
that  the  time  given  to  private  Memr 
bers  in  the  last  Parliament  or  two  has 
been  of  little  use  for  the  purpose  of 
legislation.  The  number  of  private 
Members  who  balloted  for  opportunities 
to  carry  forward  Bills  at  t^e  oeginniog 
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of  tbe  present  Session  was  nearer  200 
than  100 — it  certainly  exceeds  150.  And, 
of  course,  the  more  numerous  the  Pri- 
▼ate  Members'  Bills  are  the  less  chance 
is  there  for  any  particular  Bill  getting 
such  a  place  in  the  Ballot  as  will  afford 
the  opportunity  of  fair  discussion.  The 
Honse  has  had  to  choose  between  a 
sjstem  of  choice  and  one  of  chance,  and 
in  regard  to  priyate  Members'  Bills  it 
has  adopted  the  latter  system.  Govern- 
ment Business  is  ordered  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  choice,  that  is  to  say.  Ministers 
are  permitted  to  arrange  their  business 
as  they  think  best ;  but  private  Members 
have  to  trust  to  the  chance  of  the  Ballot, 
irhether  the  questions  they  wish  to  bring 
forward  for  discussion  are  important  or 
not.  Of  the  Wednesdays  many  are  taken 
up  by  the  Q-overnment,  and  tbe  chances 
of  private  Members'  are  thus  further 
reduced.  Some  few  Bills,  no  doubt, 
coming  out  early  on  the  Ballot,  obtain 
^scussion,  perhaps,  even  second  read- 
ing, but  they  are  not  necessarily  the 
Bms  which  the  House  cares  most  to 
discuss.  It  is  the  fashion  to  speak 
Ughtly  of  prrvate  Members'  Bills,  and 
to  say  that  all  the  important  legislation 
of  the  country  should  come  from  the 
Government.  In  my  opinion,  however, 
private  Members'  Bills  represent  a  very 
important  embodiment  of  public  opinion. 
They  are  the  means  by  which  subjects 
ti»at  are  much,  in  the  minds  of  our  con- 
B^tuents  can  be  brought  forward  and 
tested  by  discussion.  It  is  all  very  well 
to  say  that  the  Press  and  the  platform 
furnish  sufficient  machinery  for  this  pur- 

S}8e,  but  a  single  day's  discussion  of  a 
ill  brought  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  a  practical  shape  is  worth  many 
newspaper  articles  and  hundreds  of  plat- 
fiyrm  speeches.  If  the  House  were  in 
lius  way  to  secure  a  discuobion  of  matters 
wh^h  are  really  important,  and  not 
merely  of  the  subject  which  the  Ballot 
hripgs  up,  it  would  render  very  con- 
siderable service  to  the  public.  There 
are,  no  doubt,  large  and  important 
questions  —  questions  of  great  com- 
plexity —  which  must  be  left  to  the 
Qovemment  of  the  day ;  but  over  and 
above  this  there  are  a  great  many  ques- 
tions out  of  which  no  great  political 
ca^utal  can  be  made,  and  which,  there- 
fore, it  is  mot  worth  the  while  of  the 
Sovemment  to  take  them  up,  but  which 
it  is  vorth  tbe  while  of  the  House  to 
fake  up  on  the  proposition  of  a  private 


Member.  If  we  look  over  the  legislation 
of  the  last  40  years  up  to  the  time  when 
the  practice  of  blocking  became  general, 
we  shall  see  that  during  many  years  a 
great  deal  of  the  most  useful  work  of 
the  House  has  been  done  by  private 
Members'  Bills.     A  great  many  small 
amendments    of    the   law    and    small 
administrative  questions  affecting    the 
social  welfare  of  the  people  have  been 
carried  by  private  Members'  Bills.     I 
should  like  to  see  the  time  of  the  House 
devoted  to  private  Members'  Bills  given 
usefully,  and  not  wasted  upon  fads  or 
trivial  questions  that  are  very  often  mere 
crotchets.    It  should  be  given  to  those 
questions  in  which  Members  and  their 
constituents  feel  a  real  interest.    There 
is,    for    instance,    the  question  which 
the    hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Shields  has  so  properly  referred 
to— namely,  the  Liquor  Traffic   Ques- 
tion, which  has  been  hanging  round  the 
neck  of  this  House,  so  to  speak,   for 
many  years.  That  should  be  dealt  with, 
and  also  the  question  of  the  amendment 
of   the  Commons  and  Enclosure  Acts, 
which  has  been  before  Parliament  for 
the  past  seven  years,  and  which  very 
nearly  touches  the  interests  of  the  poor, 
but  which  we  have  not  had,   during 
these  seven  Sessions,  an  opportunity  of 
discussing,  for  the  reason  that  it  has 
always  come  out  so  low  in  the  Ballot. 
Several  plans  have  been  suggested  to 
meet  the  difficulty  of  making  a  judicious 
selection  among  private  Members'  Bills. 
It  has  been  thought  that  the  object  in 
view  might  be  attained  b^  giving  a 
preference  to  those  Bills  m  which  a 
considerable  number  of  Members  are 
interested,  as,  for  instance,  by  allowing 
Members  to  subscribe  their  names  to 
Bills,  and  thus  to  show  their  preference 
for  particular  meeuiures,  so  as  to  enable 
them  to  obtain  a  better  position  on  the 
Order  Book.    It  has  also  been  proposed 
that  some  Bills  should  be  taken  as  what 
are  termed  short  Bills— that  is,  with  a 
strict  limitation  on  the  length  of  the 
speeches  to  be  made  for  and  against 
them ;  and  I  trust  the  Government  will 
be  able,  in  the  course  of  the  debate  on 
the  new  Rules,  to  give  attention  to  this 
matter.    I  draw  their  attention  to  the 
subject  in  order  to  urge  upon  them  the 
desirability  of  selecting  from  the  plans 
suggested  that  which  has  the  greatest 
promise  of  usefulness.    The  matter  is 
well  deserving  of  consideration,  and  will 
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become  more  important  as  the  prin- 
ciple of  devolution  is  extended.  With 
regard  to  the  Eulo  of  Closure,  I  approve 
of  the  initiative  in  putting  it  in  force 
being  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Speaker  and  given  to  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  or  a  Member  in  charge  of  a  Bill. 
I  cannot  ap^ove,  however,  of  what 
seems  to  be  the  desire  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  take  a  greater  advantage  of  the 
judicial  functions  of  the  Speaker.  I  re- 
gard so  highly  the  traditional  impar- 
tiality of  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  do  not  wish 
the  House  to  do  anything  to  imperil  it 
in  the  slightest  degree.  I  believe  the 
Qovemment  is  now  entering  upon  a 
course  which  will  imperil  that  judici8tl 
character  which  the  Speaker's  Office  has 
hitherto  maintained,  but  of  which  the 
imposition  of  these  new  liabilities  may 
deprive  it.  No  doubt  what  they  pro- 
pose will  make  the  Bule  easier  of  ap- 
plication, and,  so  far,  the  change  will 
be  for  the  better ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  the  requirement  of  consent  on  the 
part  of  the  Chair  will,  when  that  con- 
sent is  given,  associate  the  Chair  ?nth 
the  action  of  the  Party  seeking  the 
closure  ;  will  create  an  impression  of 
complicity  between  the  Chair  and  one 
Party,  and  will  inevitably  bring  the 
Speaker  into  the  political  arena.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  true  check  upon 
the  misuse  of  the  closure  is  not  to  be 
found  in  any  of  the  safeguards  proposed 
by  the  (Government,  but  in  the  action 
of  public  opinion.  Both  many  leading 
Members  and  the  officials  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  in  Washington,  where 
the  closure  is  constantly  used,  and  where 
it  is  regarded  as  practically  indispen- 
sable to  the  oondaot  of  business,  have 
informed  me  that,  substantially,  it  is 
not  abused ;  that  it  certainly  does  not 
operate  to  facilitate  tyranny  over  mi« 
norities;  but  they  add  that  the  great 
safeguard  against  its  abuse  is  found  in 
the  expression  of  public  opinion.  I  do 
not  cite  the  case  of  the  House  of  Be- 
presentatives  as  one  from  which  we  can 
learn  much,  for  its  circumstances,  its 
work,  its  composition,  are  very  different 
from  those  of  this  House.  I  refer  to  it 
only  for  the  purpose  of  remarking  that 
there,  where  closure  is  of  oonstaiit  ap- 
plication, the  only  and  sufficient  check 
on  abuse  is  found  in  the  fear  of  public 
displeasure.  So  in  this  country,  also, 
the  sense  of  fair  play  on  the  part  of 
the  public  will  be  an  ample,  and  the 

Mr.  Br^€4 


only  adequate^  ^feguard  againsi  the 
tyrannical  use  of  the  closing  power  by 
majorities  to  silence  minorities. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  listened  with  some  sur* 
prise  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  Bryce).  I  was  at  Washington  a 
few  weeks  ago,  and  I  endeavonred  to 
ascertain  what  is  the  opioioaof  the  inde- 
pendent Members  of  Congress  in  regard 
to  the  working  of  the  closure  there. 
The  complaint  made  daily  ia  America 
by  the  Press  is  that  the  closure  is  abusei 
in  the  Congress  at  Washington.  When 
a  debate  takes  place  in  Congress,  the 
Whips  of  the  Parties  arrange  with  tiie 
Speaker,  behind  the  backs  of  Members, 
who  are  to  be  the  speakers,  and  undec 
that  system  ihe  independent  Members 
have  no  chance  whatever  of  oxpressii^ 
their  views.  There  is  this  sort  of  safety 
valve  to  the  abuse  of  the  closure  at 
Washington — ^namely,  that  if  an  inde- 
pendent Member  rises  to  speak,  by  a 
technical  Motion  in  the  House  the  speech 
is  laid  on  the  Table.  The  speech  has 
not  been  listened  to,  or  the  arguments 
contained  in  it  controverted ;  but  it  ia 
printed,  and  a  large  number  of  cofnes 
of  it  are  supplied  by  Congress  for  dis- 
tribution amongst  the  Members'  con- 
stituents. That  is  the  result  of  an 
abuse  of  the  closure  in  the  Washington 
CoDg^ress.  As  to  the  people  oi  America 
taking  a  large  interest  in  what  takes 
place  in  the  Congress,  the  fact  is  that 
the  reports  of  the  proceedings  in  the 
newspapers  occupy  only  20,  30,  or  60 
lines.  The  whole  of  the  popular  interest 
in  America  is  really  centred  in  the  State 
Legislatures,  where  all  the  afEairs  of  the 
State  are  managed.  The  oase  cited  by 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bryce),  as  a 
reason  why  the  cloture,  as  proposed  in 
this  Keeolution,  should  be  not  only  in* 
troduoed  here,  but  that  it  should  he 
strengthened  by  further  legislation,  falls 
absolutely  to  the  ground^  from  the  fasti 
have  j  ust  stated.  Personally,  I  am  qaite 
in  sympathy  with  the  object  of  the  Leader 
of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) in  hrisg- 
ing  in  these  Bules.  The  acceleration  of 
Business  I  quite  agree  with;  but  the 
method  adopted  seems  to  me  to  be  ut- 
teriy  futile.  It  is  quite  clear  that  the 
object  is  to  put  down  what  is  commonly 
known  in  the  House  as  Obstruction. 
Obstruction  has  been  practised  in  Par* 
liament  by  every  Party.    To  pass  these 
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Boles  to  pot  down  Obstraction,  anybody 
with  two  or  three  years'  experience  in 
the  House  must,  after  a  few  moments' 
consideration,  agree  with  me  when  I  say 
it  is  completely  futile.  If  you  give  me 
a  doeen  Members  who  will  do  as  I  tell 
tbem— [^  Utugh.']  Perhaps  it  is  pre- 
somptooos  of  me  to  put  myself  in  the 
position  of  a  Leader ;  bnt  if  I  had  a 
dozen  Members  who  would  speak  when 
I  desired  upon  the  subjects  I  asked  them 
to  q>eak  upon,  I  would  drive,  as  we  say 
in  my  country,  a  coach  and  six  through 
all  year  Bulee.  I  will  show  you  how  it 
is  done.  [^LauffkUr.']  I  am  speaking 
qaite  seriously  on  the  subject.  Let  us 
take  the  case  of  the  Private  Business  of 
the  House.  There  are  firequently  six  or 
BSTon,  perhaps  a  dozen,  Private  Bills  set 
down  for  consideration.  Upon  any  one 
of  these  Bills  any  Member  is  entitled 
to  speak,  and  no  Speaker  would  venture 
to  prevent  a  Member  exercising  such  a 
right  There  is  not  one  Private  Bill 
whieh  does  not  raise  questions  of  con- 
siderable importance.  Only  the  other 
day,  I  raised   an  important    question 

2 ICQ  a  Private  Bill,  and  though  my 
otion  was  only  discussed  for  three- 
quarters  of   an    hour,   it  was    passed 
imaotmously.     Again,  take  the  Orders 
of  the  Day.     There  are  often  as  many 
as  40  Orders  of  the  Day.    Any  Member 
can  speak  upon  every  one  of  them,  and 
no  Speaker  would  prevent  a  Member 
speaking  on  every  one,  so  long  as  the 
rsinarks  he  made  were  pertinent  to  the 
sabjeet.     But  as  the  Sules  are  to  be 
passed,  all  I  can  say  is,  let  them  be 
tried.  I  hope  they  will  succeed.    There 
is  another  point  to  which  I  wish  to  draw 
attention,  and  liiat  is  what  I  suppose 
will  be  called  the  2  o'clock  Rule.    The 
Government  propose  that  the  Business 
of  the  House  would    commence  at  2 
o'clock.    Now,  if  we  consider  what  the 
composition  of  the  House  is,  we  shall 
find  that  the  large  majority  of  Members 
lia?e  some  private  occupation— they  are 
after  professional  or  commercial  men, 
and  to  ask  either  professional  or  com- 
mercial men  to  attend  in  the  House  at 
2  o'clock    is  virtually  to  ask  them  to 
c^Nmdon  ^eir  business.  No  commercial 
man  can  safely  leave  his  business  until 
after  banking  hours,  until  after  half-past 
^   Professional  men  are  in  much  the 
vune  position;   and,  therefore,  if  the 
piopoaal  to  meet  at  2  o'clock  is  agreed 

YOL.  OCOXI.    [thikd  sbbibs.] 


to,  the  result  will  inevitably  be  to  throw 
back  the  representation  into  the  hands 
of  the  moneyed  classes  and  the  idle 
classes.  [**0h,  oh!"]  I  do  not  use 
that  phrase  discourteously;  I  wish  I 
was  a  moneyed  man  mvselr.  I  hope  the 
Leader  of  the  Hodse  will  take  this  point 
into  his  serious  consideration  before  it 
comes  up  for  settlement.  It  mnst  be  borne 
in  mind  that  Members  have  Oommittees 
to  attend,  and  that  it  is  hard  enough,  at 
the  present  time,  for  those  who  are  on  a 
Committee  or  Gommission  to  find  any 
time  at  all  for  their  private  business. 
If,  in  addition  to  attending  Committees 
and  Commissions,  you  ask  Members 
to  come  here  at  2  o'clock,  you  ask 
that  which  is  simply  impossible.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  Government  will  have 
possession  of  the  House  from  2  o'clock 
until  4  every  day,  and  will  have  it  in 
their  power  to  rush  measures  through 
without  any  interference  on  the  part  of 
men  who  have  had  large  and  long  expe- 
rience in  commercial  and  business 
matters.  Is  it  poesible  to  adopt  such  a 
Eule  with  any  liEiimess  to  men  who  are 
engaged  in  commercial  pursuits  ?  It  is 
just  possible  that  the  alteration  would 
result  in  the  oreaniring  of  a  system  of 
Obstruction  which  will  keep  the  Business 
dilly-dallying  from  2  till  4  o'clock,  at 
which  time  Business  men  can  come  down 
to  the  House. 

Mn.  FLYNN(Cork,  N.) :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  beg  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (i/r.  Ffynn.) 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that,  at  this  hour  of  the  night 
(12.26),  it  is  hardly  fair  that  the  debate 
should  be  adjourned.  A  general  dis« 
cussion  has  been  taken  for  the  purpose 
of  eliciting  information  with  reg^ard  to 
the  scope  of  the  Bules.  A  general  dis- 
cussion was  not  allowed  in  1882,  and  it 
was  only  taken  now  in  the  hope  that  it 
would  save  the  time  of  the  House ;  when 
we  come  to  deal  with  the  proposals  in 
detail,  I  think  the  feeling  of  the  House 
will  be  that  this  discussion  has  lasted 
long  enough,  and  that  we  should  now 
proceed  to  the  conrideration  of  the 
Amendments  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Oalway  (Col.  Nolan), 

0  ISeamd  Night']        , 
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have  given  Notice.  I  trust  the  hon. 
Qentlemaa  opposite  (Mr.  Flynn)  will 
withdraw  his  Motion  for  adjournment, 
and  that  we  may  be  allowed  to  proceed 
with  the  real  Business  which  is  before 
the  House. 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  must 
confess  that  for  two  reasons,  I  acn 
greatly  surprised  at  the  way  the  Motion 
of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Flynn)  has  been 
encountered.  The  first  reason  is  that 
everyone  admits  we  are  engaged  in  dis- 
cussing a  very  oom|^rehensive  and  far- 
reaching  8chen»e.  This  is  only  the 
second  night  which  has  been  devoted  to 
its  consideration,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  has  reminded  us 
that  the  consideratioa  of  a  somewhat 
similar  JRule,  proposed  a  few  years  ago, 
occupied  19  sittings.  The  seooad  reason 
is,  that  I  am  informed  that  some  hours 
ago,  the  Gt>vemmeat  agreed,  with  a  very 
important  Member  of  the  House,  to  o<m- 
sent  to  the  adjournm^it  to-night,  pro- 
vided there  was  no  efiSort  made  to  ezt^dd 
the  debate  beyond  to-morrow. 

Mm.  W.  H.  SMITH :  On  the  distinct 
understanding  that  the  general  discus- 
sion be  cloaed  to-morrow,  I  shall  not 
oppose  the  Motion  for  Adjournment  No 
indication  of  that  charaoter,  however, 
was  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Flynn). 

Mb.  SEXTON :  I  beUeve  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was 
already  aware  that  on  these  Benches 
there  was  no  desire  to  extend  the  debate 
beyond  to-morrow.  Certainly,  so  far  as 
the  Irish  Members  are  concerned,  there 
is  no  desire  to  prolong  the  debate  beyond 
to-morrow. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Then  I  consent 
to  the  adjournment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

I>eh9i,iefurthradfour$udtiii  To-morrow. 
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MOTIONS. 


POST  OFFICE  MAIL  COKTRACT  (HIGH- 

LAND  FISHERIES  COMPANY,  LIMITED.) 

BESOLUTION. 

Db.  OLABK  (Caithness):  I  ^ould 
like  to  know  from  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jack- 

JbTr.  TT.  B.  Smith 


son),  whether  it  is  not  possible  for  an 
arrangement  to  be  made,  whereby  the 
mail  train  at  night  can  run  rightthrough. 
At  present,  travellers  have  to  wait  two 
hours  at  Stirling  before  they  can  go  on 
to  Oban. 

The  SECEETARY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds.  N.): 
There  have  been  negotiations  prooeeding 
with  the  view  of  improving  the  train 
accommodation,  and  I  believe  they  re- 
sulted in  an  additional  service  of  trains. 

Orderfd,  That  the  Contract  with  the  High- 
land  fisheries  Company,  Limited,  for  ttie  oon- 
veyanoe  of  Mailii  between  Oban,  Ooll«  Tyree, 
Bim,  and  Loch  Boisdale,  ho  approved.— -(ITr. 
Jackson.) 

COUNTY  00UBT8  (bXPENSBS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jackson,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Acts  relating  to  County  Courts  so  ^r  as  regards 
the  payment  of  certain  expenses  connected  with 
County  Courts,  ordered  to  oe  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Jackson,  Mr.  Attorney  Genial,  and  Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell. 

BiWprtHHted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  177.] 

SANrrARY  REOlSTRATIOSr  OP    BTJILDmOS 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lacaita,  Bill  to  provide  for 
the  Sanitary  Kenstration  of  Buildings,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Lacaita,  Dr.  Farquhar- 
son.  Sir  Gayer  Hunter,  Dr.  Cameron,  and  Sir 
Henry  Jitoscoe. 

miprnmted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  17S.] 

MEBCHANDISE   (FBAUBULBNT    HA&KS) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mundella,  BiH  to  amend 
and  consolidate  the  Law  relatiog  to  the  fraudu- 
lent marking  of  Merchandise,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Mundella,  Mr.  Aoland,  Sir 
Charles  Bussell,  Mr.  Bernard  Coleridge,  Sir 
Frederick  Mappin,  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  and 
Mr.  Henry  Wilson. 
Bill  presnHed,  and  read  the  first  time.  [  BiH  1 7^.  ] 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes 
before  One  o*dock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Wednisdaif,  23rd  Feiruary,  1887. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bill  —  mthdratpn 
Free  Libraries  Acts  Consolida;tion*  C^I^]* 
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ORDER    OF  TOE  DAY. 


BUSIVESS  OF  THE  BOVHE  (RULBS  OF 
PROCBDUBE)— RULE  1  (CLOSURE  OF 
BKBATE).  -RESOLUTION. 

ADJOUKKED  DSBAT2.      [tHIED  KIOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resumiDg  Adjourned 
Pebate  on  Queation, 

''That,  at  any  time  after  a  Question  has  been 
pBoposed,  a  Motion  may  be  made,  if  the  consent 
o£  the  Chair  has  been  proviousiy  obtained, 
'  That  the  Qoeetion  be  now  pat.'  Such  Motion 
Bhall  be  put  forthwith,  and  decided  without 
Amendment  or  Debate. 

"When  the  Motion  'That  the  Question  be 
now  put,'  has  been  carried,  and  the  Question 
consequent  thereon  has  been  decided,  any  fur- 
ther Motion  may  be  made  (the  consent  of  the 
Chair  having  bean  previously  obtained)  which 
iDsy  be  requisite  to  bring  to  a  decision  any 
Qaestion  already  proposed  from  the  Chair ;  and 
also  if  a  Clause  be  then  under  considbration,  a 
MoUoA  may  be  made  (with  the  consent  of  the 
Chair  as  aforeaaid)  That  the  Question,  That  the 
Clause  stand  part,  or  be  added  to  the  Bill,  be 
now  put.  Such  Motions  shall  be  put  forthwith, 
and  decided  without  Amendment  or  Debate. 

"Provided  always.  That  Questions  for  the 
Closure  of  Debate  shall  not  be  decided  in  the 
affirmative,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  unless  it 
shall  appeu'  by  the  numbers  declared  from  the 
C%air,  that  snch  Motion  was  supported  by  more 
tfaaa  Two  Hundred  Members,  or  was  opposed 
by  less  than  Forty  Members,  and  supported  by 
more  ihan  Ono  Hundred  Members."  —  {Mr, 
WilHam  Hmry  Smith.) 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 

Me.  FLYNN  (CJork,  N.):  I  cannot 
Iiope  to  speak  upon  this  question  if  ith 
the  same  authority  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Bodmin  Dirision  of  Cornwall 
(Ur.  Courtney)  who,  as  a  Parliamentary 
mechmic,  addfeseed  the  House  last 
night.  My  experience  has  not  been 
suS&ciently  long  to  constitute  me  an  .au- 
thority in  any  respect,  and  I  venture  to 
say  that  I  only  approach  the  considera- 
tion of  these  Bules  of  Procedure  as  a 
Parliamentary  apprentice  who  has 
watched  the  work  done  in  this  House 
carefully  and  closely  since  I  had  the 
honour  of  becoming  a  Member.  It  may 
be  considered  something  presumptuous 
for  a  comparatiTely  young  Membeir— 
making  on  a  subject  so  technical  as 
this— to  preface  his  obserrations  by  the 
itatement  that  ho  intends  to  take  an 


entirely  different  line  from  that  which 
has  been  taken  by  hon.  and  right  hon. 
(Gentlemen  who  have  spoken  from  the 
Front  Benches.  I  conceive,  Sir,  that  in 
this  important  matter — the  question  of 
erforming  the  Procedure  of  this  House 
— Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  are  alto- 
gether pursuing  a  wrong  tack  ;  that 
they  have,  so  to  speak,  failed  to  diagnose 
correody  the  case  that  has  been  laid  be*^ 
fere  them,  and,  therefore,  that  the 
remedies  which  they  prescribe  will  be 
utteriy  ineffectual  to  bring  about  any- 
thing like  a  restoration  to  a  healthy 
state.  Taking  the  plans  of  the  Qorem* 
ment  as  a  whole,  I  think  they  not  un- 
naturally divide  themselves  into  different 
heads.  I  will  not  take  them  in  the  same 
order  as  the  Qovernment,  who  com- 
menced with  closure.  I  will  take  first 
the  arrangement  of  our  working  hours, 
and  the  working  time  of  the  House; 
then  the  important  question  of  the  devo- 
lution of  Business,  and,  thirdly,  the  clo- 
sure, or  the  restriction  of  debate.  The 
Gkyvernment  have  put  the  last  and  tiie 
least  essential  of  these  questions  at  the 
forefront  of  their  propositions.  They 
have  looked  upon  the  least  as  the 
greatest,  and  they  hare  altogether  failed 
to  estimate  accurately  the  gravity  of  the 
position  with  which  they  hare  to  deal. 
Consequttitly,  the  remedies  they  propose 
fail  to  carry  out  their  intentions.  Taking 
first  the  Bules  of  Procedure,  as  they 
relate  to  the  working  hours  of  the  House, 
I  maintain  that  the  House  should  set 
itself  earnestly  to  consider  by  what 
means  it  <»n  improve  the  arrangement 
of  the  working  hours — ^by  what  means  it 
can  reform  the  present  system  under 
which  such  a  continuous  waste  of  time 
goes  on.  If,  in  addition  to  that,  the 
House  can  make  a  large,  and,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
stated,  a  frank  and  full  system  of  devo- 
lution, I  believe  there  would  be  no 
necessity  whatever  for  the  third  part  of 
the  programme  which  the  Government 
have  put  first,  and  no  necessity  what- 
ever for  the  Bule  which  refers  to  closure. 
I  think  they  would  have  been  better 
engaged  at  the  present  moment  in 
repeiuing  the  Standing  Order  of  1882 
in  regard  to  dosure  than  in  endea" 
vonxing  at  the  present  time  to  make  it 
more  stringent.  With  regard  to  the 
important  question  of  the  arrangement 
of  the  working  hours  of  the  Mouse, . 

0  2  {Third  mghi.^Kj^^ 


d91 


S^mimi^f 


{COMMONS} 


iheSouMi 


StS 


I  find  that,  praeikslly  flptaldng,  imdar 
present  anrangemeots,  this  House  worics 
on  Mondays,  Taeedays,  Thuradaya,  and 
Fridays  for  about  foar-and-a*half  hours 
on  each  day.    It  is  possible,  by  a  slight 
alteration  of  the  Boles  which  the  Go- 
vernment propose  to  introduce,  to  make 
a  working  day  of  eight  hours.    At  pre- 
sent the  House  meets  at  a  ouarter  to 
4 ;  then  we  hare  prayers,  followed  by 
the  consideration  of  Private  Bills,  and 
Questions  and  Notices  of  Motion ;  and 
finally  we  reach  the  debate  on  whaterer 
subject  of  magnitude  or  importance  that 
is  liefore  the  House.    But,  Sir,  for  ^ 
practical  nurposes^for  the  conaidera- 
ti<m  of  all  great  questions  of  legisla- 
tion— ^I  maintain  that  this  House  sits 
for  only  fbur-and-a-half  hours  a-day; 
and  it  is  perfectly  impossible,  without 
throwing  an  undue  amount  ci  labour 
<m  hon.  Members  of  the  House,  to  make 
seoore  a  working  day  of  eight  hours. 
In  regard  to  my  contention  that  this 
House  works  for  only  four-and-a-half 
hours  a-day,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  statement 
which  I  am  about  to  make.  This  House 
meets  at  a  quarter  to  4,  and  after  you 
have  taken  the  Ohair,  Sir,  whatever  Pri- 
vate Business  is  on  the  Paper  is  disposed 
of.    Under  any  well  ordered  system  of 
devolution,  a  large  amount  of  that  Pri- 
vate Business  could  be  delegated   to 
Committees,  or  done  elsewhere.    I  will 
not  venture  to  suggest  how  it  is  to  be 
done;  but  we  are  all  agreed  that  it 
could  be  dcme.    By  the  time  Notices 
of  Motion  and  Questions    have  been 
disposed    of,    half-past    6  has    been 
reached.    The  debate  then  oommencest 
and  practically  ceases  at  half-past  7.    I 
know  that  the  House  continues  sitting ; 
bat  what  I  maintain  is  that  practically 
it  does  no  work.    A  great  deiu  ai  stress 
has  been  laid  on  the  fact  that  our  de- 
bates are  lons^.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  this  House  (Mr.  W 
H.  Smith)  said  in  regard  to  this  impor* 
tant  question,  that  on  ^e  very  last  de- 
bate of  any  importance  we  had — namely, 
the  debate  upon  the  Address — we  spent 
1 6  or  17  days.    Why  is  that  ?    It  is  be- 
cause none  of  the  big  guns  on  the  Front 
Benches  will  speak  while  the  House  is 
empty.    If  you  had  a  proper  business- 
like syatem-*^the  House  meeting  at  a 
certain  hour,  having  a  proper  and  a  de« 
finite  dinner  hour— it  might  be  made 
to  work  oontinuously  from  3  o'olodc  to 

JTr.  F^n 


half-past  7,  then  adjourn  for  an  hour 
for  dinner,  and  resuming  at  half-psst 
8,  carry  on  the  debate  untU  half-past  12, 
so  t^t  you  would  really  have  eight- 
and-a-half  business  hours.  If  the  House 
sat  for  a  shorter  time,  but  not  eoDtimi« 
ously,  we  might  not  have  so  many  sub- 
jects; but  we  should  neverthdess  get 
through  a  far  larger  amount  of  wc^, 
and  no  body  of  hon.  Members  would 
lay  themselves  open  to  the  charge  of  ob* 
struction.  I  would  ask,  in  connectioii 
with  this  subject,  the  attention  of  tbe 
House  to  this  fact-— that  after  oomin^B- 
oing  a  debate  of  any  importance,  after 
the  big  guns  have  led  off,  some  leading 
Member  moves  the  adjournment.  The 
next  day  a  right  hem.  Gentleman  epeas 
the  debate,  and  he  is  followed  by  soioe 
of  the  many  conspicuous  and  able  right 
hon.  Gentl^en  on  the  oppoeite  side  of 
the  House.  Thai  what  ocenrs?  After 
he  has  delivered  his  speech,  there  is  a 
general  exodus  from  the  House,  and 
practically  from  7  or  half-past  7  «p 
to  9  or  10  o'clock  the  time  is  occu- 
pied, perforee,  by  hon.  Memb«»  who- 
must  keep  the  debate  going  until  othe^ 
big  guns  come  in  and  take  up  the  debate 
in  a  leisurely  and  often  in  a  languid 
fashion.  The  debate  is  then  adjourned 
at  half -past  12  without  any  considerable 
amount  of  work  having  been  done.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  made  some 

? reposals  in  regard  to  the  dinner  hoar, 
contend  that  if  they  went  further  and 
made  a  radical  change  in  the  w(^kiog 
hours  of  the  House,  and  the  arrange- 
ment  of  Business  during  those  workiag 
hours,  they  would  have  a  real  system  of 
devolution  and  there  would  be  no  neoes* 
sity  for  placing  this  first  Bule  before  us 
for  consideration.  I  should  like  to  look 
upon  this  House  as  an  ideal  Pariiament, 
or  a  Parliament  at  any  rate  doing  pra&* 
tical  work  as  a  working  Legislative  As- 
sembly. This  House  has  been  called, 
and  not  incorrectly,  the  first  Assembly  of 
Genldemen  in  the  World!.  I  brieve  it 
has  deserved  that  reputatioa,  and  I  hope 
it  will  ttlways  oontmue  to  deserve  and 
enjoy  it ;  but  it  should  also  steive  to  ob- 
tain  the  reputation  in  addition  of  being 
something  more  than  an  Assembly  A 
gentlemen  of  pleasure.  It  should  be  an 
Assembly  of  woricing  Members,  >  and  in* 
stead  of  gentlemen  coming  in  in  fall 
dress  at  10  or  11  o'clock  at  night  idiea 
all  sensible  men  have  finished  the  Butt* 
ness  of  the  day— if^  instead  of  eomiog 
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Itere  in  fall  dress  at  tbose  mosfc  nin«t80D<> 
able  boQTS,  they  had  remained  in  their 
places  to  dieeuss  the  Business  of  the 
Hoose ;  ire  should  have  a  real  working 
day  of  8  hours,  and  there  would  be  no 
neeessity  for  these  proposals  to  enable 
tiieOorerDinent  to  grapple  with  the  diffi- 
culty created  to  a  large  extent  by  them- 
adves,  and  the  system  to  which  they 
bave  given  their  sanction  and  approval. 
With  regard  to  the  important  question 
of  devolution,  I  have  already  stated  that 
my  eacpeHenee  would  not  justify  me  in 
miking  any  e(stended  suggestions  on  the 
pnut.    I  have  said  i^t  in  my  opinion 
Srii>«jle  Bills  eould  be  relegated  to  Oom- 
z^ttees.    Tke  greater  porti6n  of  such 
Privtte  Bui  lei^isltftion  eould  be  done 
altegetber  outside  this  House,    being 
bioughi  up  here  for  ultimate  sanction. 
A  great  deal  has  been  said  upon  the  ap- 
pointment of  Oommittees  to  consider  that 
matter.    The  proposals  in  reference  to 
this  question  either  go- too  far  or  they  do 
not  go  lu-  enoop^h.  Bither  this  House  is 
aUe  to  deal  wvth  the  Business  which 
(xmee  befere  it,  or  it  is  utterly  unable  to 
do  so.  I  think  the  experience  cf  the  last 
two  Bessiona  will  convince  all  the  reflec- 
tifs  Metnbei»  of  this  Assembly  that  the 
Oovsmment  proposals  do  not  go  far 
eilough.    I  listened  with  pleasure  to  the 
statements  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tiie  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  on  this  im- 
portant question.     He  is  in  favour  of  a 
large  devi^uiion,  and  he  considers  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  totally  in- 
adequate to  meet  the  exigencies  of  ^e 
esse.  If  a  €h>vemment  have  the  courage 
of  thsir  opinx<nis  and  if  they  have  in  their 
minds  large  and-  drastic  proposals,  why 
not  come  forward  with  them  ?     They 
noiAer  do  one  thbg  nor  the  other,  but 
thej  stand  shivering  on  the  brink  of  the 
itmm  afraid  to  take  tbeplange.  Tremb» 
Kag  with  timidihr  tiiey  have  borrowed 
the  proposals   which   have  been  sug- 
gested mm  time  to  time  in  the  speeches 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Loi&ian  and  those  who  act 
with  him.  I  have  contended   that  if 
thoae  portions  of  F^roceduie  which  relate 
t»  flie  better  arrangement  of  the  work- 
ing  hours  of  this  House,  and  the  proper 
smptoyibsn^of  its  time  in  all  its  details, 
were  earned  out,  together  with  a  well- 
Mftidered  and  well^arranged  plan  of 
dsvtriiutioBv  there  would  be  no  necessity 
for  the  system  of  cloture  which,  in  the 
ofAnloa  of  the  Qovemment,  ought  to 


stand  first.  It  seems  to  me  a  very  re* 
markable  fact  that  the  Government,  in 
putting  this  cloture  of  debate  in  the  very 
forefront  of  their  proposals,  have  made 
no  reference  to  the  proposal  in  regard 
to  closure  contained  in  the  reoommenda« 
tions  of  the  Select  Oommittee  which 
reported  in  June  last.  I  hare  looked 
through  the  Beports  prepared  by  the 
Ohief  Secretary  and  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har* 
court),  and  in  neither  of  them,  and 
certainly,  not  in  the  Eeport  of  the  Select 
Oommittee,  is  there  any  m^ition  of  these 
sweeping  and  comprehensive  proposals. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Gtrrernment  in*! 
tend  to  spring  a  surprise  upqp  the  House, 
but  it  certainly  looks  very  like  it.  >  This 
proposal  of  the  dosure  is  one  which 
means  restriction  of  debate  aad  diminu« 
tion  of  the  liberty  of  the  hon.  Members 
of  this  House.  I  oppose  it  because  it  is 
vexatious  and  oppressive,  and,  I  believe, 
when  it  comes  to  be  discussed  in  this 
House,  the  various  Amendments  which 
have  been  placed  against  it  will  receive 
full,  free,  and  fair  consideratiofi ;  and 
that  the  supporters  of  the  Gtnremment 
will  not  be  led,  in  a  spirit  of  blind 
obedience,  to  swallow  every  proposal  the 
Government  may  make  simply  because 
it  may  meet,  in  their  eyes,  the  present 
necessities  of  the  times.  I  have  spoken 
on  this  subject  as  a  private  Member, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  if  this  proposal 
of  the  closure  of  debate  becomes  one  of 
the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House,  pri* 
vate  Members  will  have  no  guarantee 
whatever  that  to  them  will  be  accorded 
their  undoubted  right  to  be  Bepresecita* 
tives  of  the  House.  Every  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  daims,  or  ought  to 
claim,  to  have  an  equal  voice  before  the 
Ohair  on  any  subject  that  may  come  up 
in  discussion.  I  do  not,  by  that,  mean 
to  convey  the  idea  that  I  am  in  favour 
of  prolixity  of  debate ;  but  I  maintain, 
as  the  very  first  prindple  of  a  Bepre» 
sentative  Assembly,  that  every  private 
Member,  no  matter  in  what  part  of  the 
House  he  may  sit,  has  an  equal  right 
with  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  the 
Ohancellor  of  l^e  Exohequ^,  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  or  any  hon.  Member 
who  has  been,  or  is,  in  tlw  Government, 
to  give  his  opinion  on  any  proposal  that 
may  be  brought  before  the  Ohair,  and 
take  an  adequate  part  in.  the  diseusaions 
and  deliberations  of  this  House.  It  was 
pointed  out,  with  greatfoice,  bgr  the  1m)&»    , 
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Member  for  the  Bodmin  Divisicm  of 
Oomwall,  last  oight,  that,  in  this  pro- 
posal of  closure,  there  is  an  element  of 
very  great  danger,  and  it  is  this — any 
constituency  sending  a  Member  here 
expects  him  to  represent  their  ideas  upon 
the  g^eat  political  questions  of  the  day. 
Those  ideas  may  be  outvoted  in  the 
House  time  alter  time ;  but,  at  any  rate, 
ihe  Bepresentative  of  that  constituency 
will  have  expressed  his  ideas  and  those 
of  his  constituents,  and  they  cannot  com- 
plain if,  after  full  discussion,  their  Be- 
presentative  is  outvoted.  But,  in  this 
proposal  of  the  dotare,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  go  much  further,  because 
they  say  to  the  Hepresentatives  of  the 
people  that,  in  certain  circumstances, 
and  under  certain  conditions— perhaps 
by  a  sudden  whim  of  the  Gkrvemment — 
such  Bepresentat^ves  shall  not  have  the 
right  of  expressing  their  opinion  on  any 
suDJeot  before  the  House;  and  if  this 
proposal  becomes  a  Standing  Order  of 
the  House  the  constituencies  will  find 
that  it  will  very  greatly  affect  their 
liberties.  It  also  trenches  very  danger- 
ouriy  on  the  rights  of  the  minority  in 
this  House.  Of  course,  we  know  that  in 
the  plenitude  of  their  power,  and  out 
of  the  abundance  and  generosi^  of  their 
hearts,  t^e  hon.  Members  who  speak  for 
the  Gk)vemment  will  tell  us  tiiat  the 
rights  of  minorities  will  be  fully  pro- 
tected in  this  House  in  future,  and 
that  there  is  no  necessity  to  fear  that  the 
proposal  to  summarily  close  a  debate  will 
often  be  exercised  by  the  Government. 
These  things  may  be  said  when  we  are 
calmly  discussing  the  technicalities  of  the 
Procedure  of  the  House ;  but,  when  the 
heat  of  debate  comes  on;  when  the 
storm  and  fury  of  contending  political 
factions  are  aroused ;  when  subjects  of 
great  importance  come  before  the  House 
for  consideration,  who  can  guarantee  that 
a  Oovemment  with  a  strong  majority  at 
their  buck  will  be  tender  of  the  rights 
of  minorities  whom  they  believe  to  be 
in  the  wrong,  and  whom,  up  to  a  cer- 
tain point,  they  believe  to  be  obstructive? 
So  far  as  Obstruction  is  concerned,  I  am 
of  opinion  that  the  common  sense  of 
this  or  any  other  Assembly  will  always 
decide  whether  a  debate  has  lasted  long 
enough.  Obstruction  only  becomes  ne- 
cessary when  other  opportunities  are 
denied  to  hon.  Members  for  bringing 
their  views  under  the  consideration  df 
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the  Hous^.  I  offen:  my  meet  strenuotu 
opposition  to  the  ftrst  Bole  put  forward 
by  the  Oovemment,  beoanae  it  throws 
an  onerous  duty  upon  the  Chair.  Hie 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  to- 
knowledged  tiiis  in  the  opening  remarks 
of  his  epeedi  he  made  on  Monday  night 
In  whatever  quarter  of  the  House  hon* 
Members  sit,  all  re^>eot  and  dene  to 
uphold  the  honour  and  dignity  of  Uie 
Chair ;  notwithstanding  all  that  has  hera 
said  about  the  question  of  the  deeure  of 
debate,  whether  initiated  by  a  piifats 
Member  or  not,  it  will  mndo«btedly  have 
the  effect  of  largely  interlering  wi&  that 
honour  and  dimity,  ^e  l^onour  and 
dignity  of  the  Qiair  depend  on  its  ac- 
knowledged impartiality,  and  there 
should  l^  no  susf^on  of  that  impar- 
tiality. There  has  been  none  in  the 
past,  and  there  should  be  none  in  die 
future.  But  it  should  be  placed  beyoad 
the  reach  of  accident,  and  no  Go?em-. 
ment,  no  matter  how  powerful,  no  matter 
how  large  the  majority  at  its  hack, 
should  have  it  in  its  power  to  encourage 
the  faintest  murmur  of  diasatisfaetioii 
in  this  direction.  The  Speaker  of  thk 
House  has  always  defended  the  ri^s 
of  minorities.  I  believe,  Sir,  that  yon 
and  your  successors  will  continue  to  do 
so.  I  believe  that  the  traditions  of  the 
Chair  in  that  respect  will  always  be  up- 
held, but  I  maintain  that  it  would  iwt 
be  right  to  place  power  in  the  hands  of 
even  the  wisest  of  ns,  and  faoihtiea,  to 
which  we  may  add  temptations^  to  use 
ihsX  power  on  the  part  of  the  Oorsm* 
ment  in  Office.  The  First  Lord  of  tiis 
Treasury  said,  on  Monday,  witii  regard 
to  the  Chair — 

"  You  are  aleo  to  secnre  the  daraiion  of  de- 
bate neoesiary  for  the  condnot  of  BoaiMifl.  •  •  * 
That  is  a  step  ia  the  right  directioD." 

Aye ;  but  who  is  to  decide  that  ?  Un* 
doubtedly  the  initiative  lies  with  some 
hon.  Member  of  the  Oovemment,  and 
if  this  proposal  becomes  a  Kule  of  t^ 
House,  and  we  can  assume.  Sir,  that  is 
your  place  some  Speaker  of  lessfirmntfi 
and  wisdom  should  sit ;  who  can  telltlMtr 
with  a  powerful  Government,  and  with 
such  an  individual  in  the  Chair,  the 
Speaker  nug^t  not  become  the  nsie 
registrar  of  the  will  of  the  majority  of 
this  House  f  Turning  now,  for  a  io^ 
moments,  to  the  question  of  devfllutioli) 
I  think  it  is  a  question  which  w^  excite 
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far  more  iniereei  than  any  otHer  pro- 
poaal  of  the  GovemmeDt.  The  right 
hon.  Ocntlexuan  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lotiiian  has  poitited  out  its  importance ; 
but  you  may  have  a  devolution  re- 
lating to  Private  Business,  and  referring 
kKf«r  matters  to  Standing  Committees 
or  to  Orand  Obmmittees ;  but  imtil  you 
go  tke  length  of  a  devolution  of  Busi- 
Bfies  OD  mattes  of  great  importance  re^ 
lating  to  Ireland,  all  your  systems  of 
devolirtiony  I  believe,  will  end  in  a  most 
unsfttii^actory  manner,  and  will  produce 
HO  permanent  result  whatever,  lu  what- 
ever way  we  may  settle  the  question — 
in  whatever  way  we  may  tinker  at  the 
matter  and  introduce  these  small  ques- 
tions of  Proeedure-^if  you  are  in  earnest 
in  desirixig  to  restore  the  effioienoy  of 
&is  EEouse,  you  must  withdraw  the 
most  difficult,  and  dangerous,  and  bum- 
iog  of  domestic  questions,  and  apply 
yourselves  to  the  systematic  arrange- 
ment of  your  own  Business ;  when  you 
shall  have  given  over  to  another  country 
a  large  portion  of  the  Business  which 
now  vexoA  and  disturbs  the  soul  of  this 
House,  yon  will  have  rendered  it  possible 
for  tiie  Etouee  to  do  its  Business  effi- 
oieatly  and  satisfaotorily  for  the  benefit 
cdf  all  classes,  and  for  the  preservation 
of  the  unity  of  the  Empire ;  but  not  till 
ften. 

Mr.  be  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid) : 
Shr,  I  think  the  Bules  proposed  by  the 
Oovemment  deserve  the  support  of  all 
those  who  wish  to  see  the  Business  of 
the  country  expeditiously  carried  on. 
I  am  pledged  to  my  constituents  to 
appose  closure  by  a  bare  or  simple  ma- 
jority; but  if  I  understand  aright  the 
Bules  proposed,  although  it  is  intended 
to  give  this  power  to  a  bare  majority, 
yet  it  seems  to  me  that  the  exercise  of 
that  power  will  always  be  subject  to  the 
apxnroyal  of  the  Speaker ;  and  with  that 
Umttation  I  hold  that  the  closure  by  a 
simple  majority  is  certainly  the  best 
aad  most  effectual  way  of  dealing  with 
unduly  prolonged  debates.  The  neoes- 
nfy  for  securing  the  approval  of  the 
Speaker  will,  in  my  opinion)  sufficiently 

fard  the  rights  of  hon.  Members,  and 
am  certain  that  the  rights  of  mino- 
rities  eould  not  be  entrusted  to  safer 
hands  than  those  of  you,  Sir,  who  have 
so  worthily  maintained  the  traditions  of 
this  Office.  With  regard  to  the  subject 
<tf  devclutioD,  which  has  been  touched 
upon  by  one  or  two  hon.  Members  in 


the  coiirse  of  the  debate,  I  have  no 
fear  that  the  Government  will  hesitate 
at  some  future  date  to  deal  with  it, 
and  when  the  Local  Government  Bill 
is  produced  the  pongeetion  of  Business 
will  be  dealt  with  in  a  way  which  will 
probably  enable  us  to  leave  the  details 
of  many  questions  to  other  bodies.  I 
think.  Sir,  that  the  amount  of  latitude 
given  to  discussion  since  I  have  been  in 
this  House  is  abnormally  large,  and  I 
should  rejoice  to  see  it  very  consider- 
ably curtailed.  I  observe  on  the  Paper 
an  Amendment  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Great  Grimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage),  and  that  Amendment  I  shall 
do  all  in  my  power  to  support,  inas- 
much as  it  proposes  that  the  period  of 
discussion  on  the  Address  shall  be 
limited  to  three  days.  This  appears  to 
me  to  be,  imder  ordinary  circumstances, 
sufficient  for  the  purpose. 

Mb.  SPEAKEK:  The  hon.  Member 
is  now  discussing  an  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  which  it  will  be  only  in  Order  for 
him  to  discuss  when  that  Amendment  is 
arrived  at  in  due  course. 

Mr.  DE  LISLE:  I  regret  that  my 
inexperience  of  the  Bules  of  the  House 
has  led  me  to  refer  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Great  Grimsby. 
I  should  like  to  add  that  I  am  in  favour 
of  this  qualification— that  the  debate 
on  the  Address  should  not  exceed  throe 
days  without  the  consent  of  the  House 
— shall  be  a  general  rule,  applicable 
to  any  and  every  debate.  Another 
regulation  that  I  should  like  to  see 
receive  the  sanction  of  the  House  is 
that  the  speeches  of  hon.  Members  not 
proposing  a  Besolution  or  Motion,  and 
not  Privy  Councillors,  nor  Members  of 
the  Government,  should  at  all  times  be 
confined  within  a  period  of  20  minutes' 
duration,  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  adding  to  the  force  of  their  remarks 
and  also  allowing  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  be  more  concentrated  upon 
them.  I  should  also  like  to  see  a  re- 
striction of  the  practice  of  blocking  Bills; 
my  views  on  this  subject  being  that  each 
hon.  Member  should  have  the  power  of 
blocking  one  Bill.  There  are  670  hon. 
Members  of  the  House,  and  my  proposal 
would  certainly  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  case ;  whereas  it  seems  to  be  a  great 
anomaly  that  one  hon.  Member  should 
have  it  in  his  power  to  block  all  the 
Bills,  on  the  Paper  at  once.  Finally,  I 
I  consider  that  the  alteration  in  the  hours 
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of  Business,  which  have  been  proposed, 
are  in  the  interest  of  those  who  have 
other  duties  besides  those  of  this  House 
to  attend  to.  It  will,  however,  be  always 
advantageous  to  the  commonwealth  that 
the  bulk  of  the  Bepresentatives  of  the 
people  shall  be  drawn  from  the  more 
cultured  and  leisured  classes.  We  are 
the  Bepresentatives  of  the  people,  and 
we  are  proud  of  it ;  but  in  their  normal 
condition  the  people  will  always  prefer 
to  see  themselves  represented  by  those 
who  have  been  aptly  termed  *'  their  na- 
tural leaders  " — that  is,  the  more  public 
spirited  of  the  cultured  and  leisured 
dasses.  And  having  now  neariy  occu- 
pied the  time  I  have  myself  named  for 
the  limitation  of  hon.  Members'  speeches, 
as  a  junior  Member  of  the  House  I  will 
conclude  by  expressing  a  hope  that  the 
proposed  Bules  will,  without  undue  de- 
lay, be  carried  into  e£Pect. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 
Last  night  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  King's  County  (Mr.  Mol- 
loy)  alluded  to  the  Bules  in  force  in  the 
Congress  of  America,  and  a  considera- 
tion of  them  will  enable  us  to  form  some 
opinion  on  the  subject  before  us.  The 
principal  evil  which  we  have  to  deal 
with  18  that  of  too  much  speaking  or 
prolixity  of  debate.  Now,  the  procedure 
in  the  American  Congress,  analogous  to 
the  Ist  Eesolution,  is  meant  to  deal  with 
that  evil.  The  three  noticeable  points 
of  the  American  system  of  moving  the 
Previous  Question,  are— first,  that  it  is 
very  frequently  resorted  to;  secondly, 
that  it  is  common  to  all  the  Houses  of 
Bepresentatives  in  the  United  States; 
and,  thirdly,  that  the  Speaker  is  en- 
tirely kept  out  of  the  matter  altogether. 
I  look  with  particular  jealousy  upon  the 
power  given  to  the  Speaker  in  the  Bule 
proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
when  I  think  how  it  may  be  extended ; 
and  I  see  there  are  already  proposals 
put  down  to  extend  this  new  function 
to  determine  whether,  on  a  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  a  certain  matter  is  of 
urgent  public  importance  or  not ;  he  is 
to  determine,  according  to  a  suggested 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Sir 
Bobert  Fowler),  what  Questions  may 
be  put  to  Ministers;  and,  according  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Salt), 
he  is  to  fix  the  duration  of  the  debate 
on  the  Address.    Now,  all  these  points 
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seem  to  require  not  the  exteneion,  but 
tho    creation  of  a  new  power  in  the 
Speaker  which,  I  think,  is  foreign  alto« 
gether  to  the  position  which  he  occupies 
in  this  Assembly.    In  America  the  Pre- 
vious Question  can  be  moved  by  any 
Member  without  Notice;  but  in  practice 
it  is  almost  invariably  moved,  after  No- 
trce,  by  the  Member  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  or  Motion  under  discusaioii,  or  by  a 
Member  of  the  Oovemment.    Takiag^ 
casually,   a  number   of   Ckmgretsioiial 
Becords,  I  find  a  single  refevence  will 
make  this  practice  pkin  to  tiie  House. 
On  the  10th  December  last,  there  was  a 
very  important  Bill  before  Congress  oast 
Presidential  Elections;  the  discussion 
had  lasted  two  days,  and  the  Member 
in  charge  of  it  had  given  Notice  thai 
upon  the  following  day,  at  a  certain 
time,  he  would  ask  the  Hoaee  to  order 
the  Previous  Question.  Notice  was  given 
on  the  9th  December  that  the  Division 
would  bQ  taken  on  the  10th  December, 
20  minutes  after  the  debate  had  opened. 
When  the  House  met,  the  Member  in 
charge  rose  and  repeated  his  Notice; 
the  debate  went  on  for  the  20  minutes; 
the  Previous  Question  was  then  pro* 
posed ;  a  question  arose  as  to  an  Amende 
ment  which  a  Member  wished  to  be  in- 
serted in  the  Bill ;  but  the  Question  was 
put  and  agreed  to  without  any  Division 
at  all.    Well,  Sir,  I  think  it  would  be 
well  if  we  could  adopt  some  arrange* 
ment  that  fair  Notice  should  be  given 
to  all  the  Members  of  this  House,  se 
that  we  might  know  distinctly  whether 
a  discussion  is  to  last  for  several  days 
or  for  a  few  hours  only,  and  for  how 
long.    Hon.  Members  will  have  noticed 
that  great  debates  have  a  tendency  to 
flag  on  the  second  or  third  night's  dis- 
cussion ;    and  when  it   thus    becomes 
manifest  that  the  interest  in  the  ytO' 
ceedings  is  diminishing,  I  think  Mmis^ 
ters,  or  Members  in  charge  of  a  Motion, 
might  well  give  Notice  of  their  latent 
tion  to  move  that,  at  the  next  Sitlang 
or  at  a  specified  time,  the  debate  should 
be  terminated.    Then,  Sir,  I  think  pro- 
cedure analogous  to  the  Ameiiean  ^^ 
tem  of  moving  the  Previous  Question 
might  be  adopted  with  great  advantage 
for    application    to    private   Members' 
Motions  on  Tuesday  nights.    Were  it 
adopted,  each  Member  who  had  a  Mo- 
tion on  the  Paper  would,  on  nraving 
it,  state  that  after  the  lapse  <A  a  certain 
time  he  would  ask  the  House  to  adopt 
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the  P«6vioiis  Qutslicm,  ani  hrmg  the 
dabate  to  an  end.  In  that  way  we  coul4 
Itare  a  number  oi  Motiozis  diacusaed  ia 
a  no^  night,  and  at  fixed  hours. 
Taking  the  raper  of  last  night,  there 
are  four  or  five  Motioas  of  Private 
Hembersk  the  first  being  the  imporliaat 
one  of  the  hon»  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  DiUwyn)  on  Wdeh  Disestablish- 
vent.  Eadi  Member,  in  introducing 
bis  Motion,  would  give  Notice  that  in 
a  ai^eetfiod  time  he  would  ask  the  debate 
to  be  t^minat^  and  a  division  taken* 
As  to  the  amount  of  time  for  each 
Metion,  it  would  not  bogiring  too  little 
or  too  mu^  time  to  a  Motion,  such  as 
tiiat  of  1^6  hon.  Membe?  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn),  if  the  PreviouB  Uuestion 
ware  moved  after  four  hours'  4i80us- 
non.  That  is  a  Motion  of  special 
iaiereet)  and  for  such  the  time  I  have 
raggestod  would  be  reaaonable;  but 
for  lees  important  Besolutions,  if  you 
aUooaied  an  hour  and  a-half  or  two 
hours  to  them,  the  Members  interested 
¥oidd  endeaTonr  to.  come  down  to  the 
House  in  order  to  make  their  Motion^) 
four  or  five  of  which  eould  then  be  die- 
casfliedon  private  Members'  nights,  and 
boa.  Members  would  have  the  advan* 
t^  of  knoiring  with  certainty  when 
tb^  disonswoBa  In  .which  they  desired  to 
take  part  would  begin.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Aberdeen  (Mr,  Bryotf)  last  nigbt 
assured  tbe  Houae  that  there  was  no 
point  with  relation  to  the  Procedure  of 
the  House  more  urgent,'  and  with  regard 
to  which  greater  interest  was  felt  in 
the  country,  than  the  fact  that  private 
Kemb^s  eannot  get  a  fair  and  adequato 
opportunity  of  ventilating  questions 
wkieh  are  of  interest  and  importance 
to  their  constituents.  It  is  deplorable 
that  a  Member  shoidd  have  letters,  and 
letters  continually  sent  to  him,  pointing 
oat  some  grieTance  or  some  small  fiaw 
ia  adfflfaiistration  for  which,  if  the  at* 
teatioa  of  the  House  were  directed  to 
it,  a  remedy  could  be  found;  and  that 
ha  shoidd  always  have,  to  reply  that 
he  b^ved  in  the  reality  of  the  griev- 
aaee,  and  that,  so  far  as. bis  ablUty 
wsDt^  he  would. esdeavour  to  remedy  it ; 
that  he  would  put  a  Notice  with  regard 
to  it  <Na  the  Pap^ ;  but  thai  he  was 
obliged  to  add  that  the  Notice  would» 
iu  £l:ptobabilityr  remain  there  during 
^e  Seasion,  beoauee,  under  the  eiusting 
Boles,  no  oppojijblknity  would  present  it- 
BttU  for  obtaining  discusaion  upon  it.    I 


tberefofo  venture  to  hope  that  tbe  House 
will  look  at  thelst  Besolution  not  merely 
as  one  tending  to  put  down  Ob&tructioni 
but  also  as  one  which  they  should,  if 
possible,  modify  in  such  a  way  as  will 
make  it  an  effective  means  by  which 
the  majority  of  the  House,  and  those 
interested  in  Public  Business,  may  be 
able  to  acquire  control  over  its  time  for 
tbe  purpose  of  the  adequate  discussion 
both  of  large  questions  of  importance  to 
the  nation  and  Uioae  of  great  interest 
to  the  different  sections  of  the  com- 
munity. 

Mb.  E.  T.  BEID  (Dumfries,  &c.)  : 
Sir,  I  desire  to  say  that  I  am  somewhat 
disappointed  at  the  nature  of  the  re- 
forms of.  the  Prooedure  suggested  by  He  r 
Majesty's  Qovemment.    I  think  that  no 
dosuro  can  place  us  in  a  position  to 
meet  the  exigencies  of  the  oase.    I  thin  k 
it  would  be  well  if  from  the  Front  Op- 
position Beneb  there  should  be  some 
atteo^tmade  to  grapple  with  tbe  real 
causes  of  tbe  break  down  in  this  House. 
These  causes  are  not  merely  the  fact 
that  many. hon.  Memb^s  are  endowed 
with  doqu^ace,  and  like  to  hear  them- 
salvos  speak  $  it  maybe  a  cause,  but  not 
the  principal,  cause.    One  of  the  chief 
causes  is  the  great  namber  of  stages 
through  which  a  Bill  has  tp  pass^-the 
First  and  Second  Keadings,  tbe  Com- 
mittee   stage,   the    Beport  and  Third 
Beading*    I  ask  how  can  any  private 
Member,  under  these  regulations,  ex- 
pect to  get  a  Bill  through  the  House  ? 
There  is  then  the  cause  of  delay  due  to 
the  manner  in  whioh  the  Estimates  are 
discussed.    A  great  number  of  nights 
are  spent  in  tMs  way,  and  I  say  that, 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  wo 
oannot.do  justice  to  the  Estimates.    We 
cannot  eaU  upon  a  Minist^or  for  further 
information  to  assist  us  than  what  he 
may  have  ready  at  hand ;  and  the  dis- 
cussion itself  is  of  such  a  loose  and  un- 
satisfactory character,  that  I  believe  we 
owe  to  this  cause  an  enormous  waste  of 
tiflB^.     Another  cause  of  the  waste  of 
time  is  tho  practice  of  talking  out  a  BilL 
Let  the  House,  for  one  moment,  con- 
sider the  position  of  a  Member  whose 
whole  labour  is  thrown  away  by  having 
his  Bill  talbed  out,  and  whose  chance 
cannot  come  again.    Again,  Bills  are 
often  brought  to  a  Second  Beading  ; 
but,  before  they  get  into  Committee, 
then  comes  the  so-called  Massacre  of  the 
Innocents,  and  the  whole  work  has  to 
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be  done  over  again.  It  would  seem 
that  the  House  has  done  ererything 
that  it  could  possibly  do  to  cripple 
itself,  and  prevent  it  dealing  with  the 
enormous  mass  of  Business  that  has 
to  be  got  through.  Some  piirate 
Members  take  an  interest,  and  find 
occupation  in  the  debates  of  the  House, 
but  they  are  a  rapidly  decreasing  quan* 
tity ;  there  are  others  who  do  not  wish 
to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House,  but 
who  are  really  anxious  that  some  Bills 
should  have  a  chance  of  gettine  through, 
and  they  may  have  come  to  mis  House 
for  the  purpose  of  advancing  a  particu- 
lar question,  but  yet  they  never  have  an 
opportunity  of  getting  an^  measure 
through  the  House.  As  an  instance  of 
this,  I  may  mention  the  case  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Id  ember  for  Oumber- 
land  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  who  made  in 
this  House  a  Motion  wi^  reference  to 
Local  Option.  The  House  pronounced 
in  favour  of  the  principle,  and  what  was 
the  consequence?  The  hon.  Baronet 
has  tried  to  get  two  Bills  through  the 
House,  but  found  it  impossible  to  do  so. 
The  same  may  be  said  with  reference  to 
the  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill ;  almost 
everyone  was  in  favour  of  the  principle, 
but  the  House  did  not  have  an  oppor- 
•  tunity  of  expressing  its  opinion  upon 
the  Question  until  the  sixth  year  of  its 
existence.  It  is  perfectly  intolerable  that 
this  state  of  things  should  be  continued, 
and  I  say  it  is  impossible  that  we  can 
retain  the  good  opinion  of  the  country 
if  we  permit  these  delays.  I  may  be 
asked  what  I  propose  as  a  remedy.  I 
should  propose,  in  the  first  instance, 
that,  as  has  already  been  suggested  by 
the  Solicitor  General,  Bills  should  be 
continued  from  Session  to  Session.  This 
has  been  proposed  by  the  present  Prime 
Minister,  and  by  others,  and  I  trust  the 
Government  will  see  their  way  also  to 
introduce  something  of  the  kind.  Then 
there  is  another  thing  which  might  be 
done — the  House  I  think  might  be  satis- 
fied with  one  opportunity  of  considering 
the  principle,  and  one  opportunity  of 
considering  the  details  of  a  Bill.  The 
First  Beading  might  be  taken  or  nega- 
tived wiUiout  discussion,  and  the  Second 
Beading  and  Committee  Stage  referred 
to  the  Grand  Committee,  and  then  on 
the  Third  Beading.  On  Beport,  the 
House  would  be  able  to  decide  both  on 
the  principle  and  details  of  the  measure. 

Mr,  R.  T,  Reid 


This  would  undoubtedly  g^ve  us  more 
chanoe  of  getting  through  work  than  we 
have  at  present.  I  remember  a  Bill  of 
my  own  that,  after  it  had  be^i  with 
great  trouble  carried  to  a  Third  Beading, 
was  defeated  by  tiiree  votes.  One  mere 
proposal  is  that  you  should  refer  the 
Estimates  to  a  really  strong  Committee 
of  a  non-Party  character,  who  shall  be 
thoroughly  impressed  with  the  desire  for 
economy,  and  until  that  is  done  I  am 
satisfied  we  shall  do  very  little  in  saving 
time.  With  reference  to  the  proposal  I 
have  placed  on  the  paper — namely^  tint 
Sootch  Bills  should,  at  all  events,  be  x^ 
ferred  to  a  Grand  Committee,  I  do  not 
wish  to  daim  for  Scotland  any  exoeption 
or  favour  over  England ;  but  if  Eoglidli 
Members  are  not  prepared  to  adopt  tkis 
simple  method  for  themselves,  I  do  trust 
they  will  conoede  that  we,  who  are  some* 
what  more  advanced  in  politics,  may  be 
allowed  to  make  an  effort  to  manage  our 
afibirs.  I  regret  to  say  that  in  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  I  do  not  see 
anything  that  will  really  facilitate  the 
Business  of  the  House.  I  do  not  want 
to  impute  to  right  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite that  they  do  not  want  to  effieet 
this ;  I  believe  that  they  do  wiA  it,  and 
I  believe  that  if  they  had  very  much  ex- 
tended their  proposals  in  the  direotioii 
of  devolution  to  Gruid  Committees,  th^ 
would  hav^  secured  the  sappcNrt,  not 
only  of  Members  opposite,  but  of  those 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  FinaUy,  Sir, 
I  may  say  that  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment, so  far  as  they  go,  are  excel- 
lent and  prudent,  but  they  do  not,  in  my 
opinion,  go  far  enough,  and  as  we  are 
probably  about  to  spend  some  weeks  in 
considering  them,  I  wish  the  Gkovem- 
ment  had  made  an  effort  to  deal  with 
the  Question  in  a  way  commensorate 
with  its  importance. 

Sir  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.) :  If  I  had  the  idea  that  these 
Bules  of  Procedure  would  cure  the  evil 
they  are  intended  to  meet,  I  should  be 
only  too  ready  to  express  my  approval 
of  them.  But  I  believe  t&at  ism  will 
never  be  cured  until  we  adopt  some  more 
radical  measures  than  are  here  offered 
to  us.  With  regard  to  the  first  Bule, 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  differenoe  be- 
tween it  and  the  existing  Bule  is  ^ 
slight  that  I  very  much  question  the 
prudence  of  the  Government  in  puttiag 
it  forward,  seeing  also  that  in  the  midBt 
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of  tlie  great  pressore  of  BosineBS  its'dis* 
eossion  is  likely  to  occupy  a  large  portion 
of  the  time  of  the  House.    I  cannot  bat 
ilBnk  that  it  ie  imprudent  focr  the  Oovem- 
ment  to  press  for  so  alight  a  change  at  a 
time  when  they  have  just  submitted  to  the 
House  Bstimates  involving  large  Sup- 
plementary Votes,  which  must  be  got 
through  before  the  end  of  the  financial 
year.    Under  the  ciroumstaBces,  it  seems 
to  me  that  they  would  have  done  better 
to  have  kept  back  the  Eule  relating  to 
dosnre,   and    gone   forward  with    the 
others.    I  should  like  to  know  how  it  is 
iateoded  to  reconcile  the  proposed  hours 
Unr  the  sitting  of  the  House  with  the 
lystem  of  the  Oommittees  upstairs.    The 
Oeouttittee  work  is  the  most  important 
part  of  the  Business  of  the  House ;  and 
I  cannot  suppose  that  the  Government 
intend  tiiat  the  Oommittees  should  meet 
at  lOo'dock  in  the  morning.  This  would 
he  too  great  a  tax  upon  the  energies  of 
Memb^ ;  and^  therefore^  if  you  change 
the  hours  of  sitting  of  the  House,  I  do 
not  think  you  will  get  very  much  work 
doae.    We  shall  certainly  want  some 
time    for    our    meals,    to    salute    our 
Itodlies,  and  to  get  through  other  ex- 
teiior  duties.    It  4ieems  to  me  that  to 
oany  out  the  proposed  system  is  an  im- 
possibility under  present  circumstances ; 
and,  if  that  is  so  now,  how  much  more 
impossible  would  it  be  when  you  come 
to  deal  with  that  further  extension  of  the 
prtnciple  of  the  Grand  Committee  which 
the  GK^vemment  propose  ?    It  seems  to 
me  that  we  must  have  some  explanation 
from  the  Government  with  regard  to  the 
poation  of  Oommittees.    I  cannot  sup* 
po9e  that  it  i»  intended  that  Grand  Oom- 
mittees should  sit  when  the  House  is  in 
Session ;  that,  I  believe^  would  be  im* 
posnble,  foot  the  simple  reason  that  a 
man  cannot  be  in  two  places  at  the  same 
time*     You  propose  that  you    should 
abandon  your  very  late  sittings,  and  I 
am  very  glad  of  it ;  but,  again,  I  ask  how 
are  yon  goii^  to  manage  with  regard  to 
^e  Grand  Ocnnmittees  r    I  am  distinctly 
in  fevonr  of  the  voluntary  dinner  system 
myself;  and  if  you  bind  us  down  to  a 
pwtioidar  hour,  I  am  of  opinion  that 
the  whole  system  fottnded  on  it  will 
collapse. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
Sir,  I  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicestershire  (Mr.  De 
lide),  and,  so  far.  as  I  could  gather 
{torn  it,  I   imderstand   that   he   had 
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pledged  himself  against  cloture  by  a 
simple  majority ;  but  that  he  intended 
to  vote  for  it  because,  when  you  inter* 
fere  with  debate  in  this  House,  you  do 
so  with  *'  musical  harmony."  I  venture 
to  doubt  whether  these  Rules  will  shorten 
our  debates ;  to  be  brief,  I  may  say  that, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  impossible  to  put 
a  quart  of  liquor  into  a  pint  pot ;  and  so 
long  as  the  House  has  to  get  through  so 
much  work,  we  may  be  perfectly  certain 
that  the  work  will  be  badly  done,  what- 
ever Rules  are  proposed.  With  regard 
to  the  length  of  our  debates^  I  think  that 
the  chief  offenders  in  this  respect  are  the 
Gentlemen  who  sit  on  the  Treasury  and 
Front  Opposition  Benches.  "Whenever 
a  Minister  has  introduced  Business, 
some  Gentleman  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  is  sure  to  rise,  and  so  high  and 
mighty  are  they  that  they  always  con- 
sider it  necessary  to  speak  at  exceeding 
length.  I  could  never  understand  why 
halT-a-dozen  Ministers,  or  subordioate 
Ministers,  should  speak  on  every  mea- 
sure, because  I  say — without  intend- 
ing any  offence  to  them — that  they  are 
precisely  the  Members  whom  the  House 
does  not  want  to  hear.  If  a  private 
Memb^  speaks  we  hear  an  independent 
opinion  on  the  matter ;  but  that  is  not 
so  with  those  who  speak  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench,  for  then  one  does  not  know 
whether  they  are  uttering  their  own 
opinions  or  only  speaking  to  a  biief. 
Hour  after  hour  is  thus  consumed  by 
the  two  Front  Benches.  If  I  may  ven- 
ture to  say  so,  there  is  a  nagging  spirit 
on  both  those  Benches.  An  hon.  or 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gets  up  and  en- 
deavours to  show  that  a  Gentleman  op- 
posite has  contradicted  himself,  and  this 
is  repeated  on  the  other  side.  I  do  not 
like  to  use  the  term  fish-wife ;  but  the 
discussion  is  scmiewhat  like  that  between 
two  washerwomen.  But,  Sir,  I  must 
say  that  independent  Members  are  not 
free  from  blame  in  this  matter — they 
might  certainly  be  briefer  than  they  now 
are.  The  House  constantly  hears  long 
speeches  by  private  Members,  just  as  if 
nothing  had  been  said  upon  the  subject 
before.  Why  is  this  ?  It  is  because 
they  are  unable  to  speak  briefly,  or  be- 
cause they  are  anxious  that  their  eon-* 
stituencies  should  feel  that  their  Mem- 
ber is  doing  his  duty  by  them.  Those 
speeches  are  reported  fully  in  the  local 
papers,  which  are  really  the  bane  of  the 
prooeedings  in  this  House.    A  column 
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of  J%e  Tiwm  means  about  20  mimitea^ 
speaking,  and  I  do  not  see  why  any  hon. 
Member  should  not  oonsider  that  in  that 
[^>aoe  he  ooiUd  do  his  duty  to  his  coun- 
try and  his  constituency.  For  my  part, 
I  sbould  greatly  prefer  a  ten  minutes' 
rule  to  the  Bule  of  the  closure.  After  a 
debate  has  been  commenced  by  the 
Minister  in  charge  of  the  Sesoluiion 
and  a  reply  made,  let  any  Member  be 
allowed  to  make  the  Motion  that  no  one 
be  allowed  to  speak  for  more  than  ten 
minutes  on  the  question.  I  wish  to 
know  from  Her  Majesty's  Go?emment 
what  is  the  nature  of  the  proposed 
cloture?  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council,  at  a  meeting  last  night,  said  that 
the  power  of  closing  the  debate  is  to  be 
Tested  in  the  Minister  of  the  day*  I 
riiould  like  to  know  whether  that  ia  sOf 
because  I  understaxid  here  that  it  is  to 
be  left  entirely  to  the  House  and  to  any 
Member  of  it,  with  the  concurrence  <^ 
the  Speaker.  In  n^  opinion,  Sir,  no- 
thing can  be  more  objectionable  than 
that  this  power  sbould  be  left  to  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  because,  to  some 
extent,  the  Leader  of  the  House  is  ne- 
cessarily in  the  position  of  a  partisan ; 
and  one  of  theee  days  we  shall  find  a 
Leader  of  the  House  preventing  any 
opposition  being  offered  to  hispridposals. 
Then  we  are  told  that  the  consent  of  the 
Chair  is  to  be  obtained.  But  how  is  it 
to  be  obtained  ?  Is  the  Member  to  rise 
in  his  place  and  ask  for  it,  or  is  he  to  go 
privately  to  the  Chair  and  ask  the  con- 
sent of  the  Speaker  ?  I  think,  however, 
that  the  words,  ''with  the  consent  of 
the  Speaker,"  are  altogether  objection- 
able, because  the  Speaker  will  not  be 
acting  as  the  interpreter  of  the  voice  of 
the  House,  but  upon  his  own  judgment. 
Then  there  is  the  objection  that  the 
Speaker  would  thus  become  the  pro- 
tector of  the  majority  instead  of  the 
minority.  Well,  Sir,  I  think  it  would 
be  better  to  substitute  some  such  words 
as  ''unless  the  Speaker  expresses  his 
disapproval."  Then  we  are  told  that 
the  Bule  may  be  put  in  force  as  soon  as 
it  is  passed.  I  think  that  is  altogether 
wrong,  because  the  closure  is  merely 
one  brick,  as  it  were,  of  a  large  building, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  advantage  ought 
to  be  taken  of  the  fact  that  it  happens 
to  be  placed  before  the  other  Bules  in 
order  to  apply  it  to  the  closure  of  dis- 
cussion upon  any  of  the  other  Rules. 
Fer  that  reason  I  trust  that  the  first  Buls 
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will  Bot  be  applied,  if  it  be  paased  by 
the  House,  until  the  othw  Ejiles  hare 
received  the  sanction  of  this  House. 

Mb.  HENBY  H.  fowler  (Wolvsr^ 
hampton,  E.)  x  Mr.  Speaker,  I  remem- 
ber a  speech  which  was  deUveced  in 
1882  on  the  closure  by  my  hem.  Friend 
(Mr.  Labouchwe).  He  had  then  a  vsty 
different  scheme  to  that  he  proposes  to« 
day.  Ha  suggested,  in  1882,  thai  sli 
Questions  should  be  dabatedior  half^tti^ 
hour,  and  that»  when  the  haU-boua*  had 
elapsed,  the  vote  of  the  House  should  be 
tfJc^a.  I  am  glad  to  find  that  naw  ha 
is  disposed  te  amplify  someiphatthela- 
cilities  for  debate,  Bui  Ida  not  propsse 
to  follow  my  hen.   Friend   imon  ths 

2uesti<m  of  the  cloture.  I  think  tl^ 
le  general  questioo  has  bean  &Hy  dis* 
ouss^  to*day  and  at  the  two  perions 
sittiags.  The  main  point  of  di£bsttos 
seems  to  be  the  interfereftse  <rf  the 
Chair.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mmnlnr 
for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbtead)  has  sn 
AmendoMut  on  the  Paper  whkk  wiH 
raise  that  q uesttoa  distusotl j  by  itseid  I 
will,  tbeverore^  leave  the  question  of  the 
closure  of  debate,  and  say  a  few  woidt 
more  byway  of  suggpsstion  thsA  codtianBi, 
in  xefereoas  to  tha  two  other  branohes.of 
this  reform,  which  mv  right  hon.  Fkiend 
the  Member  for  South  I^«ds  (Sir  Ljoa 
Playfair)  described  as  the  devolution 
upon  Committees,  and  the  limiting  of 
the  hours  of  sitting.  I  take  it,  thst 
whatever  difference  of  opnioa  msj 
exist  as  to  the  best  mode  of  devolutioiD, 
we  must  aco^t  the  decision  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  revive  the  qratem  of  Orsnd 
Oommittees.  That  system  was  never 
fully  tried.  We  had  two  Oommitteat, 
and  of  all  the  valuable  measures  passed 
by  the  Parliament  of  1880^  and  thoe 
were  many,  I  do  not  think  any  two  wore 
in  their  general  effects  on  the  commu*> 
nity  more  valuable  than  tiie  Banknptof 
Act  and  the  Patent  Act,  both  of  whish 
were  passed  bv  a  Qrand  Oommittee*  It 
has  been  said  there  would  be  obstroo* 
tion  in  Grand  Committees.  I  bad  the 
honour  to  sit  upon  the  Ghraad  Oom* 
mittee  presided  over  by  the  Gfaanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Oosohen),  and, 
though  it  was  said  that  one  Memhsr 

—  neither  a  lawyer  nor  an  Irishman 

—  addressed  the  Committee  npwardj 
of  900  times,  99  out  of  eveiy  1^ 
speeches  made  in  the  Committee  didnot 
exceed  five  minutes.  The  Oomnuttas 
m^  as  busineasmeD  te  da  rsAlw«4r 
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9tid  I  fthmk  Hie  wodc  th^  turned  ou^ 
WT&  heat  oomptrisoii  with,  a  great  many 
measures  passed  bj  Parliament.  There 
was  another  Grand  Committee,  oalled 
the  Law  Oommtttee.  The  legal  element 
was  yery  {H-edenunant  on  that  Oommit< 
tae.  The  legal  element  is  a  very  good 
element;  bnt  it  is  Hke  many  other 
good  tilings,  you  most  not  have  too 
mnohof  it.  It  wants  qnalification  and. 
Nstrielion,  and  I  am  not  qnite  sore  that 
a  body  in  whieh  the  legal  element  pre* 
dsminatea  is  the  best  body  for  the  re- 
ktm  ti  the  law.  If  the  Law  Oomnuttee 
had  received  a  greater  infmsiott  of  the 
GmnsieBBxal  element,  perhaps  it  would 
ha»e  d(»ie  its  work  better.  The  friction 
lAloh  arose  in  the  Oommittee  was  owing 
to  the  lact  l^uct  the  Honse  did  not  settl^ 
the  main  princinle  on  the  seeond  reading 
ol  the  fiilL  The  qnestion  about  whioh 
the  dispute  arose  was  the  constitution  of 
the  Oourt  of  Oriminal  Appeal,  and  it 
was  raised  immediately  the  Oommittee 
sat.  The  House  was  in  faronr  of  a 
Oourt  of  Cnminal  Appeal ;  but  when 
the  Committee  came  to  deal  witii  the 
BOl  the  qnestton  arose  whether  the 
a|neal  was  to  extend  to  sentences  as 
weii  as  to  verdicts,  and  there  the  Gkn 
fsniment  eame  into  coUiskn  with  ^e 
mjonty  of  the  Committee.  I  do  not 
think  that,  under  such  otrcnmstances, 
the  failure  ol  the  Crand  Oommittee 
qrstemin  that  case  is  at  all  surprising. 
What  I  want  to  ask  l^e  right  hon. 
Geotlettan  the  Leader  of  the  House 
(Mr.  W.  fi.  Smith)  to  consider  is  this, 
lAether  it  wonid  not  be  desirable  to  do 
awaj  with  the  distinctions  of  Law  and 
Josfeifie,  %ade,  Oommerce,  and  Agrieul- 
tine?  It  ts  a  very  diiicult  thing  to 
chnsify  Bills,  and  to  say  one  is  a  Law 
Bill,  and  another  is  a  Trade  Bill,  and 
another  is  an  Agrkmltural  Bill.  The 
ftnfamptit^  Bill  was  as  much  a  Law 
Bill  as  a  Trade  Bill.  The  Government 
Impose  to  effect  a  reform  in  the  cere- 
moniss  eonneeted  with  the  marriage  of 
Nencottformists.  There  will  be  a  gene- 
ral  scmseasns  of  opinion  that  such  a 
nfonn  is  needed,  but  it  cannot  be  classi- 
fied as  one  either  of  Law,  Trade,  Com- 
nusDS^  or  Shipping ;  and  yet  it  could  not 
l»  dismissed  with  so  great  advantage  in 
tb)  House  as  in  one  of  the  Grand  Oom- 
nuiteesv  ^  whseh  you  will  bring  to  bear 
the  etperienee  of  the  men  best  compe- 
^•ttt  ts  foxm  an  opinien.  There  are 
nutty^iUs^  the  detaila^of  whidi  would 
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be  far  better  settled  in  a  Grand  Oom- 
mittee, but  which  you  cannot  classiiy  as 
Law,  or  as  Commercial  Bills.  There  is 
also  another  objecdon  to  the  present 
system.  If  you  call  a  Oommittee,  a 
Oommittee  of  Law,  all  lawyers  expect  to 
be  put  on  it.  If  you  call  a  Oommittee, 
a  Oommittee  of  Shipping,  you  will  have 
Members  telling  you  that  ikey  are  au- 
thorities on  shipping  and  commerce,  and 
claiming  to^be  appointed  on  the  Commit* 
tee.  Let  us  appomt  two  or  three  Standing 
or  Grand  Committoee,  and  refer  to  them 
any  Bill  which  the  House  thinks  prop^. 
In  that  way,  we  should  very  much  tend 
to  promote  the  efficiency  of  the  G^nd 
Committees.  I  strongly  advocated  the 
appointment  of  these  Committees  in 
1882.  I  had  faith  in  them  th^,  and  I 
am  not  prepared  to  abandon  them  until 
we  have  seen  them  fairly  tested.  In  this 
way  we  shall  do  a  great  deal  in  the  way 
of  devolution.  Now,  I  want  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  a  very  practical  question.  If  the 
hours  of  the  House  are  to  be  limited  as 
proposed--I  am  not  objecting  to  the 
limitation  of  the  hours — how  is  the  or- 
dinary Business  of  the  Government  to  be 
carried  on  ?  How,  where,  and  when  is 
the  seeond  class  Departmental  legislation, 
which  is  needed  every  Session,  and  which 
must  be  carried  on  in  the  interest  of 
the  country,  to  pass  ?  The  full-dress  de- 
bate upon  first  class  Government  mea- 
sures will  invariably  last  until  1 2  o'clock, 
when  there  is  to  be  an  automatic  cessa- 
tion of  the  discussion.  You  will  then 
have  only  half-an-hour,  and  without  im- 
puting to  anyone  any  desire  to  obstruct, 
if  a  Member  knows  that  he  may  wreck 
a  little  Bill  by  prolonging  the  debate 
half-an-hour,  he  may  be  very  much 
tempted  to  do  so.  Then  comes  the . 
question  of  Supply.  Is  it  possible  to 
get  the  Votes  under  the  proposed  cir- 
cumstances? The  chances  are  that,  in- 
stead of  the  discussion  of  the  Estimates 
becoming  contracted,  it  will  become  en- 
larged. It  is  not  for  me  to  make  sug- 
gestions ;  but  I  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
to  consider  whether  if  he  adheres,  as  I 
presume  he  will,  to  the  principle  of  some 
fixed  hour  for  the  House  rising,  he  will 
not  allow  a  wider  margin  than  half-an- 
hour  between  the  contentious  Businees 
of  the  day  and  the  Business  which  is 
non-eontentioue,  and  in  which  only  a 
limited  number  of  Members  take  part. 
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I  very  mVLoh  doubt  also  the  wisdom  of 
commencing  the  sittings  of  tlie  House 
as  early  as  2  o'clock.  We  have  not  jet 
got  rid  of  the  Private  Bill  Committeee. 
We  shall  not  get  rid  under  any  circum- 
stances of  Select  Committees,  indeed,  the 
probability  is  that  a  larger  number  of 
oeleot  Committees  will  sit  in  the  future 
tiiaB  in  the  past.  Two  o'clock  is  cer- 
tainly too  early  an  hour  to  commence 
tiie  Business  of  the  House.  Eight  hon. 
Qentlemen  opposite  know  the  Minis- 
terial difficulty  in  the  way  of  a  com- 
mencement being  made  at  2  o'clock. 
There  is  also  the  difficulty  with  reference 
to  the  occupation  of  many  hon.  Members. 
It  would  be  a  pity  if  this  House  was  com- 
posed exclusively  of  any  one  class,  either 
of  the  rich  or  poor,  or  of  the  leisured  or 
the  busy  class.  If  you  are  to  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  assistance  in  the  Business 
of  the  House  of  men  of  commercial  ex- 
perience, you  cannot  expect  them  to  be 
down  here  so  early  as  2  o'clock.  Could 
we  not  make  the  hour  of  meeting  3 
o'clock  and  save  the  waste  of  time  which 
now  takes  place^nearly  half-an-honr — 
each  day  before  the  Public  Business  be- 
gins ?  Surely  there  could  be  an  under- 
standing that  Public  Business  should 
begin  directly  Private  Business  closes. 
I  also  doubt  the  wisdom  of  the  ad- 
journment at  the  dinner  hour.  If  an 
arbitrary  time  is  fixed  for  the  adjourn- 
ment for  dinner  there  will  be  a  tendency 
to  prolong  Business  until  that  hour,  and 
there  will  be  great  difficulty  in  gathering 
-up  the  threads  of  the  debate  at  nine 
o^ilock.  There  will  be  a  great  tempta- 
tion to  count  the  House,  and  generally 
we  shall  lose  a  great  deal  of  valuable 
time.  There  is  another  point  which 
ought  to  be  taken  into  consideration, 
and  that  is  that  a  very  considerable 
number  of  Members  commence  to  take 

Sart  in  the  discussions  of  the  House 
uring  the  dinner  hour.  Many  wise 
speeches  are  delivered  in  the  dinner 
hour,  speeches  which  tend  to  form  and 
enlighten  public  opinion.  There  is  diffi- 
culty, I  know,  in  keeping  a  House 
during  the  dinner  hour,  but  I  think  we 
should  do  much  to  economize  time  if, 
without  any  Bule,  there  was  an  under- 
standing between  the  Speaker  and  the 
House  that  as  near  as  possible,  say 
to  8  o'clock,  or  to  any  other  time 
the  Speaker  may  fix,  the  Chair  should 
suspend  the  sitting,  and  that  the  sitting 
should  in  every  ease  be  suspended  for 


a  fixed  period)  say  half-an*hour.  At 
present,  the  time  of  the  svepenston 
is  uncertain  and  its  duration  is  un- 
certain. I  think  we  mi^t  help  to  sofare 
this  dinner  difficulty  wi^out  prooeed* 
ing  to  the  extreme  measure  of  99B^ 
pending  the  sitting  of  the  House ;  es- 
pecially when  that  suspension  is  to  be 
followed  shortly  afterwards  by  the  att« 
tomatic  closure  of  the  House  at  half-past 
12  o'clock.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  ea^ 
deavoured  to  make  these  suggeatkms  in 
the  spirit  in  which  the  Leader  d  the 
House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  haealwaysre- 
oeived  suggestions  from  this  side.  I  an 
most  anxious  to  support  the  €h)Teninient 
in  carrying  out  this  scheme  oi  re* 
form.  It  ought  net  to  be  taken  ju^ 
as  a  Party  questk>n.  However,  we 
may  differ  amongst  ourselveSy  we  ought 
all  to  have  a  supreme  and  overpowenng 
desire  for  the  freedom  and  efficiency  cd 
the  House  of  Commons.  I  hope  sll 
Members  will  support  this  Govemuient, 
or  any  Government,  in  endeavouring  to 
restore  to  the  House  of  Commons  tiie 
position  it  formerly  held. 

SiE  BAINALD  KNiaHTLBY 
(Northamptonshire,  S.) :  I  do  notbaBete 
that  the  present  Leader  of  the  House 
will  be  likely  to  abuse  the  privilege  of 
asking  the  Speaker  to  set  the  closure  in 
motion,  but  on  some  future  occasion  we 
may  find  an  arrogant  and  vnscrupttioas 
Minister  attempting  to  override  the 
privileges  of  Members.  The  protection 
of  the  rights  of  minorities  has  been, 
and  may  again  be,  useful.  I  believe 
that  if  the  Eules  are  agreed  to  without 
some  change  bein^  made  with  regard  to 
counts-out  the  rights  of  private  Mem- 
bers will  be  prejudiced,  as  the  Houss 
will  generally  be  counted  out  at  half* 
past  9,  unless  some  matter  of  great 
importance  is  under  consideration,  on 
those  days  whidi  are  not  allotted  to 
GK>vemmettt  Business. 

The  president  op  the  LOCAL- 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.RiTCHa) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The. 
Government  has  every  reason  to  be 
satisfied  with  the  course  and  tone  el'ttie 
debate.  There  is  an  evident  desire  m 
all  quarters  to  facilitate  the  disoussioa 
of  the  proposed  Rules,  and  to  criticiss 
them  in  such  a  wav  as  to  indicate  aa 
anxiety  to  assist  the  Govemmeat  la 
laying  down,  and  the  House  in  adopt-- 
in^,  such  proposab  as  will  effect  w 
objects   which   ^e   great  majonty.  ofx 
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Ifemhers  desire  to  attain,  whidi  is  thai 
Ae  BttsiBess  of  the  House  shall  be 
facilitated  vith  due  regard  to  the  privi- 
leges of  minorities  and  of  indindoals. 
No  speech  has  been  more  replete  with 
fiiendfy  advioe  and  suggestions  worthy 
ol  consideration  than  tlrat  of  the  right 
hon.  M^aber  lor  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
H.  H.  FowIot).  The  OoTemment  feel 
ikai  it  was  a  good  augury  for  the  future 
discussion  of  the  details  of  the  proposals 
as  well  as  for  the  future  oonduot  of  Busi- 
ness generally,  that  Members  have  ap- 
plied themselyes  to  the  discussion  of  the 
proposed  Bules  in  a  friendly  spirit,  and 
with  an  evident  desire  to  forward,  and 
not  to  impede,  the  Business  of  the 
Souse.  I  can  assure  the  right  hon. 
Uember  for  Wolverhampton  that  the 
Clovemmezit  have  no  desire  to  force  upon 
the  House  tiie  New  Sules  in  the  exact 
torn  in  whicdi  they  are  propose^ ;  on 
the  contrary*  we  would  welcome  the 
critieism  of  the  House,  and  we  would 
be  g&d  if  the  Bules  should  be  passed 
lot  l^  any  Party  majority,  but  by  the 
general  eonsentr  of  the  House,  because 
tiien  they  woidd  be  much  more  likely  to 
he  effactiTe  than  any  Bules  would  be 
that  were  forced  upon  the  House.  As 
to  Ae  constitution  of  Grand  Ckmimittees, 
no  doubt  there  is  a  certain  amount  of 
ifioonvaiience  in  giving  them  a  special 
ohacacter,  and  there  wUl  be  Bills  as  to 
which  it  would  be  doubtful  to  what 
Oommittee  they  ought  to  be  referred. 
The  Ghwid  Committees  have  consisted 
largely  of  Gentlemen  who  have  special 
knowledge  of  the  subjects  to  be  referred 
to  them ;  and  such  special  constitution  of 
Qiand  Committees  will  hardly  be  possi- 
Ue  imless  it  were  understood  that  certain 
Bills  are  to  be  referred  to  certain  Com- 
nittees.  The  ezpmment  made  in  re- 
fening  the  ^mkruptoy  Bill  to  a  (Jrand 
OoDumttee  was  a  snoceflsfnl  experiment ; 
it  got  through  its  work  in  a  businescdike 
manner.  It  did  not  consist  wholly  of 
insrcantile  men,  but,  as  was  necessary, 
it  included  a  ntmiber  of  lawyers  also. 
And  it  should  be  rememb^ed  that  it  was 
originally  provided  that  15  Members  of 
the  House  might  be  added  to  a  Grand 
Oommittee  for  a  special  purpose.  I  do 
not  aUnde  to  these  matters  in  any  spirit 
o£  controversy,  but  simply  to  suggest 
that  the  prc^osal  of  the  right  hon. 
Qeatleman  not  to  have  specially  eon- 
fititated  Oommittees  might  be  adiended 
with  conrenienoe  as  wdl  as  oonvenienoe. 


It  is  wdl  worthy  of  oonsideration  whe- 
ther the  time  for  non*  contentious  Busi- 
ness should  be  increased,  but  much  time 
would  in  any  case  be  gained  if  the 
principle  of  devolution  were  carried  out 
to  any  considerable  extent.  The  ques* 
tioo  of  hours  must  be  taken  as  a  whole, 
the  question  of  meeting  early  being 
coupled  with  the  question  of  rising 
early.  If  Ministers  got  to  bed  earlier 
they  could  attend  to  their  Office  duties 
earlier.  The  Government  are  not 
wedded  to  2  o'clock  as  the  hour  of 
meeting,  but  will  acoept  the  general 
opioion  of  the  House  on  the  subject, 
and  whether  it  were  made  2  o'clook 
or  3  o'clock,  I  believe  that  both  official 
Members  and  private  Members  engaged 
in  business  wUl  find  themselves  able  to 
adopt  it  if  we  are  able  to  rise  early  and 
secure  the  rest  which  all  alike  require. 
On  the  question  of  closing  the  debate,  the 
Government  place  themselres  and  the 
House  in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker. 
When  the  question  was  discussed  in 
1682  the  Speaker  was  asked  what  he 
understood  by  the  ''  evident  sense  of  the 
House,"  and  he  said  he  should  interpret 
it  to  mean  the  **  evident  sense  of  the 
House  at  large."  This  was  what  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
called  a  matter  of  fact.  It  is  quite  evi- 
dent the  Speaker  is  not  in  a  position  to 
fulfil  any  such  obligation  as  was  laid 
down  by  Mr.  Speaker  Brand  when  he 
spoke  of  the  *^  evident  sense  of  the  House 
at  large."  With  Members  scattered 
about  the  House  it  is  impossible  for  him 
to  say  what  is  the  opinion  of  the  House 
at  large.  The  only  means  by  which  this 
can  be  determined  is  a  Division.  The 
Speaker  is  now  ai^ed  to  decide  a  question 
of  fact  before  he  can  put  the  machinery 
in  motion  to  ascertain  it.  The  proposed 
Bules  will  plaoe  him  in  a  very  mudi 
better  position.  The  Speaker's  only 
duties  are  to  see  that  the  rights  of  the 
minority  are  respected  and  that  no  frivo- 
lous Motions  are  put  to  the  House  with 
a  view  of  putting  an  end  to  the  debate. 
The  power  given  to  the  Speaker  will  be 
adequate  to  effect  both  these  objects. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
asked  the  Government  if  the  House 
met  at  2  o'clock  what  was  to  become 
of  the  Committees?  So  far  as  the 
Oommittees  on  Private  Business  are 
concerned,  the  Government  intend  to 
make  proposals  to  relieve  the  House 
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from  the  burden  whioh  rests  upon  it 
with  refereaoe  to  Private  Bill  Commit- 
tees. With  regard  to  Select  Committeee, 
the  fact  of  the  House  rising  at  an  earlier 
hour  at  night  will  enable  the  Oommittees 
to  conunenoe  their  business  at  an  earlier 
hour— say  at  11  instead  of  12  o'clock. 
Something  has  been  said  with  reference 
to  th^  position  of  private  Members,  and 
a  suggestion  was  made  that  Bills  origi- 
nating with  private  Members  should  be 
referred  to  a  Committee  of  Selection.  I 
think  the  duty  proposed  to  be  imposed 
on  that  Committee  wonld  be  a  difficult 
if  not  an  invidious  one.  It  would  be 
for  them  to  judge  between  the  merits 
of  one  measure  and  another^  and  I 
think  that  wonld  not  be  satisfactory  to 
the  House.  The  position  of  private 
Members  will  be  infinitely  improved  by 
the  proposed  Eules.  At  present  those 
Members  who  are  most  fortunate  in  the 
ballot  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session 
are,  when  the  first  stage  of  the  Bill  ia 
passed,  often  no  better  off  than  other 
leas  fortunate  Members,  because  the 
ballot  applies  only  to  the  first  stage. 
Private  Bills,  even  after  having  pasMd 
a  seooud  reading,  unless  they  commend 
themselves  to  the  almost  unanimous  ap- 
proval of  the  House,  have  little  chance 
of  becomiDg  law.  The  proposals  of  the 
Government  are  a  distinct  advantage 
and  it  will  be  for  the  House  to  say 
whether  priority  should  be  given  to  the 
Bills  most  advMieed.  I  have  referred 
to  the  criticisms  made  upon  the  proposals 
of  the  Qovernment,  and  I  will  only  say 
one  word  as  to  the  attitude  of  the  Con- 
servative Party.  So  far  as  we  are  con- 
cerned, there  is  no  change  of  feeling 
with  respect  to  this  matter.  We  are 
just  as  unwilling  ae  ever  to  fetter  the 
freedom  of  debate  in  the  House  of  Com* 
mons ;  but  this  question  haa  been  deeided 
in  1882,  and  I  think  we  are  in  no  way 
inconsistent  in  endeavouring  to  make 
effective  the  Bulea  which  were  passed 
for  the  purpoee  of  shortening  discussion 
on  the  Business  of  the  House.  It  is  a 
choice  of  evils— a  question  of  whether 
the  House  should  in  some  way  or  other 
limit  the  power  of  debate,  or  whether 
we  should  acknowledge  that  we  are  in- 
capable to  do  the  work  we  were  sent 
there  to  perform.  We  do  not  like  to  in- 
terfere with  the  freedom  of  debate,  but 
we  oonsider  this  other  evil  of  so  supreme 
a  character  that  we  have  no  longer  aay 
choice  in  the  matter.    I  oan.  conoeive 

Mr.  EiUhie 


nothing  more  unfortunate  than  dMt  the 
people  of  this  country  should  think  Par* 
liament  incapable  of  carrying  out  tiie 
mandates  of  the  oonstituenotes  or  temm^ 
ing  the  grievances  of  which,  the  peo^ 
complain.  The  Oovemment  will  do 
everjrthiog  they  can  to  promote  ihs 
wishes  of  the  House  of  Oommoos ;  thty 
are  anxious  to  carry  the  House  with 
them,  and  will  seriously  consider  any 
suggestions  made  to  them  by  any  Uemi- 
ber  of  the  Honse. 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH  (Bradfeid, 
W.) :   Mr.  Speaker,  we  now  wgngxoatk 
the  end  of  February,  and  wo  have  be* 
fore  us  the  very  diffieult  task  of  altering: 
our  mode  of  Procedure.    I  think  it  will 
be  universally  admitted  that  nothing  kss 
than  an  overwhelming  necessity  iroM 
have  justified  any  Government,  in  the 
face  of  a  Session  which  is  Tery  likely  to 
be  unusual  in  the  chi^acter  of  the  mea- 
sures to  be  brought  forward,  in  bringing 
before  us  so  soon  after  the  recent  chiiige 
such  proposals  as  the  Government  have 
laid  on  the  Table.    I  ooafeeeto having 
had  some  anxiety  during  tke  last  three 
days  to  ascertain  what  were  really  the 
leading  viewa  in  the  nuada  of  the  Go- 
vernment as  to  .the  changes  propessd. 
It  may  be  necessary,  in  tke  altered  eir^ 
cumstances  of  the  thne,  that  we  shomld 
have  a  change  in  the  method  of  enforsuig 
the  closure ;  but  I  think  tliai  ia  the  ^in* 
ion  of  any  experienced  Member  of  this 
House  that  is  not  the  way  in  which  the 
time  of  this  House  will  be  saved;  but 
that  it  is  by  extending  the  system  of 
devolution  of  Business  on  a  yesy  much 
larger  scale  than  has  hitherto  been  tried. 
I  am  obliged  to  confess,  frtMn  the  hesi- 
tating and  ap;>logetio  way  in  whioh  the 
Government  have  dealt  with  the  qn^f^ 
tion  of  devolution,  that  it  is  ohvioiifl 
that  their  main  ooaeem  is  to  alter  iho 
system  of  dosuve,  aad  mafce^il  more 
severe  thim  it  is  at  present.    If  I  were 
in  any  doubt  upon  that  one  point,  the 
fervour   of   the   speech   of   the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  wonld  have 
removed  any  hesitation  of  mind.    To* 
wards  the  close  of  his  speech  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  turned  aakte  to  a  eer* 
tain  section  of  this  House,  and  gave  the 
plainest  intimation  tfiat  what  he  was 
anxious  for  was  a  more  effective  gag*  is 
order  to  control  a  certain  miaority*  Not 
only  harre  we  thattestinumy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleeaan,  but  tiie  Prime  Miniitsr^ 
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in  A  tpeeoli  whioh  baa  appeared  in  Th9 
'Rm$9  and  other  papers,  has  indicated 
in  the  plainest  manner  what  the  Oo- 
?ttnm«it  intend  by  stopping  the  ordi- 
nary Business  of  the  House  and  tbrow- 
isg   upon   the  floor  proposals  for   an 
eiiite  change  in  the  mode  of  Procedure. 
Attd  thai  is  that,  having  been  foiled  in 
its  control  of  Irish  Business,  it  means, 
l^  foree,  to  bring  abou#  a  different  state 
of  things.    I  Tentvre  to  say  that  the  Go- 
vernment may  find  that  their  oalcula'' 
\M9  in  this  respect  have  been  altogether 
errmeooa.   There  is  no  doubt  that  what 
is  known  ae  the  Irish  Party  has  in  the 
past  tried  the  temper  of  this  Assembly, 
and  dene  many  things  to  militate  strongly 
against  the  smooth  working  of  our  I^- 
liattentary  machine*    But  it  has  been 
errident  during  the  last  12  months  that  a 
great  change  has  come  over  the  tactics 
of  the  Irish  people  and  their  Bepreeen- 
taltves  in  this  House.    To  them  a  new 
pn)^ect  has  opened ;  and  they  now  have 
reason  to  hope  that  whatever  demands 
tkey  may  make  will  be  listened  to  by 
Parliament,  and  will  be  Constitutionally 
Tedrcssed.  I  myself  should  be  very  much 
sttrprised  if  it  becomes  necessary  during 
this  Seosion  to  apply  the  ol6ture  on  ac- 
ecmiit  of  any  d^Mculty  in  the  Irish  quarter 
of  the  Heuae.    If  that  be  so,  it  is  <}uite 
dear  that  the  valuable  time  of  this  House 
is  being  wasted,  and  that  we  might  at 
this  moment  be  proceeding  with  the 
measares  which  the  Government  propose 
to  lay  l^fore  Parliament.    No  doubt,  if 
the  House  is  to  do  the  work  which  the 
Empire  demands  at  its  hands,  there  must 
be  very  important  changes  made  in  our 
method  of  conducting  the  BosinesB  of 
the  House,  and  beneficial  changes  can 
only,  in  my  opinion,  be  found  in  the 
pncess  of  devotion*    Few  Members 
iroold  wish  to  i^roaeh  gratuitously  the 
OonservativeBaityfor  a  change  of  front,* 
bnt  we  have  had  eMtirfaotory  assurances 
fbm  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  (Mr. 
Bftchie),  and  also  fi^m  the  Chief  Secre* 
tary  for  Ireland  rSir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beadi),  that  the  Government  will  be 
prepared,  when    we   come    to    discuss 
the  Bales   ieriatim,    to    take    counsel 
with  the  HoQse  generally,  and  seek  to 
aaeertatn  what  is  the  general  feeliuff 
of  the  Home.    The  Gh>vemment  will 
aet  wiaely  in  adopting  sueh  a  course. 
I  believe  that,  as  time  goes  on,  it  would 
balonnd  hifinitely  wiser  fbr  us  that  the 
Speaker  shoiiid  be  exeladed  from  the 
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partiKanship  whioh  it  is  sought  to  throw 
on  him.  Up  to  the  present,  happily, 
there  have  been  few  occasions  when  the 
Speaker's  interference  has  been  neces- 
sary ;  but  if,  in  ihe  future,  the  cloture, 
in  its  less  obnoxious  form,  is  to  be  ap- 
plied,  the  responsibility,  it  appears  to 
me,  will  be  able  to  rest  with  the  House ' 
generally,  and  there  will  be  freedom  to 
any  individual  to  take  on  himself  t^e 
unwelcome  task.  The  time  of  this  House 
is  of  infinite  value ;  and  we  have  had 
many  Members  of  experienoe-^my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  (Sir  John  B.  Mow- 
bray), for  instance— expressing  grave 
doubt  as  to  whether  we  are  hkely  to 
derive  much  benefit,  so  far  as  saving 
time  is  concerned,  from  some  of  the 
suggested  changes.  I  am  strongly  of 
the  same  opinion.  I  doubt  whether  the 
proposed  closure,  or  any  other  that  can 
be  projected,  will  have  very  much  effect. 
The  time  of  the  House  may  be  saved ; 
but  the  great  object,  I  take  it,  is  to 
expedite  the  Business  of  the  House, 
without  entering  into  slip-shod  legisla- 
tion. Ample  time  should  be  given  to 
eveiy  section  of  the  House ;  and,  from 
that  point  of  view,  I  regret  that  we 
should  have  before  us  a  proposal  for 
dealing  with  Standing  Committees  with- 
out enlarging  those  Oommittees,  or  en- 
larging ^eir  powers.  On  the  other 
hand,  now  that  we  are  engaged  upon 
these  important  and  permanent  changes 
in  our  Procedure,  I  think  that  all  sides 
of  the  House  should  be  invited  to  take  a 
share  in  the  responsibility  for  what  is 
being  done.  We  should  endeavour  to 
frame  such  new  Bules  as  will  be  accept- 
able to  the  House  at  large.  I  would 
remind  the  Conservative  Party  that  it 
has  not  been  their  lot,  nor  can  it  be  in 
the  very  nature  of  things,  the  lot  of  a 
Party  who  do  not  usually  desire  pro- 
gress, that  they  should  be,  as  a  rule,  in 
Office  and  power.  It  is  to  their  ad- 
vantage, therefore,  as  much  as  to  that 
of  any  section  of  the  House,  that  abso- 
lute freedom  of  discussion  should  be  left 
to  individual  Members  and  Parties  in 
this  House.  I  would  remind  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that,  in  all  proba- 
bility, this  discussion  will  run  through  a 
long  period,  and  that  on  them  will  rest  the 
responsibility  if,  towards  the  end  of  the 
Session,  general  embarrassment  ensues 
from  this  interference  with  the  ordinary 
work  of  the  House.  ^^ 
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Mr.  PIOTON  (Leioestet) :  I  do  not, 
for  one  moment^  suppose  that  the  ideas 
of  one  who  has  had  so  little  experience 
as  myself  of  Parliamentary  Procednre 
will  be  of  much  value ;  therefore,  I  do 
not  intend  to  offer  many  remarks ;  but 
there  is  one  point  touched  by  these  new 
Eules  on  whicli  even  new  Members  may 
be  allowed  to  feel  very  strongly,  and 
that  is  our  feeling  of  respect  and  sub- 
missibn  to  \he  Omiir.  Anything  which 
suggests  to  our  minds  a  fear  that  in  the 
future,  howeyer  remote  and  uncertain, 
differences  of  opinion  on  this  point  might 
be  awakened,  necessarily  creates  mucb 
uneasiness.  Now,  Sir,  in  my  limited 
experience  in  this  House,  and  so  far  as 
I  have  read  an3rthing  concerning  its 
history— especially  its  modern  history — 
it  does  appear  to  me  that  there  has 
always  been  a  very  strong  and  clearly- 
marked  distinction  drawn  between 
matters  of  Bule  and  the  Law  of  the 
House  on  the  one  hand,  and  matters  of 
policy  or  expediency  on  the  other.  The 
occupant  of  the  Chair  has  always  been 
looked  up  to  as  the  impersonation  and 
embodiment  of  the  best  traditions  and 
regulations  of  the  House.  The  decisions 
of  the  Chair  have  always  very  properly 
been  unanimously  accepted  at  once. 
When  the^  Chair  has  given  a  decision, 
it  has  always  been  recognized  that  it  was 
not  merely  an  individual  that  was  speak* 
ing,  but  l^e  whole  House  as  a  corporate 
body.  But,  Sir,  if  we  introduce  another 
element — ^that  of  policy  or  expediency — 
at  once  a  very  grave  danger  arises,  be* 
cause  it  is  precisely  on  points  of  policy 
and  expediency  that  the  House  differs 
within  itself,  and  must  always  differ  with* 
in  itself.  Therefore,  a  decision  given  on  a 
point  of  policy  or  expediency  must  needs 
be,  not  the  utterance  of  the  whole  House, 
but  only  the  utterance  of  a  part— that  is 
to  say,  in  fact,  a  Party  decision.  Now, 
it  has  been  said  that  whatever  danger 
might  be  incurred  in  this  direction  has 
already  been  incurred  by  the  present 
form  of  the  Closure  Bule ;  but  we  have  had 
it  argued  on  very  high  authority  that 
the  present  form  of  the  Closure  Bule 
only  requires  the  Chair  to  decide  upon 
a  matter  of  fact  concerning  which  there 
may  be  differences  of  opinion  without 
the  slightest  disrespect  to  the  Chair.  We 
have  been  assured  that  the  Chair  was 
not  required  to  decide  upon  any  matter 
of  policy.  I  myself  am  incUned  to 
think  that  the  present  form  of  closure  is 


defective  in  this  respect^hat  it  may 
occasionally  involve  decisions  from  tha 
Chair  upon  what  ought  to  be  oqa« 
sidered  points  of  policy  or  expedlenoy ; 
and  I  should  like  to  see  the  present 
Bule  as  to  closure  improved  by  putting 
out  of  it  altogether  any  appeal  to  the 
Chatr  on  such  points.  But  xmdet  the 
New  Bules  the  Chair  is  bronght  in 
again,  as  I  think,  in  a  more  dangerous 
manner,  for  it  is  called  on  to  dedde 
whether  the  proposer  of  the  closure  is 
acting  rightly  and  fairly  *-ia  taking  the 
right  line  of  policy — ^in  desiring  to  ekee  a 
debate ;  and  on  such  a  point  a  large  part 
of  the  House  will  neoeMaxily  diffisr  from 
the  proposal  of  the  closure,  and  if  a 
large  part  of  the  House  differs  on  that 
point  from  the  proposer,  it  will  also 
differ  from  the  Speaker,  and  that  on  a 
point  of  policy  or  expediency.  Now,  I 
do  notthmk  that  this  can  happen  with* 
out  feelings  being  e^genderENl  whiek 
none  of  us  would  like  to  entertain  ks 
one  moment  towards  the  Chair  of  thn 
House.  Besides,  in  the  new  P^poeednre 
Bules,  not  only  is  the  oloeure  virtuaUj 
to  be  deeided  on  the  decision  of  the 
Speaker,  but  in  regard  to  the  peasibility 
of  moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
at  or  after  Question  time,  again  the 
Speaker  is  to  be  appealed  to.  New, 
in  such  a  ease  the  Speaker  may 
be  appealed  to  twice.  First,  he  is 
asked  whether  he  will  permit  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  to  be  moved, 
and  then,  if  any  Member  of  the 
House  thinks  that  this  question  has 
been  discussed  long  enough,  he  aaks  the 
Speaker  to  decide  whether  the  dosore 
may  be  proposed  or  net;  so  that  the 
Chair  is  brought  in  both  at  the  begin- 
ning and  at  the  end  of  such  debate.  If 
hen.  (Gentlemen  will  conceive  to  them- 
selves any  great,  pressing,  and  pos- 
sibly irritating  pubHo  question  arismg 
on  which  a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House  were  desired,  I  think  they 
will  adcnowledge  that  in  such  a  ease 
there  would  be  a  danger  of  creating  be- 
tween some  section  of  the  House  and  the 
Chair  feelings  of  which  we  ought  never, 
I  think,  to  run  the  risk.  I  do,  therefore, 
hope  that  the  Qovemment  will  give  a 
litde  more  oon^deration  to  this  pout. 
As  I  have  said,  I  do  not  speak  as 
havinff  any  experience  that  makes 
my  obeervalions  hardly  worthy  of  any 
attention  at  til ;  but  as  a  Member,  per- 
haps, of  in  some  respects  an  extreme 
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Party,  I  desire  to  say  that,  so  far  €i8  I 
ant  aware,  every  Party  desires  to  main* 
taia  unbroken  Uie  long  tradition  of  ab* 
solute  submission  and  respect  to  the 
Chair  which  has  made  the  proceedings 
in  this  House  in  former  times  a  model 
to  the  Legislatures  of  the  whole  world  ; 
and  I  do  beseech  the  Qoyemment  not 
earelessly  to  introduoe  any  element 
whatever  which  could  possibly  en* 
danger  a  break  in  that  tradition. 

Mk.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
County,  Ossory):  1  was  prompted  to 
take  part  in  this  discussion  by  an  ob- 
•enrotion  of  an  kon.  Oentleman  on  the 
TreeLBory  Bench,  who  said  tke  Govern* 
ment  were  anxious  that  this  matter 
should  not  be  discussed  entirely  by  the 
Front  Benches,  but  should  be  discussed 
l^  Members  at  large.  I  am  a  new 
Member  of  the  Housoy  and  I  shonld  not 
venture  to  take  part  in  the  discussion  at 
all,  but  that  I  have  listened  with  a  great 
deal  of  attention  to  the  debates  which 
have  been  taking  plaoe  in  this  House 
vith  a  view  to  understand  the  Bules  and 
Orders  of  the  House.  When  I  entered 
the  House  I  entered  it  with  the  determi- 
nation that,  come  what  might,  I  would 
alwaya  endeavour,  as  far  as  I  possibly 
eonld  and  as  far  as  I  understood  them, 
to  conform  to  the  Rules  of  the  House. 
JMoTOt  however,  I  say  anything  upon 
the  Bales,  I  would  make  one  observa- 
tioA  with  respect  to  the  remark  of  the 
right  hoa.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exehequer  (Mr.  Gosohen).  The 
right  hon.  Qeodeman  said  that  though 
pur  observations  grated  on  hon.  Gentle- 
men  opposite,  ia  the  same  way  as  he 
had  no  doubt  their  observations  grated 
vpon  US,  we  were  always  listened  to  by 
hoa.  Ooitlemen  opposite  with  respect 
Nowt  I  desire  to  give  that  statement  my 
emphatic  oontradiction.  I  do  not  think 
efven  hon.  Gentlnnen  opposite  themselves 
will  say  that  they  list^ied  with  a  great 
deal  of  respect  to  remarks  which  were 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  the 
other  night,  and  I  myself  have  had  rea- 
son to  complain  of  great  discourtesy  on 
tke  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
when  I  was  trying,  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  last  Session,  to  set  forth 
tiie  case  of  a  number  of  unfortunate 
frmonere  in  Ireland.  I  believe  if  those 
srisoners  had  been  ia  England,  and  I 
kid  been  an  English  Member,  I  shoidd 
Jitve  been  treated  with  a  great  deal  more 
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courtesy  and  consideration  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  Then  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  said  that,  in  a 
former  Session,  we,  the  Irish  Party,  had 
opposed  all  Business  in  this  House.  No  ; 
I  do  not  think  that  is  strictly  accurate ;  I 
do  not  think  the  remark  is  strictly  main- 
tainable. It  is  quite  possible  that  oppo- 
sition may  have  been  offered  to  certain 
measures  before  the  present  Irish  Party 
was  constituted  in  lb80 ;  but  since  that 
time  I  maintain  that  the  opposition  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  Membei's  has  been 
mainly  to  matters  which  concern  the 
freedom  and  the  rights  of  their  country, 
and  that  they  have  not  obstructed  Eng- 
lish Business  to  any  considerable  extent. 
I  sav,  Sir,  that  the  real  Obstructionists 
in  the  Parliament  of  1880  were  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  They  obstructed 
the  Bill  for  the  Extension  of  the  Fran- 
chise ;  they  brought  forward  a  number 
of  Motions  of  an  obstructive  character, 
as  I  thought,  in  reference  to  Egypt; 
they  made  verv  loog  and,  as  I  think,  often 
very  meaningless  speeches,  and  this  was 
in  the  direction  of  Obstruction ;  and  now 
they  come  and  complain  about  us,  and 
speak  of  us  as  if  we  were  the  only  Ob- 
structionists in  this  House.  The  truth 
is  that  Obstruction  came  largely  from 
the  other  side,  and  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  too,  seem 
to  me  to  have  a  very  peculiar  memory. 
They  recollect  things  which  it  is  con- 
venient for  them  to  recollect,  and  they 
forget  things  which  they  desire  no 
longer  to  remember.  They  seem  to 
me  to  resemble  verj  much  a  character 
in  The  New  Bepublic.  A  lady  is  there 
introduced  who  is  described  as  the 
London  Sappho.  A  service  was  im- 
provised on  a  particular  occasion  and 
Prayer  Books  were  handed  round,  and 
the  lady  remarked  that  it  was  a  long 
time  since  she  had  had  a  Prayer  Book — 
that  she  did  not  think  she  had  had  one 
since  she  was  confirmed.  A  gentleman 
remarked — "When  you  were  married, 
perhaps?"  **0h!'*  she  said;  ** pos- 
sibly, but  I  have  forgotten  all  about 
that."  It  seems  to  me  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  are  just  like  that  lady. 
They  remember  what  they  like  to  re- 
member, and  forget  what  it  is  incon- 
venient to  remember.  The  question  we 
have  to  ask  ourselves  with  regard  to  the 
Bales  is,  I  think,  whether  hon./Gentle- 
men  opposite,  in  bringing  forward  these 
Eules,  nave  a  sincere  desire  to  assist  the 
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progress  of  Business  ?    Now,  I  ventare 
to  entertain  considerable  doubt  on  that 
pointy  and  I  will  tell  the  House  why  I 
doubt  it.    If  right  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite really  desired   to  facilitate  the 
Cosiness  of  the  House  by  these  Eulos, 
they  would  have  put  in  the  forefront 
those   Besolutions  about   which  there 
would  be  likely  to  be  general  agree- 
ment, leaving  for  later  consideration  the 
question  of  the  closure,  respecting  which 
there  must  be  a  great  deal  of  diSerence 
of  opinion.  They  have,  however,  adopted 
exactly  opposite  tactics.    There  is  one 
Kule  about  which  we  are  all  anxious — 
namely,  that  diminishing  the  time  of 
our  Sittings.    That  has  not  been  put  in 
the  forefront  of  the  Eesoluttons;    but 
this  Besolution  regarding  the  cl6ture 
has.    In  the  same  way,  there  is  a  pro- 
position for  facilitating  the  passing  of 
measures  after  "Whitsunstide,  by  givinc; 
priority  to  those  which  are  far  advanced. 
That  is  not  a  contentious  matter  at  all, 
so  far  as  I  can  see.    It  is  a  proposal  in 
favour  of  which  there  will  be  a  pre- 
ponderance of  opinion.     Why,    then, 
was  it  not  put  forward  first  ?    We  have 
had  no   opportunity    of  discussing  it 
given  us.    And  why  have  the  Govern- 
ment not  given  us  a  proof  of  their  earn- 
estness by  dealing  with  the  less  con- 
tentious matters  ?  Why  is  this  question 
of  the  cI6ture  pressed  forward  at  the 
present  moment  ?     I  believe  the  only 
reason  why  it  is  pressed  forward  is  be- 
cause right  hon.    Gentlemen  opposite 
want  to  pass  a  Coercion  Bill  for  Ireland. 
Do  right  hon.  Gentlemen  suppose  that 
we  want  to  prevent  them  from  bringing 
on  their  Estimates  ?    Why,  the  sooner 
we  are  through  the  Estimates  the  sooner 
we  shall  understand  all  about  these  ex- 
travagant proposals  of  theirs,  and  the 
better  it  will  be  for  us  the  worse  it  will 
be  for  them.    Do  they  suppose  we  want 
to  prevent  them  bringing  forward,  and 
having    discussed,   their  proposals  for 
Local  Gt>vemment  in  England,  knowing, 
as  we  do,  that  these  proposals,  when  they 
are  brought  forward,  now  that  the  Go- 
vernment have  lost  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Bandolph    Churchill),    will    be   found 
miserably  inadequate,  and  that  it  will, 
therefore,  be  to  our  interest  to  have  these 
subfectB  brought  forward  as  soon   as 
possible?    No,  Sir;  the  only  proposal 
which  ihejr  are  afraid  they  will    not 
easily  get  is  for  what  is  eupnemistically 

Mr.  W.  A.  llacdonald 


called  the  strengthening  of  crimiDsl 
procedure  in  Ireland.  We  seem  to  be, 
at  the  present  moment,  in  a  kind  of 
transition  state  as  regards  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Chair.  We  seem  to  be  mid- 
way between  the  time  when  the  voice 
of  the  Chair  was  scarcely  heard  at  all, 
and  the  period  when  his  voice  will  be 
repeatedly  heard,  and  when  his  inter- 

rsition  will  be  repeatedly  called  for. 
am  most  anxious  that  the  authority 
and  dignity  of  the  Chair  should  be  pre- 
served— I  am  most  anxious  that  we 
should  always  retain,  and  have  reason 
to  retain,  respect  for  the  Chair.  I  want 
to  regard  the  Chair  as  the  bulwark  of 
the  rights  of  minorities  in  this  House  *, 
and  while  I  would  not  for  one  moment 
think  of  questioning  any  ruling  which 
the  Chair  might  make,  I  think  it  rea- 
sonable for  us  to  know  when  the  more 
frequent  interpositions  of  the  Chair  in 
recent  periods  nave  been  to  the  interest 
of  the  country,  and  have  led  to  increased 
respect  being  entertained  fOr  the  Chair  ? 
I  venture  to  think  that  it  will  be  found 
that  this  has  not  been  the  case.  The 
first  great  innovation  was  when  Mr. 
Speaker  Brand  stopped  a  debate  in  this 
House  acting  entirely  on  his  own  Mo- 
tion, and  without  those  Bules  with  which 
you.  Sir,  have  since  been  furnished. 
Well,  I  think  that  the  eflfects  of  that  have 
been  most  disastrous  on  the  subsequent 
condition  of  Ireland.  I  believe  that  the 
misery  and  even  assassinations  which 
occurred  in  that  countrv  were  indirectly 
due  to  the  facility  which  was  thengi^efi 
for  the  passing  through,  in  this  House, 
of  a  Bill  which  pressed  hardly  on  the 
people  of  Ireland.  During  the  present 
Session  we  have  had  certain  decisions 
which  I  do  not  say  have  shaken  the 
confidence 

Mb.  SPBAB:ERr  The  hon.  Gentld- 
man  is  dealing  very  discursively  with 
this  Eule.  He  is  not  entitled  to  pursue 
the  line  of  argument  he  has  commenced. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD:  Then, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  now  go  on  io 
consider  the  exact  proposal  of  the  Bale. 
This  principle  of  closure  proposed  is  to 
introduce  the  Speaker ;  but  to  introduce 
him  in  a  different  form  from  the  way  he 
is  at  present  introduced — namely,  to 
brinff  him  in  second,  as  it  were,  whild 
any  Member  of  the  House  may  come  in 
first.  I  think  that  before  the  House 
consents  to  this  proposal  we  onght  to 
have  very  clearly  before  us  onft  point- 
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namely,  whether  the  consent  of  the 
Chair,  which,  according  to  the  proposal, 
is  rei^uiBite  before  any  Member  can 
move  that  the  debate  ehould  cease, 
shall  be  given  openly  in  the  House — 
whether  the  request  shall  bo  made 
openly  in  the  House,  and  the  consent 
giYen  in  the  same  way,  or  whether  it 
shall  be  by  private  arrangement*  There 
ie  a  great  danger  here.  Xf  you  do  this 
thing  by  means  of  private  arrangement, 
you  will  produce  a  feeling  of  dissatis- 
faction amongst  a  large  section  of  Mem- 
bers in  this  House ;  but  if  the  Chair  is 
asked  to  give  its  consent  publicly  and 
openly,  there  wiU  be  an  opportunity 

Sven  to  the  House  of  seeing  that  the 
[iair  protects  the  rights  of  minorities, 
and  this  will  greatly  strengthen  the 
Chair  in  the  estimation  of  Members. 
Then  a  question  arises  with  regard  to 
Members.  Z  was  surprised  to  hear  the 
tight  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  declare 
ihat  he  would  like  the  cloture  to  be  ap- 
plied by  a  majority  pure  and  simple. 
He  gave  as  his  reason  that  in  this 
House  we  make  laws  by  means  of  ma- 
joritiee  pure  and  simple,  and  he  asked 
why  we  should  not  also  impose  this  re- 
straint on  ourselves  in  that  way  ?  But, 
Sir^  it  is  not  the  case  that  we  make  laws 
by  means  of  majorities  pure  and  simple. 
Barely  that  was  a  most  inadequate  state* 
ment  of  the  facts.  Suppose  a  Bill  were 
to  pass  a  second  reading  in  this  House 
by  a  majority  of  three,  and  it  was 
a  Bill  about  which  there  was  very 
strong  Party  feeling.  Does  anvbody 
really  suppose  that  that  Bill  would  be- 
come law  r  Does  anyone  suppose  that 
that  one  Division  would  settle  the 
matter?  Why  the  measure  would  be 
thrown  out  in  Committee  or  on  Beport, 
or  on  Third  Beading ;  therefore^  it  is  not 
accurate  to  say  that  it  is  by  majority 
pure  and  simple  that  we  settle  the  most 
important  questions.  But  we  have  had 
a  proposal  jrom  ihe  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chairman  of  Conmiittees  (Mr.  Courtney) 
that  we  should  have  a  proportion  intro- 
dnced«  Now»  I  conceive  that  to  intro- 
duce that  would  be  to  press  very  hardly 
upon  the  minority  in  this  House,  and  I 
conceive  that  even  the  proposal  as  it 
stands  would  be  fairer  to  minorities  than 
any  ^stem  of  proportion.  Li  fact,  the 
hon*  CFentleman  seems  to  me  to  have  got 
the  subject  of  proportion  rather  on  the 
bmiOi  and  I  never  expect  to  hear  a 
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speech  from  him  in  which  proportion — 
proportional  representation,  or  propor- 
tion in  regard  to  these  Eules — will  not 
come  out.  I  am  entitled  to  ask,  in  con- 
clusion, what  will  be  the  probable  effect 
of  these  Bules,  supposing  you  pass  them  ? 
It  is  conceivable  that  they  may  produce 
no  effect  at  all.  You  have  been  warned 
already  that  it  is  possible  to  drive  a 
coach  and  six  through  the  most  impor- 
tant Bules  if  men  are  only  disposed  to 
do  so.  But  they  may  have  some  limited 
effect.  If  they  have,  it  is  surely  worth 
the  while  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
and  of  the  House,  to  consider  whether 
that  limited  effect  is  really  worth  the 
sacrifice  of  time  and  temper  which  the 
passing  of  these  Bules  will  involve.  It 
IS  conceivable,  though  I  do  not  suppose 
even  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
think  it  at  all  likely,  that  these  Bules 
may  have  the  effect  and  object  those 
who  propose  them  have  in  view,  and 
that  ail  difficulties  in  the  way  of  carrying 
on  the  Business  of  the  House  may  be 
removed.  Irish  Members  may  be 
sagged,  and  it  may  be  impossible  to 
bring  forward  Irish  grievances  in  this 
House ;  but  if  it  is,  other  platforms  are 
open  to  us,  not  only  in  Ireland  but  in 
England,  from  one  end  of  the  country  to 
the  other ;  and  I  am  by  no  means  sure 
that  the  best  thing  that  could  happen  to 
us  very  shortly  would  not  be  that  we 
should  be  excluded  altogether  from  the 
proceedings  of  this  House,  so  that  we 
shall  have  an  opportunity  of  devoting 
our  whole  time  to  the  enlightenment  of 
public  opinion  in  England  on  the  Irish 
Question,  which  is  going  on  rapidly, 
and  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are 
powerless  to  prevent. 

Mb.  AMKBOSE  (Middlesex,  Har^ 
row) :  The  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
sat  down  asked  what  is  the  object  of  the 
proposed  New  Bules,  and  I  do  not  think 
there  is  much  difficulty  in  answering  his 
question.  I  think  all  who  have  any 
regard  for  themselves  as  Members  of 
this  House,  as  a  House  of  Business 
capable  of  managing  the  affairs  of  the 
country,  feel  an  interest  in  the  House 
having  restored  to  itself  the  power  of 
managing  those  affairs.  There  is  a 
general  feeling  throughout  the  country, 
that  the  House  has  been  paralyzed 
and  rendered  incapable  of  performing 
its  Business,  ana  that  some  su^ 
Bules  as  these  are  absolutely  necessary 
if  any  Business  whatever  is  to  be  trans- 
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acted.     We  sit  here  Session  after  Ses- 
sion, and  matters  in  which  our  consti- 
tuents are  deeply   interested    are    left 
unattended  to.     Well,  the  opposition  to 
the  New  Eules — especially  to  the  first — 
seems  to  proceed  from  two  Parties.  We 
have  Gentlemen  on  this  side,  no  doubt 
the  most  experienced  of  Members,  having 
sat  in  this   House  for  upwards  of  30 
years,  for  whose  opinions  we  are  bound 
to  have  the  highest  possible  regard,  who 
seem  to  have  an  almost  superstitious  re* 
gard'for  the  rights  of  minorities.  I  have 
heard  a  great  deal  said  about  the  danger 
of  closing  debates  by  a  mere  majority, 
even  with  the  assent  of  the  Speaker. 
Well,  I  wish  we  could  do  without  this 
power  of  cloture.    I  should  be  very  glad 
indeed  if  we  could  proceed,  as  in  times 
past,  when  there  was  a  consciousness  on 
the  part  of  Members  of  this  House  that 
there  was  something  due  to  the  House 
when  the  debate  had  been  sufficiently 
exhausted.    I  coxdd  wish  that  there  was 
such  a  feeling  as  that  pervading  the 
House  at  the  present  time;  but  it  is 
quite  clear  that  that  is  not  so,  and  I 
toiok  we  may  push  the  superstition  of 
the  older  Members  of  the  House  as  to 
the  rights  of  minorities  a  great  deal  too 
far.     I  think  the  majority  has  its  rights. 
I  think  it  is  very  hard  upon  men  who 
are  in  the  majority  in  this  House  that 
they  should  be  bound  to  sit  here  night 
after  night  listening  to  speeches  that  are 
merely  repetitions  of  speeches  already 
made,   and  that  we  should  be  called 
upon,   as  we  were  last  September,  to 
come  down  to  the  House,  night  after 
night,  to  hear  all  sorts  of  small  matters 
raked  up  affecting  contracts,  rights  of 
trial,  imprisonment  of  certain  people — 
matters  the  discussion  of  which,  if  they 
affected  English  transactions,  would  not 
be  tolerated  for  a  moment.     I  say  it  is 
very  hard  on  the  majority,  who  want  to 
get  through  the  Business  of  the  House, 
that  they  should  be  obliged  to  sit  here 
continually  powerless  whilst  some  of  the 
idlest  talk  which  it  has  ever  been  ihj  lot 
to  listen  to  is  proceeding.     We  must 
have  regard  to  the  demand  of  the  country 
that  the  Business  of  the  country  shall  be 
conducted  with  something  like  reasonable 
despatch.  Then  it  is  said  there  is  a  desire 
to  gag  a  certain  section  of  the  House, 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  last  spoke 
rather  threatened  us  with  this — that  if 
the  Irish  Members  are  not  allowed  to 
ventilate  their  grievances  in  this  House 

Mr,  Ambrose 


other  platforms  would  be  found.    Fur 
be  it  from  me,  or  any  other  Member  of 
this  House,  to  endeavour  to  gag  any  sec- 
tion, orpreventthem  from  ventilating  any 
real  grievance.    Let  them  ventilate  thsir 
grievances    here.    This  is  the   proper 
place ;  but  our  point  is  that  these  grior* 
ances  should  be  ventdlated  fairiy,  and 
that  when  the  case  in  respect  of  any 
particular  grievance  has  been  pot  before 
the  House  the  debate  should  be  closed, 
and  a  Division  taken,  so  that  the  opinion 
of  the  House  may  be  given  and  other 
matters  may  be  brought  forward,  so  that 
grievances  from  other  porta  of  the  Em- 
pire may  be  dealt  with.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber says  the  remedy  of  hie  Earty  isto 
go  to  other  platforms,  and,  in  sirring 
that,  he  has  answered  one  of  the  argu- 
mentsurged  against  the  proposed  <n6ture 
Hule.    It  is  said  this  Bale  will  be  a 
most  dangerous  thing,  and  that  it  may 
be  exercised  by  the  majority  harshly, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  eilencine  real 
debate.    Can  it  ?    The  hcea,  Qenuemm 
who  has  just  sat  down  has  given  the 
answer  to  that.    Th^e  are  other  plat- 
forms ;  and  when  the  majority,  with  the 
assistance  of  the  Speaker,  attempts  to 
exercise  the  power  of  closure,  the  answer 
is — **  There  are  platforms  outside,  on 
which   an   unfair  attempt  may  be  de- 
nounced."   Tou  may  dep^id  upon  it 
that  any  attempt  to  put  the  cloture  into 
operation  unfairly  will  bring  upcm  those 
who  are  responsible  a  just  reward  in  the 
condemnation  of  the  general  public.    As 
to  making  the  Speaker  a  party  to  this 
proceeding,  it  must  always  happen  to 
the  President  of  any  Assembly  that,  at 
some  time  or  other,  he  will  have  to  gi?e 
his  opinion  in  favour  of  one  side  or  the 
other.    A  Judge  in  a  Court  of  Justice 
cannot  avoid  giving  a  decision  in  favour 
of  one  side  or  the  other ;  and  the  answer 
to  that  argument  is  that  we  select  for  the 
Office  of  the  Chair  a  Gentleman  in  whose 
honour  and  integrity  we  have   entire 
con6dence,  and  whom  we  have  reason  to 
believe  will  guard   the  rights  of  the 
minority  and  will  take  care  that,  before 
he    allows   the  doture  to  be  put  into 
operation,  the  matter  in  hand  shall  have 
been  foirly  and  sufficiently  discussed. 
If  we  cannot  entrust  a  Gentleman  with  a 
power  like  that  he  would  soon  cease  to 
be  Speaker.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  WolveHiampton  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  and  several  others 
have  suggested  that  the  New  Bules  do 
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Bot  recognize  sufEciently  tlie.  principle 
of  de^ntion.  I  tinderetand  iK)vr  that 
we  are  only  disoassing  the  Bules  in 
general,  and,  if  a  certain  Eule  is  not 
neceesarj,  it  will  be  competent  for  us  to 
gire  effect  to  any  Amendment  that  may 
be  necessary  iot  the  purpose  of  extend- 
ing the  principle  of  devolution ;  but  I 
oannoi  myself  see  why  we  are  not  to 
have  increased  time  given  to  us  for  the 
purpose  of  traasactinff  necessary  Busi* 
ness.  ^  I  do  not  see  the  slightest  diffi* 
colty  in  die  way  of  extending  the  prin* 
eiple  of  devolntion,  and  why  the  House 
smmld  Bot  have  increased  time  and 
vigour  given  to  it  in  that  way. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'OONNOE  (Tipperary, 
8.) :  I  desire  to  add  a  very  few  words  to 
tins  discussion.  It  is,  I  think,  thie  evi- 
doit  sense  of  the  House  that  the  Eules 
of  Prooednre  as  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment will  pass  wiUi  very  few  Amend- 
ments. I  trust  no  Members  of  the 
Hionse  will  have  reason  to  regret  the 
akcrity  with  which  they  seem  to  ac- 
qmesoe  in  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment I  have  DO  doubt  that  if  these 
Bnles  be  passed  that,  in  a  short  time, 
you  will  have  very  little  reason  to  put 
them  in  operation.  They  will  become  a 
dead  letter,  beeause  the  abnormal  state 
of  t^Bgs  that  has  demanded  them  will 
have  ceased  to  exist.  Unquestionably, 
these  Kules  have  been  proposed  in  order 
to  deal  with  what  has  oeen  termed 
"Iriflii  Obstraction."  But,  Sir,  that 
Obs^uetion  was  described  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lewd  Bandolph  Ohurchill)  as  ''the 
safely  valve  for  Irish  rebellion."  I 
think  that  if  the  spirit  of  Irish  rebellion 
has  escaped  in  this  House  in  Obstruction, 
Hds  House  and  the  nation  have  had 
am|fle  compensation  for  the  time  they 
have  lost  owing  to  that  Obstruction.  I 
trust  that  when  a  re-adjustment  of  the 
eondition  of  things  that  exists  between 
the  two  nations  will  have  taken  place, 
and  tiie  abnormal  state  of  things  that 
has  demanded  these  Bules  has  ceased 
to  exist,  the  Bules  will  become  a  dead 
letter,  and  the  House  will  resume  its  old 
efficient  without  any  necessity  for  put- 
tmg  them  into  operation.  Now,  Sir, 
Btany  things  have  been  said  within  the 
last  few  days  in  reference  to  the  matter 
of  the  cloture.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Lincolnshire  said 
that  whan  he  entered  Ais  House 
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It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  be- 
fore Six  of  the  clcek,  the  Debate  stood 
further  adjoyrnediiW  To-morrow, 

House  acyoumed  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOBDS, 

Thursday,  24th  February ,  1887. 


MINUTESJ— Public  BiLis—S4eond  Reading-^ 
Law  of  Evidence  Amendment*  (23);  Jus- 
tices* Jurisdiotion  *  (24). 

Provisional  Ordbb  Bills  —  Fir9t  Reading  — 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ire- 
land) *  (29) ;  Local  Oovenuneot  (Ireland) 
(Canick-on-Soir)*  (30). 

LAW    OF    EVIDENCE    AMENDMENT 

BILL,— (No  23.) 

( JA^  Lard  BramweU.) 

SBOOND    BEAPIira. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

LoBD  BEAMWELL,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  he  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  the  best  reason  he  could  give  their 
liordships  for  agreeing  to  his  Motion 
was  that  their  Lordships  had  already 
passed  a  similar  measure,  but  which  was 
not  heard  of  again  after  it  was  sent  to 
the  other  House.  The  object  of  the 
present  measure  was  to  remove  the  last 
piece  of  the  old  Law  of  Evidence,  and  to 
enable  persons  charged  with  crime,  and 
the  husbands  and  wives  respectively  of 
those  so  charged,  to  give  evidence  on 
their  trial  or  inquiry.  The  Bill  was  not 
compulsory ;  no  person  could  be  called 
under  it  against  Lis  or  her  inclination  to 
give  evidence,  and  it  would  be  entirely 
at  the  option  of  the  prisoner  whether 
he  was  called  as  a  witness  or  not.  Any 
person  giving  evidence  would  have  to 
submit  himself  to  cross-examination. 
He  doubted  very  much  whether  pri- 
soners as  a  class  would  be  benefited  by 
the  Bill.  It  would  be  to  the  advantage 
of  innocent  persons;  but  it  was  very 
likely  that  the  measure  would  do  some 
harm  to  those  who  were  not  innocent,  to 
which,  he  trusted,  their  Lordships  had 
no  objection.  There  was  a  notion  that 
a  prisoner  had  a  right  to  make  a  state- 
ment without  being  sworn ;  but  he  very 
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much  questioned  irhclhor  h«  had  iLo 
privilego;  lie  had  oever  heard  of  il 
until  very  recently.  The  praotice,  no 
doubt,  had  crept  in  ;  but  any  statement 
by  a  prisoner  in  such  oircumstanoeB  was 
comparatively  worthless  for  the  reason 
that  it  was  not  made  on  oath,  and»  what 
was  even  more  important,  was  not  sub- 
ject to  cross-examination.  He  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  pass  the  Bill. 

Mov$d,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— {The  Lord  Bramteelf.) 

Thb  LOED  chancellor  (Lord 
Halsbuby)  said,  it  had  been  his  opinion 
for  a  great  number  of  years  that  an  alte- 
ration of  the  law,  as  recommended  by 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  should  un« 
doubtedly  be  made.  He  might  date 
back  his  firm  conviction  on  the  subject 
to  a  case  in  which  he  was  engaged  many 
years  ago  as  counsel.  It  was  a  civil 
action,  brought  against  the  agents  and 
a  number  oi  the  directors  of  a  commer- 
cial company,  who  were  charged  with 
conspiracy  to  defraud,  and  each  of  the 
persons  charged  was  called  as  a  witness, 
and  was  thus  able  to  give  an  explana- 
tion. Now,  he  had  no  doubt  whatever 
that  if  those  who  brought  forward  that 
action  had  thought  it  right  to  indict  the 
persons  charged,  instead  of  bringing 
the  case  forward  as  a  civil  action,  every 
one  of  them  must  have^  been  convicted 
in  the  absence  of  the  explanation  whidbi 
they  were  able  to  gire  when  called. 
That  was  only  one  of  a  number  of  oases 
which  had  come  under  his  notice.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  recom- 
mraided  the  Bill  on  the  groimd  that  it 
was  not  compulsory ;  but  while  it  might 
not  be  so  in  terms  he  thought  it  was 
compulsory  in  effect.  If  they  made  it 
competent  for  persons  to  be  called,  and 
they  were  not  called,  the  inevitable  con- 
clusion, the  irresistible  force  of  logic, 
would  be  that  they  were  not  called  be- 
cause they  would  be  obliged  to  admit 
their  guilt.  He  entirely  approved  the 
object  of  the  Bill;  but  he  did  not  think 
it  right  that  their  Lordships  should  adopt 
it  without  fully  understanding  that  it 
forced  upon  accused  persons  the  neces- 
sity of  making  explanations  on  their 
trials. 

The  master  of  thb  ROLLS  (Lord 
Esheb)  said,  he  did  not  like  the  Bill, 
either  with  or  without  the  5th  clause. 
Without  it,  no  one  would  look  at  the 
Bill.    With  it,  the  Bill  was  an  unjust 
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anomaly.  The  5th  clause  provided  that 
a  prisoner,  if  called,  should  not  be  cross* 
examined  as  to  his  previous  life,  whether 
he  had  been  convicted,  and  so  on,  with 
the  view  of  testing  his  credibility.  They 
might  thus  have  this  extraordinary  ooa- 
dition  of  affairs — ^that  while  the  pco- 
eeeutor  and  his  witoessee  might  have  to 
answer  questions  aa  to  their  past  history, 
the  prisoner's  story,  without  suoh  test- 
ing, waa  to  have  equal  iralne,  although 
the  accused,  from  the  number  of  ooavic- 
tions-^it  might  be  for  peijury — was^  k 
truth,  a  witness  whose  testimony  was 
wholly  unworthy  of  belief.  The  5th 
clause  showed  that  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  dared  not  face  its  eonseqnences. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  he  was  opposed 
to  the  Bill,  as  it  was  sure  to  cause  a  great 
waste  of  time.  A  fee  would  have  to  be 
paid  for  the  administering  of  every  oatb, 
and  this  would  be  a  loss  to  a  defendaai 
The  Lord  President  of  the  Oouscil  had 
objeeted  to  oaths  onexaminatiops  before 
magistrates  last  year.  At  present  apriso* 
ner  or  defendant  stated  his  ca^se,  and  it 
was  not  more  trustworthy  on  oath,  and 
he  would  not  by  an  oath  escape  jusiioe. 
Sir  Oharles  Dilke  was  not  believed  on 
his  oath.  O'Donnell  made  a  statement, 
but  was  convicted.  A  man  of  the  same 
name  had  worked  for  him  (Lord  Den- 
man),  and  was  asked  if  he  were  related  to 
the  man  whom  Mr.  Juistice  Deoman— hia 
(Lord  Denman's)  brother — had  hanged. 
The  andwer  was,  '*  He  was  my  cousio." 
He  (Lord  Denman)  said  ii  his  statement 
had  been  on  oath  it  would  not  have 
sared  him.  He  said  Carey  fired  the 
first  shot.  He  inquired  of  the  convict's 
coimsel  if  he  thought  an  oath  would 
have. saved  him.  He  wrote,  *'He  did 
not  think  it  would.''  He  also  asked  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Justice  Denman,  and  he  wrote 
that  O'Doanell's  saying  when  he  saw  the 
likeness  of  Carey  '*I  will  shoot  him,'' 
caused  hia  oonvicti(»i.  He  (Lord  Den- 
man) told  the  cousin  that  a  statement  not 
confirmed  would  not  save,  and  that  no 
man  can  take  the  law  into  his  own 
hands.  As  to  eases  of  divorce  and  in* 
terested  witnesses,  it  ought  to  be  left  to 
the  Presiding  Judge  to  aeoide  if  it  were 
necessary  to  call  such  evidence  or  to 
dispense  with  it. 

Thb  Eabl  oy  MILLTOWN  said, 
that  he  entirely  agreed  with  what  had 
been  said  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  the  Mast^  of  the  Bolls  (Lord 
Esher)  as  to  the  inexpediency  of  paifiiag 
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the  Dili.  The  Bill  would  be  really 
corapnlsory,  although  it  wad  nominally 
not  80.  It  would,  he  feared,  prove  a 
great  inoentiye  to  perjury.  The  penal- 
ties whieh  were  supposed  to  attach  to 
the  commission  of  perjury  had  become 
practically  inoperative,  as  so  prosecu- 
tions were  ever  instituted.  The  verdicts 
in  divorce  cases  showed  that  parties 
were  frequently  guilty  of  perjury  and 
sabomatioa  of  poijury,  and  yet  no  pro- 
secutions follomd  these  verdicts.  The 
resuk  of  permitting  co-respondents  to 
give  evidence  in  the  Divorce  Court  was 
not  an  encouraging  precedent  for  legis- 
lation of  tkls  land.  Did  anyone  really 
fuppoae  that  a  jury  would  attach  greater 
weight  to  ike  statement  of  a  prisoner 
because  it  was  made  on  oath  ?  It  was 
enough  that  be  should  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  making  a  statement.  He  might 
mention  that  a  Judge  who  had  tried 
nu^e  than  3,000  prisoners  had  told  him 
that  he  was  opposed  to  the  Bill,  and 
bdioTsd  that  all  that  was  necessary  was 
that  power  should  be  given  by  statute 
to  the  prisoner  to  make  any  statement 
he  pleased. 

Tub  prime  MINISTER  akd  SE- 
CEKTARY  OP  STATE  iob  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbttry) 
said,  he  entirely  differed  from  those 
who  thought  that  a  prisoner,  in  his  state* 
meat,  was  always  able  to  do  full  justice 
to  his  case.  He  could  not  agree  that  every 
statement  by  a  prisoner  always  served 
him  or  did  justice  to  his  story.  He  be- 
lieved  an  ignorant  pT)soiier--«and  in  the 
country  there  "was  a  certain  number  of 
ipiorant  prisoners — had  not  the  faintest 
idea  of  telling  that  story  intelligibly ; 
he  would  begin  at  the  wrong  end ;  he 
would  argue  -with  an  imaginary  enemy ; 
and  he  oouH  not  tell  his  story  in  such  a 
way  that  the  jury  could  understand  it. 
In  such  cases,  when  acting  as  Ohairman 
of  Quaiter  Sessions,  he  had  found  that, 
without  anticipating  the  proposed  change 
in  the  law,  the  putting  of  a  few  ques- 
tionfl  to  a  prisoner  in  the  way  of  exami- 
nation or  cross^xamination — he  knew 
he  was  extremely  irregular  in  so  doing 
--had  the  effect  of  assisting  him  to  pre- 
sent his  case  in  a  way  that  was  more 
satisfactory  to  the  jury  and  the  Oourt 
than  leaving  the  matter  where  it  was 
left  by  an  unsifted  and  imperfect  state- 
matt  He  did  not  believe  that  without 
some  sudi  help  a  very  ignorant  prisoner 
coqU  put  bis  case  properly. 


Motion  agreed  io ;  Bill  road  2^  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Oommitteo  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Ifwtday  next. 

JUSTICES'  JimiSDICnON  BILL. 
{The  Lord  Bramtcell.) 

(no.    24.)      SECOND  EEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read^ 
ing  read. 

Low)  BRAMWBLL,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  it  had  already  been  twice 
passed  by  their  Lordships'  House.  Its 
object  was  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  in  cases 
of  burglary.  Undoubtedly,  there  were 
many  oases  of  burglary  for  which  the 
offender  deserved  to   be   sentenced  to 

genal  servitude  for  life— cases  in  which 
ousebreaking  instruments  and  weapons 
such  as  firearms  were  used.  Such  cases 
ought  to  be  tried  by  Judges  of  Assize. 
The  offence  of  burglary  was  technically 
committed  in  most  trifling  cases.  Bur- 
glary consisted  in  either  breaking  into 
or  breaking  out  of  a  house  between  9 
p.m.  and  6  o'clock  a.m. ;  and  the  offence 
was  committed  if  a  man  walked  out  of  a 
lodging-house  with  another  lodger's 
coat,  simply  opening  the  door,  or  if  he 
put  bis  hand  through  a  pantry  window 
and  stole  a  piece  of  bacon.  There  were 
many  cases  of  burglary  sent  to  Assizes 
which  might  be  more  properly  tried  at 
the  Quarter  Sessions ;  for,  as  they  knew, 
a  man  might  be  kept  in  prison  a  longer 
time  awaiting  his  trial  at  Assize  than 
he  might  be  if  tried  by  a  Oourt  of 
Quarter  Session.  It  was  impossible  to 
lay  down  any  rule,  or  to  make  any 
statement,  which  would  define  a  case  of 
trifling  burglary.  The  language  used 
in  the  Bill  included  all  cases,  but  gave 
an  option  to  the  committing  magistrate, 
who,  instead  of  being  bound,  as  he  now 
was,  to  send  all  burglars  for  trial  at 
Assizes,    might,    if   he    thought   them 

§  roper  cases,  send  them  to  the  Oourt  of 
tuarter  Session.  Though  it  included 
all  cases,  the  Bill  contained  words  which 
would  sufficiently  indicate  to  any  magis- 
trate, mindful  of  his  duty  and  endowed 
with  common  sense,  that  he  was  not  to 
send  grave  cases  to  the  Quarter  Sessions. 
He  denied  that  magistrates  in  Quarter 
Session  were  unfit  to  try  such  cases  as 
were  proposed.  Magistrates  at  present 
tried  cases  of  housebreaking,  and  to  say 
that  they  were  incapable  of  trying  trifling 
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burglaries  was  to  say  that  they  were  not 
capable  of  trying  at  what  o'clock  the 
offence  was  committed.  He  asked  their 
Lordfihips  to  pass  the  Bi}l»  with  a  view 
to  benefit  prisoners  who  otherwise  might 
be  detained  longer  than  they  would  be  if 
tried  at  Quarter  Sessions,  and  in  order 
to  save  the  waste  of  time  of  Judges  in 
trying  trumpery  cases. 

The  master  or  the  EOLLS  (Lord 
Eshee)  said,  he  had  the  misfortune  to 
differ  from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
He  thought  that  before  passing  the  Bill 
they  ought,  at]  least,  to  have  some  proof 
that  magistrates  in  Quarter  Session 
were  willing  to  undertake  the  heavy 
responsibility  thrown  upon  them.  The 
enactment  of  tho  Bill  was  that  any  case 
of  burglary  might  be  tried  before  a 
Court  of  Quarter  Session,  so  that  cases 
of  the  gravest  kind  might  be  tried  before 
this  Court — cases  the  punishment  for 
which  was  penal  servitude  for  life.  It 
was  not  fair  to  put  upon  local  magistrates 
80  great  a  responsibility  as  such  cases 
might  involve.  The  recital  that  the  Bill 
was  to  be  applied  only  in  trifling  cases 
had  no  effect  upon  the  enactment.  And, 
further,  a  trifling  case  in  itself  might 
be  the  offence  of  a  man  who  had  been 
previously  convicted,  and  the  responsi- 
bility for  whose  punishment  ought  not 
to  be  placed  upon  magistrates.  He  also 
wished  to  point  out  that  while  in  the 
title  of  the  Bill  it  was  stated  that  the 
committing  magistrate  was  to  havo  a 
discretionary  power  in  sending  cases  of 
burglary  to  the  Quarter  Sessions  or 
Assizes,  in  the  Bill  itself,  which  was 
really  all  that  should  be  looked  at, 
nothing  at  all  was  said  as  to  there 
being  any  option  in  the  matter.  The 
Bill  was  not  wanted.  The  number  of 
cases  of  small  burglaries,  as  they  were 
called,  did  not,  on  the  average,  exceed 
five  at  an  Assize. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbuey)  said,  he  agreed  with  a  great 
deal  of  what  had  been  said  on  both  sides. 
He  thought  it  would  be  well  to  read  the 
Bill  a  second  time ;  but  it  would  also  be 
reasonable  to  wait  and  see  whether  some 
Amendment  could  not  be  made  in  the 
Bill.  Mere  trifling  cases  of  burglary 
ought  not  to  occupy  the  attention  of 
Judges  of  Assize,  blocking  the  way  of 
more  important  business.  Some  improve- 
ment might  be  made  whereby  the  Public 
Prosecutor  or  some  proper  person  miffht 
intervene  before  a  case  was  committed  to 
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the  Quarter  Sessions,  and  see  that  there 
wasno  objection  to  thecourse  taken.  Thero 
were  serious  offences,  such  as  wonndiog 
with  intent  to  do  grievous  bodily  harm, 
which  magistrates  now  practically  decided 
should  or  should  not  be  tried  at  Assizes. 
But  even  these  did  not  depend  absolutely 
upon  the  discretion  of  the  magistrates. 
The  Grand  Jury  had  a  right  to  intenreno, 
and  if  they  had  before  them  what  they 
considered  an  important  and  serious  case 
they  could  return  whatever  Bill  fliey 
liked,  and  it  was  quite  within  his  ex- 
perience that  a  Grand  Jury  had  de- 
manded to  have  before  them  an  indict- 
ment for  a  graver  offence  than  the  one 
submitted  m  the  first  instance.  He 
thought  that  some  mode  might  be  found, 
not  of  defining  what  was  a  little  burglary 
— for  hehad  tried  todothat  andhadMed 
— ^but  of  providing  some  security  agaiflst 
the  evil  suggested  and  preventing  any 
danger  from  the  rash  or  foolish  action  of 
a  magistrate. 

The  lord  PEESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Tiscount  Craotuook)  eug- 
gested  that  a  way  out  of  the  difficulty 
would  be  found  in  allowing  magistrate 
to  treat  small  cases  of  burglary  as  cases 
of  housebreaking. 

Motion  tu^reed  to ;  BiU  read  2^  accord- 
ingly. 

LOCAL     aOVERNMENT      (iRELAWD)     PBOVI- 
SIONAL  OBDEB    (OABaiCK-ON-SUIB)  filU 

[Ha.] 

A  Bill  to  oanfirm  a  Proriaiooal  Order  of  the 
Local  Govenunent  Board  for  Ireland  relaUog 
to  the  town  of  Carrick-on-Soir  —  'Waaprevntd 
by  The  Lord  Privy  Seal ;  read  1*.    (No.  80.) 

Honae  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o*clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
2%ur9d4^y  2iih  February,  1887. 


MINUTES.]  — Peitatb  Bill  (dy  Order)" 
Second  Reading--  Great  Eastern  Eailvay  and 
Felixstowe  Railway  and  Dock  Compamet. 

Public  'QujA—Ord^nred" First  Reading-VM^ 
Libraries     (Scotland)    Acts    Amendment 
[180]. 

Second  Reading— CoioinAl  Serrioe  (Penaons)* 
[168). 

Second  Reading-^Referred  to  Select  Couimtitte" 
Foynes  Harbour  (Transfer)  *  \IW\. 
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GHEAT      EASTEBN      RAILWAY      AND 
FELIXSTOWE  RAILWAY  AND  DOCK 
COMPANIES  BILL  {by  Order). 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
thne."— (Zorrf  Ciaud  Etmiltm.) 

Mb.  aUILTEB  (Suffolk,  Sudbury) : 
It  will  be  remembered  by  the  House  that 
on  two  previous  occasions  a  Bill  was 
considered  entitled  the  Felixstowe,  Ips- 
Tnchy  and  Midland  Bailway  Bill.  On 
those  two  occasions  the  House  was  good 
eaoogh  to  affirm  the  principle  that  that 
Bill  waa  entitled  to  go  before  a  Com- 
mittse  upstairs.  The  present  Bill,  pro- 
moted by  the  Great  Eastern  Bailway 
CSompany,  proposes  now  to  absorb  that 
railway,  and  to  put  an  end  to  the  possi- 
bility of  any  other  railway  being  con- 
structed to  serve  the  interests  of  the 
constituents  whom  I  represent  \  so  that 
the  prospect  of  securing  the. making  of 
a  line  through  the  heart  of  the  division 
will  become  eztremdy  remote.  It  is  a 
division  which,  at  the  present  momeut,  is 
extremely  badly  served  in  the  shape  of 
railway  accommodation.  Although  it  is 
46  miles  in  length,  it  has  no  railway 
whatever  except  on  its  external  borders ; 
and  I  must  say,  in  the  interests  of  my 
constituents,  tnat  I  feel  alarmed  at  the 
idea  of  the  injury  that  will  ensue  by  this 
great  unserved  district  being  absorbed 
bj  the  Felixstowe  Bailway,  which  in  no 
sense  whatever  accommodates  the  dis- 
trict. If  I  may  be  allowed,  in  the 
interests  of  a  large  agricultural  consti- 
tuency and  by  a  county  which  has  only 
a  poor  and  struggling  manufacturing  in- 
dustry, to  make  some  appeal  for  in- 
creased accommodation  to  the  district, 
before  a  Bill  is  sanctioned  which  will 
for  ever  hereafter  prevent  them  from 
having  a  claim  on  the  consideration  of 
the  powerful  Bailway  Company  who  are 
now  bringing  this  Bill  before  the  House, 
I  know  toat  I  have  no  right  to  appeal 
to  the  House  in  favour  of  such  a  vague 
idea  as  that  which  I  have  pointed  to  on 
the  ground  that  no  covenant  has  been 
broken ;  but  I  do  think,  and  I  trust  that 
niany  hon.  Members  will  agree  with 
me,  that  the  great  privileges  granted  to 


railway  conipanies  entail  upon  them  also 
a  corresponding  amount  of  duties. 
Therefore,  I  hope  firom  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  jjiverpool  (Lord  Claud 
Hamilton),  whom  I  see  in  his  place,  io 
receive  some  assurance  that  if  this  Bill 
is  permitted  to  pass  unopposed,  the 
reasonable  wants  of  this  large  district, 
and  the  powerful  consideration  of  the 
large  amount  of  unemployed  labour  in 
the  district  entails  on  ful  who  have  the 
welfare  of  the  agricultural  population  at 
heart — therefore,  I  hope  we  shall  have 
some  slight  promise  from  him  that  the 
wants  of  this  important  district  shall  not 
remain  for  ever  unconsidered,  and  that 
the  question  of  the  bene6t  of  so  large 
a  number  of  people  will  be  studied.  Any- 
thing that  may  be  done  in  this  direction 
will  tend  materially  to  revive  the 
struggling  industries  of  the  county  and 
its  drooping  manufactures,  instead  of 
leaving  them,  by  the  action  which  this 
House  may  take  on  the  present  occasion, 
with  out  hope  for  the  future.  Therefore, 
I  venture  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  noble 
Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  to  give  some 
assurance  that  those  interests  which  I 
believe  will  be  prejudicially  affected  if 
the  Bill  is  allowed  to  pass  without  some 
such  assurance  will  be  carefully  guarded. 
LoBD  CLAUD  HAMILTON  (Liver- 
pool, West  Derby) :  I  have  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat  for  many  years  in  this 
House,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
opposition  to  this  Bill  is  based  upon  the 
most  flimsy  proposal  it  has  ever  been 
my  lot  to  listen  to  in  this  House.  The 
BUI  in  itself  is  one  of  an  exceedingly 
simple  character.  It  asks  Parliament 
to  affirm  an  agreement  come  to  by  tho 
Oreat  Eastern  Bailway  Company,  whom 
I  have  the  honour  to  represent,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  Colonel  Tomline  on  the 
other,  for  the  sale  of  aline  of  railway  con- 
structed by  Colonel  Tomline  to  the  Great 
Eastern  Bailway  Company.  Now,  what  is 
the -history  of  that  line?  In  1877  this 
line  was  projected  by  Colonel  Tomline, 
and  afterwards  constructed  by  him.  It 
was  completed  about  the  year  1879,  and 
opened  for  traffic.  Colonel  Tomline, 
however,  found  that  he  was  unable  him- 
self to  work  the  line  either  for  his  own 
profit  or  for  the  advantage  of  the  public, 
and  he  therefore  asked  the  Great  Eastern 
Bailway  Company  to  undertake  the 
working  of  it  on  his  behalf,  which 
they  did,  and  they  have  continued 
to  do  80  with  great  advantage  to  the   t^ 
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public  and  to  the  development  of  the 
traffic  of  the  district.  Oolonel  Tomline 
now  wishes  to  sell  the  line  absolutely  to 
the  Great  Eastern  Eailway  Company, 
and  the  district  through  which  the  line 
passes  is  entirely  in  favour  of  that 
sale,  subject  to  some  small  details 
which  can  only  be  settled  by  a 
Oammittee  of  this  House,  l^ere  is 
no  opposition  whatever  on  the  part 
of  the  district  to  the  Bill*  My  hon. 
Friend  opposite  comes  forward,  never* 
theless,  and  says  that  if  the  Bill  is  sanc- 
tioned by  the  House  of  Commons  and 
this  line  is  sold  to  the  Great  Eastern 
Bailway  Company,  some  other  line  in  a 
totally  different  part  of  the  county  which 
may  be  projected  in  some  future  day 
may  never  be  made.  Now,  I  say  that 
the  duty  of  the  House  of  CommonB  is  to> 
consider  a  measure  on  its  merits,  and  no- 
body can  say  a  word  against  the  prin- 
ciple or  the  details  of  tne  Bill  we  are 
now  asked  to  read  a  second  time.  We 
are  asked  to  reject  this  Bill  because 
there  may  be  some  measure  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  entirely  in  nuhibus,  which 
may  be  projected  in  the  future.  Now, 
this  House  has  already  twice  rejected 
this  proposed  railway.  In  1875  it  was 
projected  in  the  interests  of  that  portion 
of  the  country,  and  it  fell  through  for 
want  of  funds.  Last  year  it  was  pro- 
jected, and  was  rejected  on  the  Stand- 
ing Orders.  An  hon.  Member  moved 
that  it  be  re- committed,  and  be  con- 
sidered by  a  Committee  upstairs.  The 
Bill  was  re- committed,  and  was  con- 
sidered by  a  Committee  of  the  House, 
of  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Hanbury)  was  Chairman.  The 
promoters  having  been  heard,  and  a 
mass  of  evidence  taken  from  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  district  through  which  it 
was  intended  to  pass,  and  who  are  re- 
presented by  my  non.  Friend  opposite, 
the  Bill  wfiw  rejected  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  its  merits.  Therefore,  I  say 
that  this  Bill,  which  is  intended  to  serve 
a  different  portion  of  the  country  alto- 
gether, which  is  approved  of  by  the 
people  of  the  district  through  which  it 
will  pass,  is  sought  to  be  rejected  in 
order  that  a  proposal  which  nas  been 
twice  brought  forward  and  rejected  on 
its  merits  should  be  adopted.  That  is 
not  a  proposition  that  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered for  one  moment  by  this  House. 
If  the  landowners  in  that  part  of  the 
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counlry  or  the  inhabitants  ehoosa  to 
bring  forward  a  measure  the  eountrj 
still  exists  for  them  to  make  their  line, 
and  the  House  of  Commons  will  be  ready 
to  hear  any  proposal  they  may  make  on 
its  own  merits.  But  to  say  that  this  Bill 
should  be  rejected  on  such  frivobus 
grounds  as  those  which  have  been  put 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Quilter")  is  an  assertion  which  I 
am  sure  will  not  receive  the  assent  of 
the  House.  I  implore  the  House  in  the 
interests  of  this  part  of  the  country,  and 
in  accordance  with  all  precedent^  to  pass 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Colonel  ANSTEUTHBB  (Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) :  As  the  Member  for  the 
constituency  through  which  this  Felix- 
stowe and  Ipswich  Line  passes  I  desire 
to  say  a  word,  and  I  will  only  detain  die 
House  for  a  very  few  minutes  in  the 
interests  of  l^elixstowe  and  the  neigh- 
bourhood which  is  concerned  in  tois 
railway.  The  line  itself  is  only  about 
nine  miles  in  length.  It  was  constructed 
by  a  public-spirited  gentleman — Colonel 
Tomline — who  found  that  he  was  unable 
to  work  it,  and  it  has  been  worked  evw 
since  by  the  Great  Eastern  Baiiwi^j 
Company.  The  prosperity  of  Felixstowe 
and  the  surrounding  villages  depeiuifi 
considerably  on  the  through  traffic  over 
the  main  line ;  and  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  if  diis  short  line  of  nine  oul^a 
becomes  part  of  the  Oreat  Eastern  sys- 
tem the  traffic  arrangements  with  regard 
to  Felixstowe  and  the  district  will  be 
very  much  improved.  Moreover,  I  fail 
to  see  how  in  any  way  whatever  the  pur- 
chase of  this  small  line  of  railway  can 
interfere  with  any  line  that  may  be  pro- 

i'ected  from  Cambridge  to  Ipswich,  or 
Telixstowe,  or  any  other    part  of  the 
coast.    Therefore,  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  asking  the  House  to  assent  to  the 
second  reading  ol  this  BilL 
Question  put  and  agreed  io. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  anieommitUd. 

AMBLESIDE  RAILWAY  BILL  (*^  (hder). 
INSTRUCTION  TO  THB  COIOOTTBH. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  Question  [21  «t 
February]. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  thj 
words  proposed  to  be  left  stand  part  oi 
the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 
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Mr.     cavendish     BENTINOK 
(Whiteliavon) :    I   was  so  unfortunate 
as  not  to  catch  your  oye,  Sir,  on  the 
last  occasion  when  this  Bill  was  under 
consideration  before  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate  was  moved.    As  far  as  the 
Instruction  is  concerned  which  is  pro- 
posed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  Bryce),  I  do  not  know  that  on  its 
merits  alone  I  should  be  very  much  dis- 
posed to  oppose  it.    At  the  same  time  I 
consider  that  the  Amendment  proposed 
to  the  Instruction  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Korthampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  is  a 
good  Amendment,  and  I  shall  support  it 
tf  the  hon.  Member  g;oes  into  the  Lobby, 
I  decdre  on  general  grounds  to  enter  a 
protest  against  the  manner  in  which  the 
opposition  to  this  Bill  has  been   con- 
ducted, and  especially  against  the  prece- 
dent which  this  Instruction  establishes. 
I  cannot  for  the  Hfe  of  me  see  why  the 
inhabitants  of  Westmoreland  and  Oum- 
berland  are  to  be  always  subjected  to 
tills  annoyance  whenever  they  wish  to 
obtain  the  facilities  which  British  sub- 
jects possess  in  other  parts  of  the  King- 
dom whenever  any  scheme  is  brought 
fofrward  for  the  improvement  of  the  dis- 
tnct  in  which  they  reside.    More  than 
&SL%  I  wish  also   to   protest   in   the 
strongest    manner    against   the    effort 
whioh  has  been  made  on  this  occasion  to 
prejudice  this  scheme  in  the  eyes  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen 
complained  very  much  of  the  action  of 
hon.  Members  sitting  on  this  side  of  the 
House.     He  actuallv  made  use  of  this 
expression,  for  I  tooK  down  his  words  at 
tiie  time— **  This   is  not  the    way  in 
which  the  Business  of  the  House  should 
be  conducted."    I  think  there  is  a  great 
deal  in  this  question  which  merits  the 
sneer  which  the  hon.  Member  addressed 
to  the  House.    We  have  seen  the  way  in 
which   the  opposition  to  the  Bill  has 
been  oonduet^ra,  and  in  my  opinion  it 
has  not  been  ia  accordance  with  the 
Business  arrangements  of  the  House. 
When  tibe  Bin  was  read  a  second  time 
there  were  persons  in  the  Ijobby  engaged 
in  distributing  to    Members  a   paper 
vhidLl  holdin  my  hand  called  ^^Eeasoas 
against  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.'' 
I  ventured  the  other  day  when  the  Bill 
was  under  consideration  to  go  through 
those  reasons  very  briefly,  and  to  point 
out  tiiat  substantially  every  one  of  the 
allegations  down  in  this  paper  was  false. 
I  repeat  that  statement  now.    The  right 
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hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw 
LefoTre)  followed  me,  and  he  made  use 
of  these  words,  which  I  also  took  down 
at  the  time.    He  said  that — 

<*  He  was  fully  prepared  to  maintain  the  truth 
of  every  word  contained  in  the  statement  put 
forward  by  the  Society  for  the  Preservation  of 
Oommons, 

of  which  he  is  the  Ohairman.  Now,  all 
I  can  say  is  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man cannot  be  personally  acquainted 
with  the  fkcts  of  the  case,  or  else  he  is 
incapable  of  understanding  them.  The 
third  of  the  allegations  contained  in  this 
paper  is  this — 

**The  support  of  the  line  is  confined  to  a 
very  few  persons,  most  of  whom  have  some  pri- 
vate purpose  to  serve.  The  only  promoter  who 
is  a  landowner  declines  to  pledge  himself  to  be- 
come a  shareholder.  The  inhabitants  of  tho 
neighbourhood  are,  as  a  body,  opposed  to  the 
line." 

There  is  not  a  word  of  truth  in  that  alle- 
gation. I  pledge  myself,  standing  here 
m  my  place  in  Uie  House  of  Commons, 
to  the  fact  that  the  vast  majority  of  the 
inhabitants  of  West  Cumberland  are  in 
favour  of  the  Bill.  The  Press  of  West 
Cumberland  is  entirely  in  favour  of  the 
line. 

Me.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead) :  I 
rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  know  from  you 
Sir,  whether  the  rifi;ht  hon.  Oentleman 
is  addressing  himself  to  the  Instruction 
nioved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Aber- 
deen (Mr.  Bryce)  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  upon  the  Amend- 
ment seem  to  me  to  be  perfectly  appli- 
cable. 

Me.  CAVENDISH  BENTINOK:  I 
am  really  surprised  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gateshead  (Mr.  James),  who  has 
been  a  Member  of  this  House  for  so 
many  years,  should  hare  such  a  very 
smaU  acquaintance  with  the  A  B  0  of 
our  Eules  of  Procedure.  I  was  defend- 
ing myself  from  the  imputation  brought 
against  me  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford,  who  said  he  was  prepared 
to  maintain  the  truth  of  every  one  of 
these  statements.  I  am  very  sorry  to 
detain  the  House,  but  interruptions  of 
this  kind  naturally  tend  to  prolong  the 
observations  I  intended  to  make.  Well, 
Sir,  the  reasons  against  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  put  forward  by  the 
Commons  Preservation  Society,  which  I 
was  reading,  say  that  the  support  of  the 
line  is  confined  to  a  very  few  persons. 
Now,  I  maintain  that  the  whole  of  West  ^ 
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Cumberland  is  in  fayour  of  the  Bill.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  a  copy  of  Ths  Wed 
Cumherland  Times  of  last  Saturday — a 
paper  of  very  large  circulation  in  West 
Cumberland.  In  an  article  upon  the  de- 
bate which  occurred  in  this  House  the 
editor  is  good  enough  to  approve  of  the 
course  which  I  myself  and  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Cumberland 
(Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther)  took,  and  also  of 
that  which  was  taken  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton ;  and  it  goes  on  to 
gay  that  we  administered  a  merited 
rebuke  to  the  so-called  Lake  District 
Defence  Society,  who  appear  to  be 
*^  about  as  mendacious  as  they  are 
meddlesome."  The  House,  however, 
has  only  to  do  with  the  action  of  Par- 
liament. These  reasons  go  on  to  say — 
'^  The  Lake  DiBtrict  has  hitherto  been  treated 
as  a  national  pleasure  ground— the  one  moun- 
tain district  of  England.  Its  peculiar  beauty- 
is  of  a  kind  which  would  be  senously  impairecl, 
if  not  ruined,  by  the  intrusion  of  railway  em- 
bankment and  cutting;  and  Parliament  has, 
hitherto,  steadily  refused  to  admit  any  line 
within  the  area.*' 

Now,  Parliament  has  never  done  anything 
of  the  sort ;  but  it  has  sanctioned  rail- 
ways in  Westmoreland  and  Cumberland 
at  various  points.  If  it  be  any  justifi- 
cation of  the  opposition  I  have  ^It  it  my 
duty  to  raise  in  regard  to  this  document 
I  may  say  that  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
telegram  received  in  reference  to  the 
Secretary  of  this  particular  Association. 
That  telegram  says — 

"  Hill  has  sent  letter  about  Ambleside  Com- 
mittee on  here,  admitting  errors  in  last  state- 
ment, and  endeavouring  to  excuse  himself.'* 

I  think  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  dis- 
trict are  in  themselves  quite  competent 
to  judge  whether  this  railway  will  be  of 
advantage  to  the  locality  through  which 
it  passes  or  not,  and  that  they  shall  be 
allowed  to  come  to  a  decision  upon  their 
own  local  matters  without  interference 
from  without.  I  may  also  say  a  word 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  upon  the  question  of 
taste.  If  the  question  is  to  be  raised  I 
should  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  the  very  last  man  to  interfere  in  such 
a  matter,  seeing  that  he  is  the  author 
of  the  very  worst  piece  of  Vandalism 
which  has  been  perpetrated  in  the  pre- 
sent day — namely,  the  wilderness  of 
Hyde  Park  Oorner. 

Mr.  T.  pry  (Darlington):  I  have 
had  a  house  within  a  few  miles  of 
Ambleside    for    several    years,  and    I 
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should,  therefore,  like  to  say  a  word 
upon  the  Amendment  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchore).  All  I  can  say  is  that  I 
wish  the  railway  had  been  made  some 
seven  or  10  years  ago,  because  I  beliere 
it  would  have  been  of  great  advantage 
to  a  large  number  of  persons  who  an- 
nually go  to  that  district.  It  has  been 
stated  that  the  construction  of  this  rail- 
way will  destroy  tlie  beauty  of  the 
scenery.  No  doubt  the  district  is  one 
which  is  remarkable  for  the  beauty  of 
its  scenery ;  but  I  do  not  see  how  the 
scenery  of  the  proposed  line  differs 
from  that  between  Kendal  and  Winder- 
mere, in  regard  to  which  Parliament  has 
already  allowed  the  construction  of  a 
railway.  Parliament  has  also  sanc- 
tioned a  railway  to  Coniston,  another  to 
Keswick,  and  lines  to  two  points  upon 
Lake  Windermere  itself.  There  are 
many  hon.  Members  in  this  Kouse  who 
know  the  district  well,  and  I  am  sure 
that  they  will  appreciate  what  I  say 
when  I  mention  that  persotis  have  often 
felt  the  disadvantage  of  being  turned 
out  at  Windermere,  in  a  pouring  rain, 
when  desiring  to  get  further  on  in 
the  district.  For  a  large  portion  of 
the  year  the  coach  accommodation  is 
of  the  smallest  character,  and  during 
the  three  or  four  months  which  consti- 
tute the  tourists'  season  the  tra£Sc  is  so 
treat  that  the  coaches  are  uncomfortably 
lied.  I  am  quite  certain,  from  what  I 
know  of  Ambleside  and  tbe  people 
there,  that  they  are  largely  in  favour  of 
the  construction  of  this  railway,  and 
that  they  are  impressed  with  the  import- 
ance of  having  it  carried  on  as  f(ur  as 
that  town.  Most  of  those  Who  supfN^ 
the  Bill  are  inhabitants  of  the  district. 
It  is  opposed  only  by  a  few  well-to-do 
residents ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  tins 
House  ought  to  consider  the  privileges 
of  the  few  against  the  advantages  of  the 
many.    I  have  great  pleasure  in  sap- 

Sorting  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
[ember  for  Northampton. 
Me.  KNOWLES  (Salford,  W.):  I 
trust  the  House  will  pardon  me  if  I 
occupy  its  attention  for  a  few  minutes 
while  I  say  a  word  or  two  upon  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  iot 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).^  My 
hon.  Colleague  in  the  representation  of 
Salford  (Mr.  Howorth)  spoke  last  week 
against  the  second  reading  of  the  B31, 
and  I  supported  him  by  my  vote,  be- 
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Ueving  that  in  doing  so  I  was  acting  in 
the  interests  of  my  constituents,  who  are, 
in  the  main,  members  of  that  body  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Jdid  liotbian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  calls 
the  masaes — ''  the  intelligent  masses." 
I  believe  that  they  will  be  much  affected 
by  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  and  I  oppose 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  in  their  interest— not  in 
the  interest  of  the  rich,  but  in  that  of 
die  poor,  or,  at  all  events,  in  the  in- 
ter^t  of  those  who  are  not  rich.    I 
maintain  that  if  this  railway  is  sanc- 
tioned the  Lake  District  will  be  cut  up 
and  aeriously  injured.    The  poor  wiu 
not  be  able  to  admire  the  district  and 
scenery  as  they  have  done  hitherto,  and, 
unlike  the  rich,  they  will  not  be  able  to 
aOord  expensive  railway   fares  which 
may  enable  them  to  take  long  journeys 
to  other  and  more  beautiful  localities. 
At  the  same  time  I  feel  some  difficulty 
in  speaking  upon  the  Amendment,  be- 
cause I  am  bound  to  oonfine  myself  to 
vhat  the  right  hon.  Member  for  White- 
haven  (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinok)   has 
ealled  the  A  B  0  of  our  Bules  of  Proce- 
dure, and  I  am  not  allowed  to  touch  in- 
cidentally on  questions  outside  the  scope 
of  the  Amendment.  I  maintain  that  the 
Geomxittee  to  which  th^  Bill  will  be  re- 
fened  ought  to  have  complete  evidence 
before  it,  not  only  from  the  neighbour- 
hood, but  also  frQm  persons  outside  the 
iieighbourhood — what    may    be    called 
sou-local  evidence.    I  admit  that  the 
iuterests  of  the  tourists  ought  not  to  be 
oousidered  before  those  of  the  inhabi- 
tants; but  what  I  contend  is  that  it  is 
the  interests    of   speculators   that  are 
BOW  being  considered  before  those  of 
the  community.    Moreover,  I  maintain 
that  those  who  live  on  the  spot — those 
vhom  we  may  call  the  inhabitants  of 
the  Ijake  District — are  not  able  to  iudge 
whether  the  scenery  will  be  spoiled  or 
Boi    My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Whitehaven  has  told  the  House 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  neighbourhood  are  in  favour 
of  the  construction  of  this  line;  but  I 
tty  that  they  are  not  the  best  judges. 
I  am  also  of  opinion  that  outside  evi- 
deuce  ought  to  he  admitted,  because  it 
»  a  common  practice  to  admit  outside 
evidence  in  similar  cases.    So  far  as  the 
■peculators  are  concerned,  I  say  that  evi- 
diuoe  is  absolutely  necessary  in  regard 
to  what  has  taken  place  outside  the  £ake 
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District.  What  I  think  may  happen  is 
this.  At  the  present  moment  the  station 
at  Windermere  is  a  mile  distant  from 
the  town  of  Bowness.  [An  hon.  Member: 
More  than  a  mile.]  It  is  proposed  to 
carry  on  the  Wmdermere  line  from 
Windermere  to  Ambleside,  a  distance 
of  about  six  miles,  and,  perhaps,  to 
Keswick.  When  the  railway  reaches 
Ambleside,  it  will  be  found  that  the 
town  of  Ambleside,  being  on  the  Lake, 
is  on  the  same  level  as  the  town  of 
Bowness ;  and  the  consequence  will  be 
that  a  proposal  will  soon  be  made  for 
constructing  a  line  between  Amble- 
side and  Bowness,  on  the  edge  of  the 
Lake.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Why  not  ?] 
My  hon.  Friend  says  **  Why  not?"  and 
my  answer  is  that  we  should  then  have 
a  railway  upon  the  Lake,  and  there 
could  be  nothing  more  hideous  than  to 
have  the  Lake  of  Windermere  girt  by  iron  • 
rails.  I  have  stated  that  those  on  the 
spot  are  unable  to  judge  for  themselves. 
If  an  illustration  is  wanted,  let  me  refer 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  to  the 
conversation  which  took  place  between 
the  professor  of  philosophy  and  M.  Jour- 
dain,  when  M.  Jourdain  discovered  that 
he  had  been  talking  prose  for  more  than 
40  years  of  his  life,  and  did  not  know 
it.  If  we  want  a  further  illustration, 
let  me  refer  to  the  senior  Member 
for  Northampton  himself.  He  has 
repeatedly  spoken  in  this  House  during 
the  last  fortnight,  and  probably  he  may 
entertain  a  favourable  opinion  of  the 
effect  of  his  speeches.  Probably  he  does 
know  the  effect  of  them  upon  those  who 
sit  upon  the  Benches  near  him ;  but,  as 
far  as  I  can  judge,  he  does  not  know 
the  effect  which  has  been  produced  by 
them  upon  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  For  a  similar 
reason,  people  who  live  in  a  particular 
neighbourhood  are  unable  to  judge 
whether  the  scenery  around  them  may 
be  injured  or  not.  It  is  for  those 
who  hve  outside  the  district  to  say 
whether  or  not  the  scenery  will  be 
spoiled  under  certain  conditions.  I  know 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
is  fond  of  recurring  to  the  wisdom  of  our 
ancestors,  and  this  is  a  case  in  which  I 
think  we  ought  to  recur  to  the  wisdom 
of  our  ancestors.  If  we  do  that,  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  support  his  own  Amend- 
ment ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  he  will  vote 
for  the  original  Instruction  moved  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce). 
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For  iliese  reasooB  I  intend  to  vote  against 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  and  I  trust  that  many 
other  hon.  Members  will  follow  me  into 
the  Division  Lobby. 

Me.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) : 
I  am  glad  to  see  such  a  strong  consensus 
of  opinion  in  regard  to  this  question  on 
the  part  of  the  Representatives  of  the 
ffreat  Northern  cities,  though  sitting  on 
different  sides  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Salford  (Mr. 
Knowles),  who  has  just  spoken,  told  the 
House  that  he  spoke  on  behalf  of  the 
toiling  and  intelligent  masses.  I  ako 
take  this  opportunity  of  speaking  on 
their  behalf.  I  quite  agree  with  him 
that,  in  a  question  like  this,  this  House 
is  bound  to  constitute  itseif  the  custo- 
dian of  the  beautiful  spots  which  are 
left  in  England.  It  would  be  most  un- 
desirable to  allow  the  Lake  District  to 
be  cut  up  and  handed  ovei;  to  snorting 
railway  engines,  as  other  parts  of  Eng« 
land  have  been.  A  great  outcry  is  made 
when  a  picture  by  Kaffaele,  or  by  Mu- 
rillO;  or  by  any  of  the  great  masters,  is 
aOowed  to  leave  the  country ;  but  kere 
we  have  a  p^riceiess  gem,  fresh  from 
the  hand  or  Nature,  which  we  are 
asked  to  destroy  for  the  benefit  of  4  few 
local  gentlemen  who  study  only  the 
advantage  of  their  own  pecuniary  in- 
terests. I  am  of  opinion  that  the  House 
of  Commons  shoula  never  allow  interests 
of  that  kind  to  outweigh  the  interests  of 
the  great  mass  of  the  inliabitants  of 
Yorkshire  and  Lancashire.  It  is  well 
known  that  the  Lake  District  is  the 
recruiting  ground  for  the  health  of  the 
labouring  classes  of  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire,  and  of  working  men  of  all 
classes  who  are  engaged  in  the  great 
industries  of  the  country.  Having  been 
recently  in  the  North  of  England,  I  took 
the  opportunity  of  endeavouring  to  ascer- 
tain the  opinion  of  the  working  classes 
in  regard  to  this  scheme ;  and  I  found 
that  it  was  decisively  and  unanimously 
against  it.  Let  me  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  what  has  taken  place  in 
connection  with  the  town  of  Bichmond, 
in  Yorkshire.  That  town  and  its  sur- 
roundings formed  one  of  the  most  beau- 
tiful spots  in  England ;  but  the  Town 
CouncU  have  erected  gas  works,  and 
three  hideous  buildings  covered  with 
tar  raise  their  hideous  K)rm8  just  where 
the  river  breaks  into  a  natural  water- 
fall    Those   erections  now  form  the 


chief  objects  in  the  view,  and  tbe 
beauty  of  the  site  is  entirely  spoHed, 
I  have  no  doubt  that  if  this  line  of 
railway  is  allowed  to  be  carried  on 
from  Windermere  to  Ambleside,  there 
will  soon  be  three  or  four  ugly  sheds 
put  up,  and  the  whole  beauty  of  tbat 
classic  spot  will  be  destroyed.  I  shall, 
therefore,  vote  most  decidedly  against 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  I  think  the  House  should 
constitute  itself  the  champion  of  the 
cause  of  beautifVil  scenery  in  the  country, 
and  should  persistently  reject  proposals 

of  this  character.        

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  wish  to  remind  the  House 
that  the  Question  before  cis  is  not  the 
second  reading  of  the  Ambleside  Esfl- 
way  Bill.  That  has  been  already  dis* 
posed  of,  and  we  who  opposed  the 
second  reeding  must  bow  to  the  decision 
of  the  House.  The  immediate  Question 
before  us  now  is  what  Instruction  shall 
be  given  to  the  Select  Committee  as  to 
the  inquiry  they  are  about  to  undertake. 
I  am  somewhat  disposed  to  follow  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  fox 
Whitehaven  (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck), 
and  deal  with  nil  the  points  he  bas 
entered  into;  I  will  content  myself, 
however,  with  saying  that  I  stand  en- 
tirely by  the  Circular  which  was  issued 
by  the  Commons  Pt'eservation  Society,  of 
which  I  am  Chairman,  and  wht(^  I 
believe  to  be  substantially  true.  I  am 
not  disposed  to  enter  into  a  conte)ver8y 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
whether  the  views  of  the  Society  are 
worthy  of  consideration  or  not,  nor  am 
I  prepared  to  discuss  questions  of  taste. 
I  have  always  heard  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  say  that  he  was  not  an  authontj 
on  questions  of  taste,  and  I  think  that 
that  was  a  right  view  to  take  of  his 
position.  Therefore,  I  will  not  defend 
my  conduct  in  this  or  any  other  matter. 
Turning  to  the  question  before  the 
House,  it  is  simply  this.  What  is  the 
Instruction  which  ought  to  be  given  to 
the  Committee  about  to  be  appointed  to 
investigate  the  provisions  of  the  Affihle- 
eide  Eailway  Bill  f  Upon  that  porat  I 
will  venture  to  remind  the  House  that 
on  two  previous  occasions  the  House 
has  given  the  same  Instrtiction  whidi  It 
is  now  asked  to  gire  in  iresp^  of  a 
railway  which  proposed  to  enter  the 
Lake  District.  In  the  year  188S  the 
Enneidale  Eailway  Bill  came  before  the 
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House.    It  was  opposed  on  the  second 
reading  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for   Aberdeen    (Mr.    Bryce),    and 
a  Division  was  taken  on  that  occasion, 
when  the  second  reading  was  carried. 
My  hon.  Friend  then  moved  an  Instruc- 
tion precisely  the  same  as  that  which  he 
has  now  proposed — namely,  that    the 
Goounittee    was   entitled  to  tal;e    into 
account  the  general  view  of  the  public 
intere^    in    regard    to    questions    of 
scenery,   and    so    forth,    and   to    hear 
general  evidence  upon  the  subject.    The 
House  divided  upon   the    Instruction, 
and  my  hon.  Friend  carried  his  Motion^ 
Again,  in  the  year  1884,  the  same  ques- 
tion arose.    The  Ennerd^i^e  Bill  came 
again  before  the  House,  and  again  this 
House  gave  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee in  similar  terms  to  that  which  my 
hon.  Friend  now  moves.     The  House 
has  now  passed  the  second  reading  of 
the  Ambleside  Bailway  Bill ;  and  what 
we  ask  is  that  the  House  shall  again 
pass  the  same  Instraction  to  the  Com- 
mittee as  that  which  was  passed  in  the 
years  1883  and  1884.    I  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Whitehaven  to  say  that   he  did    not 
seriousdy  object  to  the  Instruction,  al- 
though he  thought  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)    was  some- 
what better.      He    raised    no    serious 
objection,  however,  to  the  proposal  of 
my  hon.  Friend.  The  difiPerence  between 
the  two  is  this :  The  Instruction  moved 
by   my  hon.  Friend  the   Member  for 
Aberdeen  proposes  that  the  Committee 
diall  have  power  to  go  into  the  gener^ 
question  in  the  interests  of  the  public, 
and  that  they  shall  be  entitled  to  take 
evidence  on  the  part  of  the  public  as  to 
whether  the  scenery  will  be  interfered 
with  or  not;  whereas  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
would  have  the  effect  of  confining  the 
Instruction  merely  to  the  people  who 
live  on  the  spot.    Now,  I  maintain  that 
the  true  course  the  House  should  take  is 
ta  allow  general  evidence  to  be  given  on 
the  subject.     Let  me  remind  the  House 
what  took  place  in  the  Ennerdale  case. 
When  the  Bill  went  before  the  Com- 
mittee, my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Aberdeen  himself  gave  evidence  as  to 
lui  views  on  the  su^ect.  If  the  Amend- 
ment at  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton  is     passed,    my   hon.    Friend 
would  be  precluded  from  giving  such 
ifOIj.  OOCXKI.    [third  sibxbs.] 


460 

evidence.  [Mr.  Labouchere  :  Hear, 
hear !  ]  But  if  the  Instruction  moved  by 
my  hon.  Friend  is  passed,  he  wUl  be 
able  to  appear  before  the  Committee, 
and  give  evidence.  We  contend  that 
this  is  a  public  question  in  which  the 
public  are  largely  interested,  and  that  it 
IS  not  merely  a  matter  in  which  the 
local  interests  of  the  people  are  con* 
oerned.  It  very  often  happens  that,  in 
this  class  of  oases,  the  interests  of  the 
public  on  the  spot  are  different  from 
those  of  the  general  public.  Let  me  give 
an  illustration  of  this.  I  suppose  there 
has  been  no  public  interest  of  late  years 
so  generallv  recognized  as  that  which 
relates  to  the  preservation  of  Epping 
Forest.  Undoubtedly,  the  interests  <rf 
the  people  on  the  spot  are  in  favour  of 
enclosure,  whereas  the  interests  of  the 
public  of  London  go  in  an  entirely  oppo«- 
site  direction.  The  interests  of  thepublio 
of  London  prevailed  over  those  of  the 
people  on  the  spot.  It  may  be — ^I  will 
not  say  that  it  is — that  the  interest  of  the 
public  in  the  case  of  the  Ambleside  Bail- 
way  should  prevail  over  the  interest  of  the 
people  on  the  spot.  The  question  for  the 
House  to  consider  is  whether  those  inte- 
rests should  be  allowed  to  go  before  the 
Committee  and  present  their  case  there,  or 
whether  the  inquiry  should  be  conducted 
in  the  way  suggested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton.  I  am  not  going 
into  the  question  who  is  right  or  wrong 
in  this  matter.  The  question  is  a  very 
simple  and  a  very  small  one— whether 
the  House  shall  restrict  the  Instruction 
in  the  manner  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  or  allow  evi- 
dence as  to  the  general  interest  of  the 
public  to  be  brought  before  the  Com- 
mittee in  respect  of  this  proposed  railway 
to  Ambleside.  I  cannot  doubt  that  the 
House,  following  the  precedents  set  in 
the  case  of  the  Ennerdale  Bailway  in 
1883  and  1884,  will  agree  to  the  In^ 
struction  moved  by  my  hon.  Friend. 

Me.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne): 
I  shall  only  detain  the  House  for  a  very 
few  minutes.  I  only  desire  to  point  out 
the  direction  in  which  the  proposals  con- 
tained in  this  Bill  go,  and  how  necessary 
it  is  to  pass  the  Instruction  moved  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen.  I  be- 
lieve that  many  hon.  Members  voted  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  not  be- 
cause they  liked  the  measure — ^because 
I  believe  that  the  great  majority  of  the 
House  disliked  it  —  but  because  they 
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thought  that  a  Bill  of  this  kind  ought 
to  go  imstairs  and  be  dealt  with  by  a 
Select  Committee.  If  the  Bill  be  re- 
jected upstairs,  those  who  are  against  it 
will  have  nothing  further  to  say ;  but  if 
it  were  passed  by  the  Committee  up- 
stairs, and  this  Instruction  were  rejected, 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill  would  be  in  a 
position  to  say  that  the  Committee  had 
been  crippled  very  much  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton, and  would  be  fortified  in  that 
which  they  very  much  desire  to  do — 
namely,  to  throw  out  the  Bill  altogether. 
They  will  certainly  be  considerably 
helped  in  their  opposition  to  the  Bill  on 
the  third  reading  if  this  Instruction  to 
the  Committee  is  rejected  by  the  House. 

Mb.  GILES  (Southampton):  I  am 
very  sorry  to  disagree  witii  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  spoko  last ;  but  it  does  appear 
to  me  that,  when  the  inhabitants  of  a 
district  have  subscribed  their  money  to 
construct  a  line  of  railway  for  their  own 
convenience,  they  should  not  be  inter- 
fered with  by  an  irresponsible  body, 
hailing,  I  believe,  from  Manchester,  and 
calling  themselves  ''The  Lake  District 
Defence  Society."  I  should  have  thought 
that  Manchester  would  have  been  about 
the  last  place  in  the  world  where  we 
should  have  expected  to  find  so  much 
sentiment.  I  am  quite  certain  that 
Manchester  itself  does  not  allow  any 
sentimental  nonsense  to  interfere  with 
its  material  interests.  Why  not  carry 
the  question  of  sentiment  out  to  its 
proper  conclusion?  If  you  are  con- 
sistent in  your  sentiment  you  ought 
to  go  much  further,  and  should  take 
steps  to  abolish  the  gunpowder  mills, 
the  gas  works,  the  bobbin  manufactory 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Ambleside,  and 
the  steamboats  on  Lake  Windermere. 
These  are  things  which  certainly  do  not 
add  to  any  sentimental  view  of  the 
beauties  of  ecenery.  But  sentiment  does 
not  appear  to  me  to  be  the  only  motive 
for  the  Instruction  to  the  Committee. 
This  Bill  has  already  passed  a  second 
reading,  and  this  is  an  attempt,  by  a 
side-wind,  to  obtain  a  loeus  standi  before 
the  Committee  which  I  think  the  lake 
District  Defence  Society  should  not  get. 
I  shall,  therefore,  oppose  the  Instruc- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead) :  I 
fliink  the  Amendment  has  probably  been 
drawn  by  some  old  Parliamentary  hand. 
It  appears  to  me  that  if  the  Amendment 

Mr.  Addison 


of  my  hon.  Friend  below  me  were  car- 
ried, not  only  would  the  evidence  be 
confined  to  local  evidence,  but  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  rejecting  the  Instruc- 
tion altogether. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Has  not  the  hon. 
Member  already  spoken  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  :  No,  Sir.  All  I 
did  was  to  move  the  adjournment  on  the 
last  occasion.  There  areprobably  many 
hon.  Members  in  this  BLouse  who  have 
never  served  upon  a  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee, and  when  the  question  of  the 
Instruction  came  before  them,  the  learned 
counsel  who  represent  the  promoters 
would  urge  that  local  evidence  would 
mean  merelv  the  evidence  of  those  who 
have  alreacJy  acquired  a  locus  standi  to 
appear  before  the  Committee,  There- 
fore, if  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  is  carried,  all 
questions  affecting  the  interest  of  the 
general  public  would  be  carefully  kept 
out  of  sight. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield) :  I  hope  the  House  will 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton.  I  happen  to 
have  been  bom  and  to  have  spent  all  the 
younger  years  of  my  life  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Lake  Windermere.  I  know 
the  whole  of  the  scenery  there,  and  the 
onlv  complaint  I  have  to  make  of  this  Bill 
is  tnat  it  does  not  come  near  enough  to 
the  Lake.  Hon.  Members  have  talked 
about  the  interests  of  the  toiling  millions, 
and  their  desire  to  prevent  the  scenery 
from  being  spoiled.  The  fact  is,  that 
until  this  railway  is  made,  the  toiling 
millions  cannot  reach  this  part  of  the 
Lake  at  all,  and  the  whole  of  the  beauti- 
fVil  scenery  is  practically  shut  out  from 
the  tourists  and  cheap  trippers  from 
Manchester,  Liverpool,  and  the  great 
manufacturing  towns  of  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire.  I  believe  it  to  be  a  selfish 
policy  that  would  keep  the  Lake  District 
entirely  for  the  rich,  who  are  able  to 
hire  conveyances  and  eo  down  to  the 
water-side.  If  this  railway  is  made,  it 
will  put  Lake  Windermere  within  the 
reach  of  the  whole  of  the  cheap  trippers 
and  factory  hands  of  Lancashire,  to- 
gether with  their  wives  and  little  ones ; 
and  will  place  the  residents  of  the 
locality  within  easy  reach  of  every  other 
part  of  the  Kingdom. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) :  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed,  for 
one  moment,  to  recall  to  the  recollection 
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of  the  House  what  is  the  precise  issue 
we  are  asked  to  vote.    It  is  not  whether 
the  Ambleside  Bill  is  to  be  read  a  second 
time.    That  was  done  a  few  days  ago, 
and  the  Bill  was  ordered  to  be  sent  up- 
stairs.   The  only  question  before  us  now 
is  what  kind  of  evidence  shall  be  ad- 
mitted by  the  Committee  on  the  subject. 
The  Instruction  moved  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Aberdeen  proposes  to  admit  evi- 
denee  as  to  the  effect  of  the  proposals 
contained  in  the  Bill  upon  the  scenery  of 
the  country.    The  Amendment  of  the 
boQ.  Member  for  Northampton  does  not 
in  the  least  degree  diminish  that  kind  of 
evidence — namely,  evidence  as  to  the 
scenery  of  the  country;   but  the  hon. 
Member  wishes  to  restrict  the  persons 
who  are  to  give  evidence  on  that  point 
to  those  who  are  in  the  locality.    There 
may  be  reasons  for  rejecting  the  In- 
structioa  altogether ;  but  if  you  are  to 
take  evidence  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
Bailway  on  the  scenery  of  tiie  country, 
it  appears  to  me  impossible  to  say  that 
the  Select  Committee  shall  only  hear  one 
class  of  persoos  upon  that  question.  The 
Committee   should  hear  whatever  evi- 
dence may  be  submitted  to  it  on  the 
subject,  and  to  say  that  they  shall  only 
bear  persons  living  on  the  spot  would  be 
to  restrict  unduly  the  Instruction  to  the 
Committee.     If  you  care  to  allow  the 
Committee  to  entertain  the  question  at 
all,  you  should  follow  the  Instruction  in 
the  case  of  the  Ennerdalo  Bill.     I  trust 
that  no  attempt  will  be  made  to  restrict 
tbe  evidence  that  may  be  offered,  for  it 
appears  to  me  that  such  a  course  would 
simply  stultify  the  force  of  the  Instruc- 
tion altogether.      At  the  same  lime  I 
bope   the    Committee   will    be  strong 
enough  to  say  that  they  will  not  have  a 
repetition  of  the  same  evidence  from  the 
same  class  of  persons,  but  that  they  will 
confine  it  within  practicable  limits.    I 
hope  that  the  House,  with  that  under- 
standing, will  accept  the  Instruction. 

Mb.  SCLATEE  BOOTH  (Hants, 
Basingstoke)  :  For  my  part  I  hope  the 
House  will  reject  the  whole  of  the  In- 
struction, and  that  the  Committee  will 
bring  common  sense  to  bear  upon  the 
case,  takinfi^  the  evidence  only  of  the 
witnesses  who  will  naturally  be  brought 
before  them.  1  altogether  repudiate  the 
idea  that  the  Committee  is  to  be  bound 
by  the  case  submitted  to  them  by  the 
promoters  and  opponents  of  the  Bill. 
It  is  the  duty  of  a  Committee  to  con- 


sider, in  all  cases,  the  interests  of  the 
public,  and  if  they  see  reason  to 
reject  a  Bill  on  its  merits  they  may 
do  so,  notwithstanding  what  evidence 
the  promoters  or  opponents  may  ad- 
duce. If  I  were  the  Chairman  of  a 
Committee  like  this,  I  should  feel  ex- 
cessively embarrassed  by  an  Instruotioa 
of  this  kind,  calling  upon  the  Committee 
to  receive  evidence  on  the  scenery  of  all 
parts  of  the  Lake  District.  I  believe  the 
evidence  will  be  fully  brought  out  by 
witnesses  on  both  sides,  without  any  In- 
struction to  the  Committee  at  alL 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  225 ;  Noes 
118  :  Majority  107.— (Div.  List,  No.  20.) 

Main  Question  put. 
The  House  divided :-- Ayes  231 ;  Noes 
133  :  Majority  98.— (Div.  List,  No.  21.) 

Ordered,  That  it  be  on  Instruction  to  the 
Committeo  on  the  Ambleside  Hailway  Bill,  to 
inquire  and  report  whether  the  proposed  Kail- 
way  will  interfere  with  the  enjoyxnent  of  the 
puhlic,  who  annually  visit  the  Jjuke  District,  by 
injuriously  affecting  the  scenery  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, or  otherwise ;  and  that  they  bua.ve 
power  to  receive  Evidence  upon  the  subject.— 
{Mr,  Bryee,) 

QUESTIONS. 

INDIA-EXTENSION  OF  THE  RAILWAY 
SYSTEM  IN  INDIA  AND  BURMAH. 
Ma.  MACLXJBE  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretford)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  in  accordance  with 
the  assurance  given  last  Session,  has 
taken  any  steps  to  construct  railways  in 
India  and  Burmah,  which  would  lead  to 
the  development  of  those  countries,  and 
prove  beneficial  to  the  industries  of  Great 
Britain  ? 

Thb  under  SEOEETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 
The^  estimated  capital  expended  on 
Indian  railways  for  the  year  ending 
March  31,  1887,  is  974  lakhs— 612  by 
the  CK)vernment  of  India,  462  by  gua- 
ranteed and  subsidized  companies.  By 
the  end  of  1887  it  is  estimated  that  1,167 
additional  miles  of  railway  will  beopened. 
Tbe  Mandalay  Railway  (220  miles)  was 
authorized  as  a  State  line  by  the.  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  November,  1886,  and 
work  has  now  been  begun  at  both,  ends 
of  tbe  line^  The  construction  of  the 
Bengal-NagpoorRailway  (784  miles)  has   j 
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now  been  entrnsted  to  a  guaranteed 
Company.  The  Bolan  Bailwaj  to 
Quetta  and  certain  sections  of  the  8cind«* 
Pisheen  Bailway  beyond  Quetta  will  be 
opened  to  the  public  by  the  end  of 
March ;  90  miles  of  the  Bellary-Kistna 
Bailway  will  be  opened  immediately.  It 
is  expected  that  about  100  miles  of  the 
Indian  Midland,  which  is  being  con- 
structed in  its  several  sections  simul- 
taneously, will  be  opened  in  the  course 
of  the  year.  In  addition  to  these,  about 
220  miles  of  the  Southern  Mahratta 
Company's  system  have  been  opened 
since  September  30,  1886. 

NBWFOUNDLAND-THE  COD 
FISHERIES. 

Me.  COUBTNET  KENNY  (York, 
W.B.,  Bamsley)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
Stid»  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  the 
Colony  of  Newfoundland  is  now  in 
danger  of  permanent  commercial  ruin, 
owing  to  the  impossibility  of  maintaining 
its  staple  industry,  the  cod  fishery, 
against  the  competition  of  the  French 
fishermen,  in  consequence  of  the  latter 
receiving  from  their  Government  a 
bounty  of  more  than  50  per  cent.,  which 
enables  them  to  take  fish  on  the  banks 
of  Newfoundland,  and  afterwards  sell  it 
profitably  in  European  markets  at  a 
price  below  the  cost  of  production ; 
whether  the  Bill,  recently  passed  by  the 
Legislature  of  Newfoundland  to  restrain 
the  export  of  bait,  would  have  secured 
to  the  Colony  the  control  of  the  sole 
natural  advantage  which  it  possesses  for 
carrying  on  its  fisheries  against  so  un- 
equal a  competition ;  and,  whether  he 
can  state  to  the  House  the  reasons  which 
led  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  advise 
that  the  Boyal  Assent  should  be  with- 
held from  that  Bill  ? 

The  SECBETABY  of  STATE  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  (Hampstead):  Hie 
statements  contained  in  the  first  and 
second  paragraphs  of  the  Question  are,  I 
regret  to  say,  substantially  in  accordance 
with  the  representations  of  the  Governor 
and  Legislature  of  Newfoundland ;  but 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  re^ 
quested  furllier  information  as  to  the 
exact  effects  and  operation  upon  the  mar- 
kets of  the  French  bounty  system  which 
has  recently  produced  such  serious  results 
to  the  Colonial  Fishery.  As  to  the  third 
paragraph,  the  reasons  which  have  led 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  advise 
that  the  Boyal   Assent  should  not  be 

Sir  John  Oor$t 


given  to  the  Bait  Bill  are  set  forth  in  a 
Despatch  of  February  3.  The  matter  is 
one  of  importance ;  and  as  it  would  not 
be  possible,  within  the  ordinary  limits 
of  an  answer  to  state  fully  those  reasons, 
I  have  to-day  laid  a  copy  of  that  Despatch 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  In  the 
meantime  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  show 
it  to  the  hon.  Member. 

ADMIRALTY  REGULATIONS-SUPPORT 
AND  EDUCATION  OP  CATHOLIC 
ORPHANS. 

Me.  M^CARTAN  (Down,  SJ  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  What  is  ths 
number  of  Catholic  orphans  provided  for 
under  the  Begulations  of  the  Lords  of  the 
Admiralty ;  what  educational  establish, 
ments  in  Ireland  and  in  England  are 
authorized  to  receive  such  orphans;  tvhat 
annual  allowance  is  given  by  the  Admi- 
ralty  to  these  establishments  for  the 
support  and  education  of  each  orphan ; 
what  is  the  entire  expenditure,  and  how 
much  of  it  goes  to  establishment!  in 
Ireland;  an^  whether  mothers  of  Ca- 
tholic orphans,  residing  in  Ireland,  are 
obliged  to  send  their  children  to  En^- 
lana  in  order  to  get  the  benefit  of  this 
allowance ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Lords 
of  the  Admiralty  will  sanction  OatboUc 
schools  in  Ireland  for  l^e  edncatiofiof 
the  orphans  of  Catholic  seamen  who  die 
in  the  Service  ? 

Me.  ASHMEAD  .  BARTLETT  (A 
LoKD  of  the  Admiealtt)  (Sheffield, 
Ecdesall)  (who  replied)  said :  The 
number  of  Boman  Oatholio  children  at 
present  provided  for  in  orphana^s  at 
the  expense  of  Greenwich  Hospital  is 
32.  The  educational  estabHshmeats 
selected  for  the  reception  of  these  chil- 
dren are :  —For  boys. — England  :  ft. 
Andrew's  School,  Bamet;  Ireland: St. 
Vincent's  Orphanage,  Olasnevin,  Duh- 
lin;  the  Christian  Brothers'  Sfchool, 
Oreenmount,  Cork.  For  g^rls.— Eng- 
land :  Orphanage  of  the  Sisters  of  Mercy, 
Norwooa ;  St.  Teresa's  Orphanaffo,  Ply- 
mouth ;  Ireland :  St.  Clare's  Orphanage, 
Harold's  Cross,  Dublin ;  Orphanages  of 
the  Sisters  of  Mercy  at  Ctork  and  at 
Queenstown.  Payment  is  made  at  an 
average  rate  of  about  £20  per  amram 
for  each  child.  The  entire  expenditnre 
for  the  maintenance  of  orphans  and 
children  in  necessitous  circumstances  is 
£5,700  per  annum,  and  of  this  amount 
the  sum  of  £630  is  paid  for  Eomw 
Catholic  children.    The  amount  paid  io 
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the  Estimates  affecting  South  Africa  are 
moved  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  (Hampstead) :  The 
hon.  Member  asks  me  six  questions. 
With  regard  to  the  first  and  fifth,  the 
Zulu  Chiefs  were  invited  to  send  a  Com- 
missioner to  act  with  the  British  and 
Boer  Commissioners  in  the  demarcation 
of  the  boundary,  and  it  is  believed  that 
he  was  present  from  December  12  to  the 
conclusion  of  the  demarcation  on  January 
25.  During  this  period  Dinizulu  and 
other  Zulu  Chiefs  attempted,  under  the 
advice  of  certain  white  persons,  to  re- 
open the  general  question  of  thejpartition 
of  Zululand,  and  Sir  ArUiur  Havelock 
promised  to  receive  them  after  the  de- 
marcation had  been  completed.  We 
have  no  knowledge  of  the  alleged  occur- 
rences at  tlie  meetinfi^  of  January  28. 
The  Zulu  Chiefs  were  informed  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  could  not  enter- 
tain any  appeal  for  the  reversal  of  the 
arrangement,  and  since  then  favourable 
answers  have  been  received  from  them. 
With  regard  to  Questions  2  and  3, 
the  boundary  line  has  been  altered  as 
stated,  for  reasons  which  will  appear  in 
the  Papers  which  I  have  presented  this 
afternoon.  The  boundary,  as  now 
settled,  does  not  interfere  with  com- 
munications, or  injure  the  interests  of 
Natal ;  and  it  recovers  for  the  Zulus  a 
considerable  amount  of  the  territory 
which  they  had  practically  surrendered 
to  the  Boers  in  1884.  Free  transit 
through  the  new  republic  will  be  pro* 
vided  in  the  Convention.  In  reply  to 
Question  4,  some  trespasses  of  jBoers 
into  Swaziland  have  occurred ;  but  the 
acquisitions   of  land  there  have  been 

Srincipally  by  British  subjects.  Her 
[ajesty's  Government  are  inquiring  into 
the  condition  of  Swaziland.  With  regard 
to  Question  6,  I  have  already  stated 
that  the  Papers  have  been  presented  this 
afternoon. 


cstalllshmeDts  iu  Ireland  is  £130.  The 
mothers  of  Catholic  children  residing  in 
Ireland  are  not  obliged  to  send  their 
children  to  England,  arrangements  being 
made  to  send  them  to  the  schools  before- 
mentioned.  It  may  be  added  that,  in 
addition  to  the  above,  Catholic  orphans 
are  maintained  in  the  Eoyal  Hospital 
School  at  Greenwich. 

SOUTH  AFRICA-ZULULAND. 

Mb.  oh  ANNING  (Northamptonshire, 
£.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Ooloiues,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated 
in  The  Times  newspaper  of  10th  Feb- 
ruary, that  Dinizulu  and  the  other  Zulu 
Quefis  were  not  summoned  by  Mr.  Os- 
boxa  to  take  part  in  the  settlement  of 
tho  new  boundaries  of  Zululand  till  the 
vork  of  the  Boundary  Commission  had 
been  completed,  and  that  at  the  meeting 
of  28th  Januai7  to  confirm  the  decisions 
of  the  Commission  Mr.  Osbom  forbade 
the  presence  of  white  men,  and  refused 
to  permit  the    Zulus  to  communicate 
viih  Natal,  or  in  any  way  with  the  out- 
ade  world  until  they  had  consented  to 
the  proposed  annexation;  whether  the 
boundary  line  originally  insisted  on  by 
Sir  Arthur  Havelock,  and  approved  by 
Ewi  GhranvIUe,  was  to  be  (miwn  from 
Ibabanango  Hill   to   Imhlazatye  Hill 
aud  thence  in  a  northerly  direction  to  the 
Pongo  Biver,  the  line  now  agreed  upon 
and  approved  by  the  present  Ministry 
rarronders  to  the  Boers  on  the  North 
the  important    district  of   Umgojana, 
fonniog  a  wedge  between  Eastern  Zulu- 
land  and  Swaziland,  and  on  the  South 
another  wedge-shaped  strip  of  territory 
between  Eastern  Zululand  and  the  Ee- 
Mrre;  whether  the  boundary  as  now 
agreed  upon  will  seriously  interfere  with 
&6  control  of  communications,  and  with 
tbe  interests  both  of  the  Zulus  and  of 
Natal;  whether  the  Boers  are  already 
attempting  to  carry  out  in  Swaziland, 
which  is  how  the  scene  of  numerous 
gold  mining  enterprizes,  the  same  tactics 
ttiat  have  oeen  so  successful  in  Zulu- 
land;  whether  the  Zulu  Chiefs  have 
pwtested  against  the   new  boundary, 
and  have  affain  signified  a  desire  to 
appeal  direoUy  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  England ;  and,  whether  further 
Papers,  giving  particulars  of  the  more 
wcent  negotiations  between  Sir  Arthur 
Havelock  and  the  Boers,  and  specifying 
«w  exact  boundary  agreed  to,  wiU  be 
^  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  before 


PRISON  SITES  —  HOUSING  OF  THE 
WOKKING  CLASSES  —  COLDBATH 
FIELDS  PRISON. 

Mb.  JENNINGS  (Stockport)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  the  Government 
intend  to  act,  in  reference  to  the  prison 
sites,  upon  the  statement  of  the  I'rime 
Minister,  as  expressed  in  his  special 
Memorandum  on  the  first  Beport  of  the 
Commission  on    the    Housing   of   the 
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WorkiDg  Gassep,  lo  ihe  effect  that  Ibe 
State  should  sell  the  prison  sites  to  some 
aathority  or  trust  that  would  build 
thereon  workmen's  dwellings  at  cost 
price;  and,  whether  the  GoTemment 
nave  received  any  offers  for  Goldbath 
Fields,  or  taken  any  steps  to  dispose  of 
that  site  to  such  Bodies  as  can  be  tntsted 
to  use  it  for  the  purpose  of  building 
thereon  the  cheapest  class  of  dwel- 
lings ? 

CaptainPENTON  (Finsbur j,  Central) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  the  Pea- 
body  Trustees  have  made  an  offer  for 
ihe  Coldbath  Fields  Prison  site,  for  the 
purpose  of  erecting  artizans'  dwellings 
thereon;  and,  if  so,  whether,  before 
accepting  this  or  any  other  offer  for  the 
entire  site,  he  will  give  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  or  the  Clerkenwell 
Yestry,  time  to  consider  the  advisability 
of  tendering  for  a  portion  of  the  site,  to 
be  retained  as  an  open  space,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Kesolutions  of  those 
Boards,  as  to  the  necessity  for  such  a 
space  in  this  densely-populated  neigh- 
b<>uriiood  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  ^Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
stated  more  tnan  once  in  this  House  that 
it  is  my  desire  to  dispose  of  the  prison 
sites  in  the  way  recommended  by  the 
Boyal  Commission  on  the  Housing  of 
the  Working  Classes.  I  have  received 
an  offer  for  the  site  of  Coldbath  Fields 
Prison  from  a  Society  whose  purpose  it 
is  to  provide  cheap  and  healthy  homes 
for  tho  working  classes.  This  offer  is 
now  under  consideration.  I  have  re- 
ceived no  offer  from  the  Peabody 
Trustees.  Any  proposal  either  from  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  or  from 
the  Clerkenwell  Vestry  for  the  reten- 
tion of  a  portion  of  the  site  as  an  open 
space  will  receive  my  careful  attention. 
I  must  add  that  both  these  Bodies 
have  had  ample  time  to  consider  the 
question. 

GOLD  AND  SILVER  CURRENC  Y-(ROYAL 
COMMISSION)— THE  FIRST  REPORT. 
Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  the  Government  is  in  a  position 
to  give  the  House  any  information  as  to 
the  approximate  time  the  first  Eeport  of 
the  Icoyal  Commission  on  the  Gold  and 
Silver  Currency  will  bo  issued  ? 

Mr,  Jennings 


The  SECRETAEY  fob  SCOTLAND 
(Mb.  a.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) 
(who  replied),  said,  he  was  unable  to 
give  any  date  on  which  the  Heport  would 
be  issued ;  but  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that,  so  far  as  he  was  aware, 
the  Commissioners  were  not  anxious  to 
prolong  the  inquiry,  which  was  extremely 
laborious  and  very  intricate. 

WESTMINSTER  BRIDGE. 

Mb.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
If  he  can  inform  the  House  whether  Mr. 
Page,  the  engineer  for  the  construction 
of  Westminster  Bridge,  gave  evidence 
before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  the  effect  that  Westminster 
Bridge  was  not  strong  enough  to  bear 
the  weight  of  a  tramway ;  ana,  whether 
that  related  to  the  crown  of  the  bridge 
or  its  foundations  ? 

The  FERST  COMMISSIONEE  (Mr. 
Pltti^ket)  f Dublin  University) :  I  have 
not  been  able  to  find  any  statement  of  Mr. 
Page,  the  engineer,  in  his  evidence  before 
a  Committee  of  the  House  to  the  effect 
that  Westminster  Bridge  was  not  strong 
enough  to  bear  the  weight  of  a  tramway ; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  I  am'informed  that 
on  March  3,  1871,  Mr.  Page  reported 
that  the  bridge  might  safely  be  loaded 
with  17,000  tons,  and  that  a  load  of  12 
tons  might  be  carried  over  the  bridge  on 
two  wheels;  and  a  tramcar  of  four 
wheels,  fully  loaded,  would  certainly  not 
reach  the  limits  thus  assigned  (12  tons 
on  two  wheels).  No  doubt  had  ever 
been  entertained  by  the  advisers  of  the 
Office  of  Works  as  to  Westminster 
Bridge  being  able  to  bear  the  weight  of 
tramway  traffic. 

ADMIRALTY  —  " H.M.S.   FALCON"— 
PRIZE  MONEY. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  RR, 
Holdemess)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  If  he  can  state  when  the 
prize  money  due  to  the  officers  and  men 
of  H.M.S.  Falcon  for  certain  dhows 
captured  in  October,  1885,  will  be  dis- 
tributed ? 

Lord  CHAELES  BERESFORD  (A 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty)  (Marylebone, 
E.)  (who  replied)  said:  It  cannot  be 
stated  at  present  when  the  prize  money 
will  be  payable,  the  distribution  being 
dependent  upon  further  information 
from  the  Foreign  Office  on  the  subject. 
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IKLAND  RE\^NUE--tX>LLECTTON  OF 
INCOME  TAX. 

CojDXANBEB  BETHELL  tYork,  E.E  , 
Holderness)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  the  case 
that  in  the  years  1886-7  the  method  of 
collecting  tne  Income  Tax  has  been 
altered ;  whether,  previous  to  1886,  the 
Ipcal  tax  coUectora  had  to  collect  the 
tftxes  in  January  and  February,  and  pay 
in  the  entire  sum  on  some  particular  day 
towards  the  end  of  February ;  whether, 
in  1886,  the  collectors  received  instruc- 
tions to  collect  and  pay  in  the  taxes 
weekly,  though  the  general  receiving 
day  in  February  was  retained;  whe* 
ther,  in  1887,  the  general  receiving  day 
has  been  abolished,  and  very  peremptory 
instructions  issued  as  to  the  weekly  col- 
leetioD,  and  that  local  collectors  who 
did  not  act  on  these  instructions  have 
been  threatened  with  fines  and  legal 
proceedings ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
these  changes,  which,  whether  autho- 
rized or  not,  have  been  in  operation  in 
certain  country  districts,  cause  much  in- 
convenience, both  to  the  local  tax  col- 
lectors and  to  the  people  of  the  districts ; 
and,  if  he  will  cause  the  irritating  in- 
structions referred  to,  if  issued,  to  be 
reconsidered  ? 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.   Qoschen)   (St.    George's, 
Hanover  Square):    It  can  scarcely  be 
Bud  that  the  method  of  collecting  the 
Income  Tax  has  been  altered,  nor  has 
any  alteration  been  made  in  the  months 
in  which  the  collection  takes  place ;  but 
since  January,  1885,  the  collectors  have 
been  required  to  pay  over  the  amounts 
in  their  hands  weekly,  instead  of  retain- 
ing them  till  the  middle  or  end  of  Feb- 
niary.    This  year  (1887)  the  practice  of 
holding  so-cfidled  '^Qeneral  Receints" 
for  taxes  elsewhere  than  at  the  Inland 
Berenue  Offices  has  been  discontinued ; 
the  system  of  weekly  payment  having 
shown  that  it  was  quite  unnecessary  to 
incur  the  expense  of  holding  **Receipts" 
away  from  the  collectors'  offices.    The 
local  collectors  are  responsible  to  the 
Oommissioners  by  whom  they  are  ap- 
pointed, and  are  subject  to  their  orders ; 
but  I  am  not  aware  that  any  of  them 
bftTe  been  threatened  with  fines  or  legal 
proceedings.    I  am  not  aware  that  the 
changes  have  caused  inconvenience  at 
all  commensurate   with    the   economy 
which  has  been  effected,  and  there  is  no 


information  at  the  Treasury  of  irritation 
having  been  caused. 

STREET  IMPROVEMENTS  (METRO- 

P0LI8)-NBW  LINE  OP  ST.  MARTIN'S 

PLACE. 

Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  asked 
the  First  Commissioner  of  "Workp,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
take  advantage  of  the  street  improve- 
ments at  St.  Martin  in  the  Fields  to  ex- 
tend the  National  Gallery  to  Hemming's 
Row  and  to  the  new  line  of  St.  Martin's 
Place,  in  accordance  with  the  suggestion 
of  the  Institute  of  British  Architects  ? 

Thb  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plttftket)  (Dublin  University):  This 
question  has  been  for  some  time  under 
consideration  ;  but  no  final  decision  has 
been  taken  on  the  subject.  The  fact  is, 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  that  we  have  no  funds 
for  any  such  building  operations  at  pre- 
sent. 

« 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
THE  RIOTS  AT  BELFAST— COMPEN- 
SATION TO  THE  LOCAL  POLICE. 
Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  officers 
and  men  of  the  Belfast  Local  Police 
Force  have  received  from  Government 
any  compensation  ibr  the  serious  in- 
juries inflicted  upon  them  during  the 
recent  riots ;  and,  if  so,  to  what  extent, 
and  how  many  officers  and  men  have  re*^ 
odved  compensation;  and,  whether  it 
was  given  in  proportion  to  the  injuries 
sustained  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
MicHABL  Hickb-Bbaoh)  (Bristol,  W.)J 
Members  of  the  Royal  Irish  Consta- 
bttlary  are  not  entitled  to  any  oompen* 
sation  for  injuries  inflicted  upon  them 
in  the  discharge  of  their  duty  unless 
they  are  thereby  incapacitated  for  fur- 
ther service  in  the  Force.  Of  the  men 
of  the  Local  Force  in  Belfast,  two  were 
injured  during  the  late  riots.  Only  one 
has  as  yet  received  compensation.  The 
pension  awarded  to  him  was  in  propor* 
-tion  to  the  injuries  received. 

VACCINATION  —  INCREASE  OF 
SYPHILIS. 
Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire, 
E.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  Whether  the  disease 
of  syphilis  has  increased  amongst  chil- 
dren in  this  country  since  the  introduc- 
tion of  compulsory  vaccination  in  1853 ; 
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whotlier  this  increase  was  most  con- 
Bpicuous  in  the  case  of  children  under 
one  year  of  age;  and,  whether  the 
greatest  increase  in  the  number  of 
deaths  from  this  disease  in  anyone  year 
as  compared  with  the  preceding  year, 
was  in  1854,  the  year  after  compulsory 
yaccination  had  been  introduced  into 
this  country  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Ritchib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  have 
communicated  with  the  Begistrar  Gene- 
ral,  and  am  informed  that,  so  far  as  can 
be  gathered  from  the  old  Beports,  the 
mortality  of  children  from  syphilis  has 
increased  not  only  from  1853,  when  com- 
pulsory yaccination  was  introduced,  but 
from  the  first  year  of  which  any  records 
exist —namely,  1848.  The  increase  from 

1853  to  1885,  the  last  year  for  which  the 
figures  are  published,  was  not  most  con- 
spicuous among  children  under  one  year 
of  age.  On  the  oontrary,  it  was  much 
greater  among  children  from  one  to  fiye 
years  old  than  among  children  under 
one.  The  increase  in  1854,  as  compared 
with  1853,  was  greater  than  in  any  other 
year  as  compared  with  its  immediate 
predecessor.  But  the  increase,  so  iar 
horn  being  most  conspicuous  among 
children,  under  one,  was  yastly  less 
among  them  than  among  children  oyer 
one  and  under  fiye,  and  eyen  less  than 
among  adults,  or  rather  of  persons  from 
five  years  upwards ;  so  that  it  is  quite 
impossible  to  attribute  the  increase  in 

1854  to  the  introduction  of  compulsory 
yaccination. 

INLAND    REVENUE-ASSESSMENTS 

IN  EALING  AND  BRENTFORD. 
Mr.  BIGWOOD  (Middlesex,  Brent- 
ford) asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether  the  assessments  under 
Schedule  A  of  the  licensed  yictuallers 
in  the  Parliamentary  Diyisions  of  Ealing 
and  Brentford  haye  been  raised  to  ayery 
large  extent ;  and,  if  the  said  assess- 
ments haye  been  made  by  competent 
assessors,  or  by  whom,  and  on  what 
basis ;  whether  licensed  yictuallers  in 
these  Diyisions  haye  been  charged  In- 
habited House  Duty  upon  the  amount 
paid  for  goodwill  and  furniture  as  well 
as  upon  the  rent,  thereby  paying  taxes 
and  licences  upon  capital  inyested  as 
well  as  upon  the  yalue  of  the  premises ; 
whether  the  assessors  are  paid  by  salary 
or  commission ;  if  numerous  complaints 
haye  been  made  to  the  authorities  as  to 

J/r.  Channipg 


the  manner  in  which  the  taxes  are  col- 
lected ;  whether,  in  consequence  of  the 
increased  assessments,  the  charges  for 
licences  haye  been  nearly  doubled; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  reply  to  a 
Memorial  on  this  subject  forwarded  to 
the  Board  of  Inland  Seyenue  stated 
that— 

"  Neither  the  Board  nor  the  Special  Cominis- 
rionen  of  Income  Tax  have  any  authority  to 
inteifarv," 

and  whether  such  answer  is  in  aceor- 
dance  with  law ;  and,  whether,  in  re- 
ply to  the  said  Memorial,  Mr.  Ohancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  stated — 

**  That  the  matter  has  been  decided  \rf  the 
Local  Commissioners,  whose  decision  neiiher 
the  Government  nor  the  Chancellor  of  the  Eic- 
cheqner  personally  have  power  to  override  ;** 

and,  if  such  power  is  yested  in  the 
Local  Oommissioners  without  the  right 
of  appeal  ? 

The  oh  ANOBLLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QXTER  (Mr.  Gosohew)  (St.  George's, 
Hanoyer  Square) :  New  Property  Tax 
and  House  Duty  assessments  were  made 
in  1885  for  the  parishes  comprised  in 
the  Parliamentary  Diyisions  of  Ealing 
and  Brentford  by  competent  assessors  ; 
and  the  yaluations  were  in  some  eases 
increased,  not  only  on  licensed  yictual- 
lers, but  in  all  cases  where  the  preyious 
yaluations  were  considered  insufficient 
The  new  assessments  for  House  Duty 
were  based  upon  what  was  deemed  to 
be  the  fair  letting  yalue  of  the  prmnises 
without  including  goodwill  or  fomiture. 
Local  assessors  are  paid  by  a  commission 
of  l(d  in  the  £  of  duty  collected.  As  a 
rule,  the  yaluations  for  House  Duty 
haye  been  adopted  for  the  year  1886-7 
as  the  basis  for  charging  the  licensed 
duty  on  premises  occupied  by  licensed 
yictuallers.  The  increase  in  the  License 
Duties  does  not  in  the  aggregate  exceed 
5  per  cent  in  both  Diyisions.  As  to  the 
actual  collection  of  taxes,  no  particular 
complaints  haye  been  receiyed ;  but  a 
Memorial  as  to  the  assessments  was  sent 
to  the  Board  of  Inland  Reyenue  in  De- 
cember, 1885,  which  led  to  a  full  in« 
quiry.  It  is  true  that  the  District  Oom- 
missioners are  the  judges  of  the  annual 
yalue  of  houses  and  premises  ehaimd  to 
the  Income  Tax  and  Inhabited  House 
Duty.  The  proper  yalues  cannot  be  de- 
cided without  local  knowledge ;  and  no 
appeal  lies  from  the  local  oommissioners 
to  the  Board  of  Inland  Beyenue  or  the 
Government. 
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STATE  OF  IRELAND -EXTRA  POtrCE 
IN  COEK  COUNTY. 

Ma.  HOOPER  (Cork.  S.K)  asked  the 
Chief  Secoretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Eeeolution  of 
the  County  Cork  Grand  Jnry  nrging  the 
removal  of  the  extra  police  stationed  in 
the  county,  as  their  presence  involyed  a 
useless  expenditure,  was  passed  in  the 
month  of  July  last  year ;  and,  whether 
the  i»ibHcation  of  the  Flan  of  Campaign 
did  not  take  place  till  late  in  the  foUow- 
lag  October ;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  were 
taken  in  that  interval  of  three  months 
to  give  effect  to  the  wish  of  the  County 
Goric  Orand  Jury,  as  expressed  in  their 
fiasolution  ? 

Thb  chief  SEORETAEY  (Sir 
MiCHiJEii  HiOKS^BiiGH)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  subject  of  the  reduotioQ  of  extra 
police  is  one  which  is  constantly  kept  in 
TiQW,  but  it  has  not  at  ai\y  time.since 
Jalj  last  been  deemed  safe  by  the  Au» 
thorities  io  reduce  the  force  in  the 
county  of  Cork. . 

EDUCATION  (SCIENCE  ANB  AUT  BE- 
PART:MJ:NT) -«  ELEMENTARY  SOHO- 
.  URSHIPS, 

Mb,  W,  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead)  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  on 
Edueation,  Whether  any  Memoirials 
have  been  received  by  the  Committee  of 
Oottuoii  praying  for  some  modiOcation 
of  the  Boles  of  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment, vnder  which  local  managers 
ol  aj^rove^  Bchoola,  may,  with  the  sanc- 
tion and  assistance  of  the  Science  and 
Art  Department,  grant  Elementary  Scho- 
larships of  lose  value  than  £10 ;  and, 
vhsther  he  baa  considei*ed  if  some  re- 
duction of  the  £10  limit  might  not  be 
extfiuded  advantageously  to  meet  the 
taritd  neoessitiee  ol  di^rent  plaoes  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
UAM  Hast  Dykb)  (Kent,  Dartford): 
A  few  Uemorials  praying  for  the  estab- 
hahment  ol  Sdiolarsbips  of  less  value 
than  £10  were  received  by  the  Science 
and  Art  Department,  the  principal  one 
being  from  the  Gateshead  School  Board. 
The  arrangements  for  the  Scholarships 
were  fully  considered  last  year,  and,  as 
the  hon.  Member  will  see  by  reference 
to  the  Science  and  Art  Directory  for  the 
cutrent  year,  a  considerable  change  has 
heen  made  in  the  Rules  to  which  he  re- 
fers. The  Scholarship,  including  the 
local  contribution,  now  amounts  for  the 


first  year  to  £9;  and  as  its  object,  as 
etated  by  Bule  47,  is  to  afford  a  real 
maintenance  allowance  for  poor  students 
with  tuition  fees,  and  not  a  mere  prize ; 
it  has  been  deemed  inadvisable  for  the 
Department  to  aid  in  the  formation  of  a 
Scholarship  of  a  less  amount. 

CORRUPT  PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS 
-J.  M.  WILLIAMSON. 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  Mr.  WilKamson, 
lately  appointed  Sub- Sheriff  of  the 
County  of  Dublin,  is  the  same  person 
as  John  Malet  Williamson,  who  is 
scheduled  in  the  Report  of  the  Comnris- 
sion  (of  1870)  on  the  Dublin  Election  of 
1868,  as  having  been  guilty  of  aiding 
and  abetting  corrupt  practices ;  and,  S 
so,  what  action  the  Gt>vernment  will 
take  in  regard  to  his  appointment  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hioks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
It  is  understood  that  the  Mr.  William- 
son, lately  appointed  Sub- Sheriff  of  the 
county  of  Dublin,  is  the  person  of  that 
name  who  was  scheduled  in  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  of  1870,  on  the  Ihib- 
iKn  election.  He  had  at  one  time  before 
acted  as  Sub- Sheriff  to  Dublin  County. 
The  statute  under  which  the  Commission 
was  held  attaches  certain  definite  dis- 
abilities to  a  person  so  sohednled  for  a 
period  of  seven  years ;  but  as  this  period 
has  expired,  and  as  such  disabilities  did 
not  include  the  Office  of  Sub-Sheriff,  the 
Government  are  advised  that  they  would 
not  be  justified  in  taking  any  action  in 
the  matter. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  -  SIT- 
TINGS IN  CLARE  CO. 
Mb.  JORDAN  (Clare,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  on  the  last  occasion 
on  which  the  Chief  Commissioners,  under 
Land  Act,  1881,  sat  in  the  county  of 
Clare,  they  did  so.  only  for  two  days ; 
whether  then  they  did  not  decide  more 
than  one-third  of  the  appeals  from  the 
Sub  -  Commissioners  in  that  county ; 
whether  a  very  large  number  of  appeals 
now  await  their  decision ;  whether  W. 
H.  Frost,  of  Ennis,  only  one  of  the 
solicitors  in  Clare,  is  attorney  for  260 
appeals ;  whether  rents  in  some  of  these 
appeals  have  been  fixed  by  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  two  years  ago  j  whether 
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the  attention  of  the  Iload  Commis- 
sioners will  be  directed  to  this  state  of 
affairs;  when  may  a  final  decision  be 
expected  in  these  numerous  cases ;  and, 
whether,  to  aocommodate  the  poor 
farmers  of  West  Clare,  the  Chief  Com- 
missioners will  hold  a  court  in  Kilrush, 
which  is  the  chief  town  in  that  Division  of 
the  county,  and  is  20  miles  from  Ennis? 
Thk  chief  secretary  (Sir 
MiOHASL  Hioks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  Land  Commissioners  report  that 
they  sat  at  Ennis  for  six  days  in  last 
Mardi,  and  at  the  close  of  their  sitting 
had  heard  nearly  two-thirds  of  the  ap- 
peals from  the  county  of  (9are.  It  is 
nevertheless  true  that  a  large  number 
of  cases  are  pending,  and  that  some  of 
them  are  of  two  y^urs'  standing.  The 
Commissioners  wUl  use  their  best  ex- 
ertions to  get  on  with  these  cases. 
Some  win  be  heard  in  April  at  Limerick 
— others  at  Ennis  in  July.  Having  re- 
gard to  the  general  convenience,  they 
cannot  arrange  to  sit  at  Kilrush.  The 
statement  in  the  Uaestion  with  regard 
to  Mr.  W.  H.  Frost  appears  to  be  en- 
tirely erroneous.  He  is,  I  am  informed, 
solicitor  in  two  appeal  cases — not  260  as 
stated. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  —  SE- 
CRETARIES OP  GRAND  JURIES. 

Mb.  cox  (Clare^  E.)  asked  Mr.  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
Secretaries  of  Grand  Juries  in  Ireland 
are  entitled  to  claim  any  fee  on  receiv- 
ing tenders,  prior  to  Presentment  Ses- 
sions, for  the  execution  of  any  public 
works  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin 
University):  I  am  not  aware  Secretaries 
of  Grand  Juries  are  entitled  to  claim 
any  fee  on  receiying  tenders  for  any 
public  works  beyond  a  small  sum.  for 
the  forms  issued  by  them. 

RIVERS  POLLUTION— POLLUTION  OF 
THE  UPPER  THAMES. 
Colonel  DAWN  AY  (York,  N.R., 
Thirsk)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Goyernment  will  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  Thames  Conservancy 
Board  to  the  pollution  of  the  waters  of 
the  Upper  Thames,  from  which  the 
water  supply  of  the  inhabitants  of  Lon- 
don is  drawn,  by  the  sewage  from  house 
boats  and  steam  launches  ? 

Mr.  Jordan 


The  president  or  toe  TX)CAL 
GOVERNMENT  DOABD  ( Mr.  KnxmiE) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  (who  re- 
plied) said :  The  Gonserrators  of  the 
Thames  have  prepared  a  series  of  bye- 
laws.  Art.  14  (9;  which  renders  it  an 
offence  to  cast  or  throw  into  or  to  cause 
or  to  suffer  to  fall  or  flow  into  the  river 
any  sewage,  rubbish,  or  other  offensive 
matter  or  thing.  The  bye-laws  were 
published  in  The  Zond<m  Gazette  on  the 
18th  of  this  month,  with  a  view  to 
their  submission  to  Her  Majesty  in 
Council  for  confirmation. 

ARMY  (AMMUNinON)-SOLID-DRAWX 
CARTRIDGES. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Eol- 
lox)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  the  solid-drawn  car- 
tridges, the  manufacture  of  which  ike 
Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance  stated 
was  begun  by  the  Government  in  1885, 
can  be  used  in  any  of  the  existing  riies 
in  the  hands  of  our  soldiers ;  whether, 
although  firing  a  bullet  of  precisely  the 
same  calibre  as  that  of  the  notoriously 
defective  Boxer  cartridge,  these  soh'd- 
drawn  cartridges  can  only  be  used  in 
the  machine  guns ;  and,  whether  this 
entails  carrying  into  action  two  sorts  of 
ammunition,  which  cannot  be  used  in- 
terchangeably in  the  barrels  of  either 
weapon,  Martini  -  Henry  or  machine 
gun? 

The  SEORBTAEYof  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
The  solid-drawn  cartridges  Jiow  made 
can  be  used  with  all  rifles  at  present  in 
the  hands  of  tho  troops.  The  machine 
guns  now  in  use  fire  a  special  cartridge, 
and  the  result  is  that  two  sorts  of  am- 
munition have  to  be  carried  into  action. 
When,  however,  the  new  small-bore  rifle 
has  been  introduced  the  machine  ganB 
will  be  adapted  to  the  same  bore,  and 
the  cartridges  for  both  will  be  identical. 

THE  CURRENCY— DETERIORATION  OF 
THE  GOLD  COINAGE. 
Mr.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  asked  Mj.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  If  he  is  aware  that  the 
condition  of  the  gold  currency  continnes 
to  deteriorate,  and  that  at  least  one  half 
of  the  gold  in  circulation  has  ceased  to 
be  legal  tender;  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  flilvor 
now  circulates  at  a  premium  of  42  p^ 
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cent  above  its  intrioaic  value,  as  against 
10  per  cent  Khen  the  present  Mint 
regulations  were  established;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  bronze  money  in 
circulation  in  the  east  of  Xiondon  is 
increased  to  the  extent  of  20  per  cent 
by  the  admixture  of  French  and  other 
foreign  coins,  which  can  be  imported 
into  this  country  with  a  pro£t  of  5  per 
cent^  and,  whether  he  intends  to  take 
any  steps  to  improve  the  condition  of 
the  metallic  circulation  ? 

TheCHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  he  was 
aware  of  the  gold  coinage  of  the  coun- 
ty being  in  a  very  unsatisfactory  con- 
dition, and  also  of  the  other  facts  to 
which  the  hon.  member  called  attention  ; 
though  he  was  not  prepared  to  admit 
their  existence  to  the  full  extent  implied 
in  the  Question.  Thequestion  of  currency 
was  one  which  demanded  the  early  at- 
tention of  the  House;  but  he  hoped 
thait  the  abort  time  during  whioh  he  had 
been  in  his  present  Office  would  be  taken 
as  an  excuse  for  his  not  introducing,  or 
promising  to  introduce,  a  measure  at  once. 
He  could,  however,  assure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  the  subject  should  occupy  his 
attention  very  seriously. 

ALLOTMENTS  FOR  S1LA.LL  HOUSE- 
HOLDERS-LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Oovern- 
ment  Board,  whether  he  is  able  to  say 
when  he  will  introduce  the  Bill  to 
facilitate  the  provision  of  allotments 
for  small  householders,  named  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne ;  and,  whether 
it  will  be  introduced  before  or  after  the 
English  Local  Government  Bill  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Eitchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  I  am 
not  able  to  say  when  it  may  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Oovernment  to  introduce  a 
Bill  on  the  subject  of  allotments. 

EXPENDITURE  OP  LIGHTHOUSE 
BOARDS. 

Db.  CAMEEON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  the  detailed  voucher 
for  £179,  expended  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Northern  Lights  on  their 
annual  dinner,  published  at  page  200 
of  the  Civil  Service  Appropriation  Ac- 
counts^ was  supplied  voluntarily  by  the 


Secretary  of  that  Body,  or  sent  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  and,  in  the  latter  case, 
if  he  will  inform  the  House  why  similar 
detailed  vouchers  were  not  required  for 
the  £1,800  expended  by  the  Trinity 
Brethren  on  "  Housekeeping  and  Enter* 
tainments,"  and  the  £260  expended  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights  on 
** Housekeeping  and  Anniml  Dinner?" 

The  SEOEETAEY  (Baron  Hbnry 
De  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  : 
I  cannot,  within  the  limits  of  a  reply  to 
a  Question,  give  the  hon.  Member  a 
definite  answer;  but  the  whole  matter 
will  be  before  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee next  week. 

Db.  CAMERON  said  he  asked  what 
were  the  requirements  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  the  matter  ?  Surely  the  hon. 
Gentleman  could  answer  that. 

Babon  hbnry  db  worms  said, 
he  was  afraid  he  could  not  supplement 
the  answer  he  had  given.  He  should 
be  obliged  to  go  into  a  very  long  ex- 
{danation,  far  exceeding  the  limits  of  an 
answer  to  a  Question. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE— LOWER  DIVI- 
SIGN  CLERKS  AND  WRITERS. 

Mr.  morgan  HOWARD  (Camber- 
well/Dulwich)  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  whether  any  writers  have 
yet  been  promoted  to  Lower  Division 
clerkships  under  the  Treasury  Minute  of 
December  last;  and,  whether  he  is 
aware  that  many  permanent  Heads  of 
Departments  are  in  doubt  as  to  the 
mode  of  procedure  to  be  adopted  before 
recommending  deserving  writers  for  pro- 
motion ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Treasury  to  issue  specific 
instructions  on  the  matter  at  an  early 
date? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  No  copyists  have  yet  been 
promoted  to  Lower  Division  clerkships, 
nor  can  any  such  promotion  take  place 
until  careful  inquiry  has  been  made  into 
each  case.  I  ought  to  add  that  in  view 
of  the  necessity  for  economy — which  I 
am  sure  is  appreciated  no  less  by  the 
House  of  Commons  than  it  is  by  Her 
Migesty's  Government— the  Treasury 
would  hardly  feel  justified  in  increasing 
the  total  number  of  Lower  Division 
clerkships ;  and  I  have  reason  to  believe 
that  in  some  Departments  it  would  be 
possible  to  reduce  the  number  of  the 
staff  without  impairing  the  efficiency  or 
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promptness  of  tbe  work.  With  reference; 
to  the  second  paragraph  of  the  Ques- 
tion, my  answer  would  be  in  the 
negative. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— SALE 
OP  LANDS  IN  COUNTY  DONEGAL. 
Mb.  O'HBA  (Donegal,  W)  asked  the 
Ohief  Beoretaiy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  with  regard  to  an  advertise- 
ment by  the  Chief  Clerk  of  the  Irish 
I^and  Commission  in  The  Dmrry  JoutimU 
of  the  21st  instant,  notifying  an  order 
in  the  matter  of  the  estate  of  John 
Harris  Hatlett  Swiney,  an  owner  of 
land,  for  a  sale  of  part  of  the  lands  of 
Olooneymere,  County  Donegal,  to  Wil- 
liam Dtoiel  Swiney,  the  tenant  thereof, 
by  means  of  a  yestinff  order  of  the. 
Commission  ;  Whether  tne  land  in  ques- 
tion has  been,  and  is,  in  the  occupation 
of  John  Harris  Hazlett  Swiney  the  yen- 
dor,  and  whether  William  Daniel  Swiney, 
described  in  the  advertisement  as  the 
tenant  of  the  land  lives  with  his  father, 
and  is  his  servant  and  manager;  and 
whether,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
vesting  order  for  sale  of  this  land  will 
be  issued  by  the  Land  Commission  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETAEY  JSir 
Michael  Hioks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.^ : 
The  Land  Commissioners  report  that  the 
farm  referred  to  is  not  in  the  occupation 
of  the  vendor,  as  alleged  in  this  ques- 
tion, but  is,  and  has  been  for  eight 
years,  in  the  occupation  of  the  tenant- 
purchaser  under  a  contract  of  tenancy 
entered  into  eight  years  ago.  The  Com- 
missioners are  satisfied  that  there  is 
ample  security  for  the  advance  asked  for. 
The  relationship  of  father  and  son  does 
not  exclude  a  tenant  from  his  statutory 
right  to  purchase  if,  as  in  this  case,  he 
be  hvndJkU  in  occupation  of  the  holding 
under  a  contract  of  tenancy ;  but  in  all 
such  oases  the  Commissioners  investi- 
gate the  circumstances  very  closely. 
There  is  no  residence  on  the  farm ;  but 
this  tenant  resides  i>artly  on  another 
farm  of  his  12  milee  off,  and  partly  with 
the  vendor. 

SOUTH    AMERIOA-CHILI-IMPRISON- 

MENT  OF  A  SAILOR  NAMED  CARROL 

AT  PUNTA  ARENAS. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 

E.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 

for  Foreign  Affains,  Whether  the  Foreign 

Office  is  yet  in  possession  of  the  facts  of 

the  case  of  the  sailor  Carrol,  as  to  which 

Mr.  Jackson 


inquiry  was  promised  last  Session; 
whether  this  man  was  arrested  and  im- 
prisoned at  Punta  Arenas  from  the  Srd 
to  the  10th  June  last,  without  being 
brought  to  trial  or  told  of  what  he  was 
accused;  whether  he  was  on  the  6t]i 
June  flogged;  whether  he  was  for 
several  days  kept  in  irons  in  a  damp 
cell ;  whether  Captain  Anderaon,  of  the 
Rippling  Wave^  saw  him  maarched  ia 
irons  across  the  {dasa;  whether  oa 
representations  being  made  by  a  tfn 
Eaward  Stanton  Tonge,  propoMla^were 
privately  made  to  that  Ceameman  that 
if  he  would  allow  the  caae  to  drop 
Carrol  would  be  set  at  liberty,  and  bi^ 
passage  paid  to  some  other  place ;  wbce 
ther  before  his  release  Carrol  was  eoxo- 
pelled  to  sign  a  paper  ^n  Spanish,  a 
language  which  he  cannot  read),  iti 
which  he  is  made  to  exonerate  the  local 
authorities;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  order  an  in<|airy  to  be  made 
into  all  the  circumstances  of  the  oaae  f 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jahes  Fekoussoit)  (Han- 
Chester,  N.K) :  Since  the  ban.  Meaner 
asked  a  Question  about  this  case  on  the 
3rd  of  September,  Mr.  Eraser,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Minister  at  Santiago,  has  reported 
as  to  the  alleged  ill-treataaent  of  Uaraoj. 
He  is  stated  to  have  oome  ae  cook,  in  a 
British  ship,  from  the  FalMand  Islands 
to  Punta  Arenas,  and  shortly  after  his 
arrival  there  he  was  arrested  for  drank- 
enness  and  other  offences ;  an  attempted 
rape  being  among  the  diargea  brought 
against  him.  He  escaped  from  ^1 
with  some  prisoners  accused  of  asassma- 
tion,  whom  he  helped  to  free  from  tb«r 
chains,  and  wandered  abont  the  coantiy 
with  them  for  some  days.  He  was  suh- 
sequently  re-arrested,  and  it  was  aftsr 
this  that  the  flogging  is  alleged  to  ha?6 
occurred ;  though  the  Governor  of  Punla 
Arenaa  assored  the  Vice  Consul  that 
notUnfi^  of  the  kind  had  taken  place  by 
his  ordBr  or  with  his  knowledge.  Mr. 
Eraser  learnt  that  the .  Chilian  autho- 
rities were  willing  to  release  Carrol  if 
Mr.  Yonge,  a  merohant  residing  in 
Punta  Arenas,  who  had  taken  an  interest 
in  Carrol,  would  engage  to  convey  him 
out  of  the  country,  and  reoommended 
that  this  course  should  be  adopted.  No 
other  particulars  have  reached  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  the  case,  as  far 
as  it  has  been  brought  under  their 
notice,  does  not  seem  to  call  for  inter- 
ference. 
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STATE  OF  IRBLAND--PRO0LAHATION 
OE  MEETING  IN  WICKLOW  AND 
WBXFOKD. 

Me.  SEXTON  (BelfaRt,  W.)  asked 
tiie  Giuel  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
teoant  of  Ireland,  In  Tirtae  of  what 
^atlioritj  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
probibitod  the  holding  of  the  meeting  of 
tenant  fiarmers  and  labourers  of  the 
«ouiilios  of  Wieklow  and  Wez£>rd, 
appointed  to  be  held  on  Sunday  last  at 
Chwigreany,  Ooun^  Wexford,  to  adTance 
the  interest  of  tbo  Irish  National  Cause ; 
«&d^  if  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  Copy  of  the  Information 
referred  to  in  ^e  Proolamation  of  the 
'Lord  Lieutenant  ? 

The  chief  SEOEETARY  (Sir 
MioHABL  Hiok8«Bba€h)  (Bristol,  W.): 
I  am  addsed  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
baa  authority  at  common  law  to  pro- 
claim a  meeting  beHeyed  to  be  for  an 
illegal  purpose*  I  cannot  undertake  to 
lay  upott  the  Table  a  Copy  of  the  infor- 
ttflUaon  referred  to. 

M&.  SEXTON:  I  wish  to  ask  the 
vjgkt  hoo.  Gentleman  is  there  any  deei- 
•  oon  under  the  common  law  giring  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  that  power ;  and  whe- 
tlner,  if  the  (Government  hcdd  they  are 
entitled  to  proelaim  meetiogs  called  for 
a  perfeetlj  legal  object,  ^ey  are  justified 
in  keeping  back  the  information  on 
which  thejact? 

Sot  MICHAEL  HIOKS-BEACH:  I 
have  already  ansur'ered  the  question  of 
the  hoiu  (Gentleman. 

OUTBAGES,  kc,  (IREI4AND)  GO.  OLABE. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
fhc  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
ienant  of  Ir^and,  Under  what  circum- 
stances Head  Constable  O'Halloran,  of 
the  Irish  Constabulary,  stationed  at 
Ennis,  lately  gave  a  £10  bank  note  to  a 
man  named  Patrick  Loughrey,  of  Knoc- 
reddan,  Orusheen,  County  Clare;  whe- 
ther Loughrey  subsequently  assaulted 
Mr.  O'Halloran  in  a  x>ublic  house  at 
Enais,  by  striking  him  on  the  face  with 
a  tumMer,  but  no  action  has  since  been 
taken  in  the  matter;  whether  Mr. 
O'Halloran  was  concerned  in  collecting 
evidence  in  the  case  against  the  brothers 
Debbunty,  on  whose  behalf,  since  their 
oonvictioB,  a  Memorial  declaring  belief 
in  their  innocence  has  been  presented 
fo  the  Irish  Executive;  and,  whether 
the  Ooveniment  will   direct  a  public 
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inqtdry  to  be  held  into  the  conduct  of 
the  Head  Constable  ?  I  may  add,  Sir, 
that  the  point  of  my  Question  has  been 
completely  cut  out  by  some  oflScial  hand  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
The  Head  Constable  was  led  io  be- 
lieve that  Loughrey  was  able  and 
willing  to  gtve  him  information  with 
regard  to  a  matter  into  which  it  was  his 
duty  to  inquire,  and  paid  for  it.  The 
assault  was  a  trifling  afiPair,  the  Head 
Constable  not  having  been  touched.  He 
was  engaged  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
his  duty  in  the  prosecution  of  the 
Delahuntys  some  years  ago.  I  think 
he  was  wrong  in  tiiis  particular  case; 
but  he  is  spoken  of  very  highly  by  all 
those  under  whom  he  has  served,  in- 
cluding Sir  Redvers  Buller,  and  I  do  not 
propose  to  direct  a  public  inquiry  into 
his  conduct. 

^  Ma.  COX  (Clare,  E.) :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  proposes  to 
sanction  an  attempt  by  the  police  to 
manufacture  informers  by  making  use 
of  the  names  of  hon.  Members  of  this 
House? 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  I 
do  not  know  to  what  the  hon.  Member 
refers. 

Mb.  cox  :  This  Head  Constable  wrote 
to  Loughrey  and  attached  my  name  to 
the  letter. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  I 
have  already  said  I  think  the  Head  Con- 
stable did  wrong. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  He  was  guilty  of 
forgery. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE    (IRELAND) -THE 

JURY  SYSTEM-THE  QUEEN  v.  JOHN 

DILLON. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
Co.,  Ossory)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  in  the  case  of  the  ''  Queen  r. 
Pamell  and  others,"  the  panel  was 
struck  in  the  dty  of  Dublin;  whether 
the  panel  originally  contained  but  48 
names ;  whether,  on  the  jury  which  tried 
the  case,  there  were  eight  Catholics, 
three  Protestants,  and  one  Quaker;  and 
whether  he  will  inform  the  House  why 
the  precedent  then  set  has  not  been  fol- 
lowed in  the  case  of  the  "  Queen  v.  John 
Dillon  and  others  ?  " 

Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers 
the  Question,  may  I  ask  him  whether  in 
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the  case  of  the  **  Qaeen  v.  Parnell "  the 
provisions  of  Lord  O'Hagan's  Act  were 
not  entirely  set  aside,  and  the  jury 
struck  under  what  was  called  the  old 
system  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmbs)  (Dublin  Uni- 
rersity) :  The  proceedings  in  the  case  of 
**The  Queen  r.  Parnell "  were  taken  by 
criminal  information,  and  the  trial  was 
had  before  a  special  jury,  which  the  law 
requires  should  be  selected  in  a  pre- 
scribed mode  from  a  panel  of  48  names. 
The  defendants  in  the  case  of  **The 
Queen  v,  Dillon  and  others "  were  re- 
turned for  trial  in  the  ordinary  way,  and 
the  case  could  not  be  tried  by  a  special 
jury  unless  it  were  remoyed  into  the 
Queen's  Bench  Division  by  writ  of 
certiorari.  This  course  was  not  taken 
for  the  reason,  among  others,  that  as 
the  law  now  stands  defendants,  by 
exercising  their  full  right  of  challenge, 
could  in  almost  every  instance  prevent 
a  trial  by  special  jury  from  taking  place. 
I  do  not  know,  nor  have  I  any  means  of 
knowing,  the  religion  of  the  jurors  who 
tried  the  case  of  *'The  Queen  r.  Parnell." 

Me.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  said,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
not  answered  the  principal  point  in  the 
Question — namely,  whether  in  the  case 
of  **  The  Queen  r.  Parnell  and  others  " 
the  panel  had  not  been  struck  in  the 
city  of  Dublin,  and  why  the  same  course 
had  not  been  pursued  in  the  case  of 
''The  Queen  r.  Dillon?" 

Mb.  holmes  said,  in  the  case  of 
**  The  Queen  v.  Parnell"  the  vMiue  was 
laid  in  the  city  of  Dublin.  The  case  of 
*'  The  Queen  r.  Dillon  "  was  tried  under 
different  circumstances,  and  the  venue 
was  laid  in  the  county  of  Dublin. 

ABMY  AND  NAVY—"  CONTRACTS  AN1> 
STTPPLIES." 
Me.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  in  almost  every  other  country 
but  the  United  Kingdom  all  tenders  for 
Government  contracts,  when  opened, 
have  the  amounts  thereof  publicly  dis- 
closed; in  whose  interest  the  prices 
quoted  in  the  offers  lodged  by  trades- 
men, manufacturers,  and  others  are  not 
now  made  known ;  and,  further,  in  view 
of  the  recent  admissions  affecting  the 
whole  system  of  Army  and  Navy  **  Con- 
tracts and  Supplies,"  whether  he  will 
consider  tho  advisability,  unless  in  rare 

Ifr.  T.  W.  Rumll 


and  exceptional  cases,  of  having  all 
tenders  for  Government  contracts  duly 
opened,  and  the  amounts  published? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastlo): 
I  am  informed  that  the  usual  practicao 
abroad  is  as  described  in  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question—namely,  that  theamounta 
of  tenders  are  publicly  disclosed.  In  the 
Contract  Department  of  the  War  Office 
the  prices  tendered  have  always  been  re- 
garded as  confidential,  in  the  interest 
not  of  the  Department,  but  of  the 
manufacturer.  All  tenders  are  duly 
opened  by  a  Board,  on  which  the  supply 
and  financial  authorities  of  the  Depart- 
ment are  represented.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  recent  statements 
have  tended  to  throw  doubt  on  the  system 
pursued  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
is  a  good  desl  to  be  said  against  secrecy; 
and  I  will  undertake  to  consider,  i^ 
conjunction  with  the  Admiralty,  whether 
the  balance  of  advantage  on  the  whole 
lies  on  the  side  of  publicity. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (S(X)TLAND) -THE 
CANTEEN  COMMITTEE  OP  FORT 
GEORGE,  INVERNESS. 
Mb.  eraser  mackintosh  (In- 
verness-shire) asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  Colour  Ser- 
geant Mackie,  who  was  manager  of  the 
gprocer's  shop  in  Port  Qeorge  (in  the 
county  of  Inverness)  in  1888,  still  draws 
his  pension ;  if,  in  an  action  raised  by 
Mackie  in  the  Sheriff  Court  of  Invemeas- 
shire,  against  Major  Hilton,  the  Presi- 
dent of  me  Canteen  Committee  at  Port 
George,  the  Sheriff  Substitute  found 
that  Mackie  had  misapplied  or  was  short 
of  the  sum  of  £23  16«.  ^d. ;  has  Mackie 
refunded  this  money ;  and,  if  not,  has 
he,  under  the  Regulations,  a  just  claim 
to  any  pension ;  and,  what  representa- 
tions, if  any,  has  Mackie  made  to  the 
War  Office  Authorities  on  the  subject  ? 

The  PINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
(who  replied)  said,  pensioner  Mackie 
still  draws  his  pension.  Mackie  was 
found  to  have  a  balance  against  him  in 
his  canteen  accounts.  The  War  Office 
is  not  aware  whether  this  money  has 
been  refunded,  as  it  is  not  a  case  in 
which  it  woiild  intervene,  the  debt  not 
beingapublicor  regimental  debt,  charge- 
able against  the  pensioner  before  his 
discharge  from  the  Army.  The  only  re- 
presentation received  from  the  pensioner 
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lias  been  with  reference  to  an  application 
to  assign  his  pension  as  security  for  his 
trial.  This  was  refused,  pensions  not 
being  assignable  under  any  circum- 
stances. 

MINES  REGULATION— THE  ACCIDENT 
AT  THE  RHONDDA  COLLIERY. 
Mb.  KENTON  (Denbigh,  &c.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  Eesolution  passed  by  the 
workmen  at  the  Bhondda  Colliery,  in 
consequence  of  the  deplorable  accident 
there,  to  the  effeot  that  the  praotioe  of 
working  extra  time  between  the  shifts 
is  fraught  with  danger  to  the  lives  of 
the  men ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Inspec- 
tors of  Minea  can  be  empowered  to  pre- 
yent  the  practice  ? 

The  SECEETAItY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matth£ws)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  No, 
Sir;  my  attention  has  not  been  called  to 
this  Solution ;  but  I  am  informed  by 
the  Inspector  that  workinp^  extra  time 
hetween  shifts  does  not  of  itself  involve 
any  increased  danger  to  the  lives  of  the 
men.  Inspectors  &ve  no  power  by  law 
to  interfere  with  the  hours  of  employ- 
ment of  persons  above  the  age  of  16 
years,  and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
vise  to  confer  any  such  power  upon 
them. 

Me.  W.  ABBAHAM  (Glamorgan, 
Bhondda)  said,  he  desired  to  ask  the 
Home  Secretary  a  Question  of  which  he 
had  given  him  private  Notice,  Whether 
it  was  permissiole,  under  the  present 
Uines  Act,  that  managers  should  employ 
large  numbers  of  ordinary  workmen  at 
the  particular  time  when  shots  were 
allowed  to  be  fired ;  whether  it  was  com- 
petent for  young  men,  being  sons  of  col- 
uery  owners,  wimout  practical  experience 
or  certificate  of  any  kind,  to  act  as  agents 
for  those  collieries  owned  by  their 
fathers;  whether  he  intended  in  the 
Bew  Mines  Bill  to  make  any  provision 
for  stopping  such  a  condition  of  things, 
80  that  no  such  positions  should  be  held 
except  bv  persons  duly  qualified ;  and, 
whether  he  would  direct  an  inmiiry  into 
the  recent  explosion  in  the  Jihondda 
Talley? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  must  enter 
his  protest  against  a  Minister  being  ex- 
pected to  answer  two  pa^^es  of  Questions 
which  were  only  placed  in  his  hands  as 
he  entered  the  House.  But  he  would 
try  to  answer  the   Questions.      With 
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regard  to  the  employment  of  men  during 
the  hours  when  shots  were  allowed  to  be 
fired,  the  hon.  Member  would  find  the 
law  upon  that  point  in  the  Mines  Act  of 
1872,  sec.  51,  sub-sec.  8.  The  law  as  to 
the  employment  of  agents  was  dealt 
with  in  Section  26.  The  new  Mines  Bill 
would  contain  no  provision  with  regard 
to  the  employment  of  their  sons  by  col- 
liery owners;  but  provision  would  be 
made  to  insure  competent  supervision. 
As  to  the  recent  explosion,  he  had  not 
only  directed  an  inquiry,  but  had  also 
directed  counsel  to  appear  on  bebalf  of 
the  Home  Office. 


THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS)- 
VICTORIA  PARK. 
Captain  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &c.),  asked  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  a 
Memorial,  signed  by  30,000  inhabitants 
of  the  Tower  Hamlets,  was  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  in  1841,  praying  Her 
Majesty  <*  to  grant  the  inestimable 
benefit  of  the  space  "  now  included  iu 
Victoria  Park  **as  a  Eoyal  Park;" 
whether,  in  [reply  to  that  Memorial,  a 
Letter,  dated  26th  May,  1841,  was 
addressed  to  Mr.  Frederick  Young, 
honorary  Secretary  of  the  Committee  of 
the  movement  which  resulted  in  that 
Memorial,  by  Lord  Duncannon,  on  be- 
balf of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests,  containing  the  following 
passage : — 

'*  I  have  great  pleasure  in  informing  yon  that 
Uer  Majesty  has  expressed  her  entire  approTal 
of  the  steps  which  have  been  taken  for  comply- 
ing with  the  memorial  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
Tower  Hamlets  for  making  a  Royal  Park  in 
that  popnloos  district.*' 

whether  sec.  3,  of  4  &  5  Vio,  c.  27,  pro- 
vided for  the  purchase  of  certain  lands 
therein  specified,  and  for  their  convey- 
ance to  Her  Majesty,  Her  heirs,  and 
successors,  and  further  provides  that, 
when  so  conveyed,  such  lands  shall  ever 
thereafter  be  taken  and  be  a  royal  park, 
by  the  name  of  Yictoria  Park  ;  and 
whether  Victoria  Park  is  now  a  royal 
park  :  and  if  not,  why  not  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Pltjnket)  (Dublin  University)  said, 
that  the  facts  as  to  the  formation  of 
Yictoria  Park  in  1841  were  as  stated  in 
the  Question;  and  there  was  no  doubt 
that  Yictoria  Park  might,  in  that  sense, 
now  be  termed  a  royal  park.      ^  ^ 
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BULGARIA-MR.  CONDIE  STEPHEN. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEB  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  What  was  the  official 
position  of  Mr.  Condie  Stephen  towards 
Bulgaria,  when  the  Earl  of  Iddesleigh 
gave  him  a  letter  of  introduction  to  am 
eminent  financial  firm,  in  order  to  enable 
him  to  enter  into  negotiations  with  that 
firm  for  a  loan  to  Bulgaria ;  whether  it 
had  already  been  decided  that  Mr. 
Stephen  should  not  return  to  Bulgaria 
as  Her  Majesty's  Eepresentatiye  when 
this  letter  was  given  to  him  ;  and, 
whether  there  is  any  precedent  for  a 
Bepresentative  of  Her  Majesty  to  a 
foreign  country  acting  as  Agent  of  that 
country  in  regard  to  the  issue  of  a  loan 
by  a  British  financial  firm ;  or  of  a 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AflPairo 
giving  to  him  a  letter  of  introduction  to 
a  financial  firm  in  London^  in  order  to 
facilitate  the  negotiations  of  a  loan,  on 
his  return  home  from  the  country  where 
he  represented  Her  Majesty  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jjlmeb  Febgusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Mr,  Condie  Stephen  had 
no  official  position  **  towards  Bulgaria  '' 
when  the  Earl  of  Iddesleigh  gave  him  a 
letter  of  introduction  to  a  financial  firm. 
He  had  ceased  to  act  as  Her  Majesty's 
Representative  in  Bulgaria  on  the  return 
of  Six  Frank  Lascelles,  who  held  that 
appointment.  I  do  not  know  that  there 
is  any  precedent  for  a  Representative  of 
Her  Majesty  in  a  foreign  country  acting 
as  Agent  for  that  country  in  regard  to 
the  issue  of  a  loan  by  a  British  financial 
firm.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  Stephen 
was  no$  such  a  Representative,  and  did 
not  propose  to  aot  as  Bulgarian  Agent 
for  a  loan. 

WAR  OFFICE  (ORDNANCE  DEPART- 
MENT)  —  DEFECTIVE  WEAPONS  — 
CUTLASSES  AND  SWORD-BAYONETS. 
Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  cutlass- 
bayonets  recently  complained  of  by  the 
Admiralty  were  of  foreign  make,  and 
were  not,  as  was  stated  by  the  War 
Ofl^,  of  English  manufacture;  whether 
he  can  explain  how  such  an  error  was 
possible,  and  whether  the  system  or  a 
responsible  offidal,  and,  if  so,  who  is  to 
blame  for  its  having  occurred ;  whether 
the  weapons  themselves  bear  no  stamp 


or  mai^  which  would  indicate  the^plaees 
and  the  dates  of  manufacture  and  of  irsae; 
whether  the  disco veiy  of  the  true  history 
of  the  defective  weapons  is  due,  as  stated 
by  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
to  an  **  effort  of  memory  only  ;"  whether 
no  written  records  exist,  or  were  ever 
made,  on  the  subject  ;  whether  any 
other,  and  what,  classes  or  descriptions 
of  arms  are  ^Aout  any  such  record, 
both  stamped  on  the  arms  themselves  and 
entered  in  the  Record  Book  of  the  De- 
partment ;  and,  what  steps  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  take  to  guard  against  the 
danger  that  -w^ould  arise  if  the  official 
information  as  to  the  number  and  history 
of  weapons  supplied  to  Her  Majesty's 
Forces  any  longer  depended  upon  the 
recollection  of  individual  officials  in  the 
absence  of  proper  official  records  ? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Northcote)  (Exeter)  :  It  is  true  that  the 
cutlass-bayonets  recently  complained  of 
by  the  Adfmiralty  were  of  foreign  make. 
The  mistake,  I  imderstand,  arose  ftom 
the  system  of  book-keeping  which  existed 
in  the  War  Office  in  1859,  but  which  has 
long  since  been  entirely  altered.   Under 
that  system  rifles  were  non  interchange- 
able ;  they  had  bayonets  attached,  but 
were   only    entered    as    rifles.      The 
bayonets  attached  to  them  were  regarded 
as  part  of  the  arm,  and  were  not  s^- 
rately  entered.    This  omission  led  to  a 
larger  proportion  of  sea- service  sword- 
bayonets  being  assigned  to  home  manu- 
facturers than  was  correct.  The  weapons 
themselves  originally  bore  view-marks 
indicating  place  and  date  of  manufac- 
ture; these  were  erased  in  oonv^don. 
The  discovery  iras  doe  to  the  faot  that 
when   preparing  information    for  the 
Oudass  Oommittee  it  appeared  tlutt  more 
bayonets  had  beem  conrerted  than  were 
traceable  as  harving  been  bought.     The 
War   Department  books  having  been 
kept  on  improved  principles  ttnce  1864, 
there  was  a  difficulty  in  accounting  for 
the  matter ;   but  a  gentleman  of  long 
service  in  the  Department  was  able  io 
remember  what  the  system  was  in  1859. 
The  entry  followed  the  custom  of  the 
day,  which  was  well  understood  at  the 
time.    No  written  record  regarding  that 
custom   is   forthcoming.     There  is  no 
reason  to  think  that  any  other  arms  now 
in  nse  or  reserve  ft>r  Her  Majesty's 
Forces  are  in  tiie  same  category  as  wee 
oatlass^bayonets.     The  records  are  nov 
well  kept,  and  it  is  hardly  possible  (o  see 
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grounds  the  appoiotment  by  8ir  Thomas 
Esmond e  of  Mr.  Strange,  solicitor,  as 
sub-Sheriff  of  the  County  Waterford 
was  objectionable,  as  we  gather  it  was 
from  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  last  Tuesday  night. 

Thb  OHIJEF  secretary  (Sir 
MionAEL  Hicks-Bkach)  (Bristol,  W.)' 
That  matter  does  not  arise  out  of  the 
present  question.  The  reason  for  the 
removal  of  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde  from 
the  office  of  High  Sheriff  for  the  county 
of  Waterford  is  shown  in  the  letter  of 
the  Lords  Justices  which  has  been  pub- 
lished. I  do  not  know  to  what  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  Question  refers,  unless 
it  be  to  the  fact  that  Colonel  Hillier, 
when  Deputy  Inspector  General  of  Con- 
stabulary, and  in  charge  of  police  on 
the  occasion  of  an  anniversary,  arrested 
the  late  Mr.  John  Rea,  of  Belfast,  who 
took  an  action  against  him  and  obtained 
damages. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Which  he  never  paid. 


hdw  a  similar  mistake  can  arise  in 
iatore. 

INLAND    REVENUE— EXPERIilENT 
ON  TOBACCO  CULTIVATION. 

Sib  EDWARD  BIRKBEOK  (Nor- 
foUc,  E.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether,  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  great  interest  felt  in,  and 
the  importance  attaching  to,  the  question 
of  experimental  tobacco  cultivation  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  a  statutory  decla- 
ration will  be  accented  from  tenant 
farmers  and  others  intending  to  grow 
tobacco  this  season,  instead  of  finding 
sureties  in  £100  per  acre  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Revenue  ? 

Thb  secretary  (Mr.  Jaokson) 
(Leeds.  N.) :  I  am  willing  to  accept  tho 
suggestion  of  my  hon.  Friend;  and, 
afUr  consultation  with  the  Revenue 
authorities,  I  propose  that  the  declara- 
tion should  be  in  the  following  form — 

**I,  A  B,  tobacco  cultivator  at  — ^-,  in  the 

pariah  of and  county  of ,  declare  that 

1  will  afford  to  the  officials  authorized  hy  the 
Bond  of  Inland  Rerenue  free  access  at  all  times 
to  the  grounds  and  placee  used  for  tho  eultiva- 
tkn  of  tohaceo,  and  that  all  tohaoco  grown  hy 
me  ejiaU  he  duly  produced  to  the  proper  Reve- 
nae  officer,  to  be  charged  with  duty  or  other- 
wiio  disposed  of  in  accordance  with  any  regu- 
lations which  may  he  issued  relating  to  the 
growing  of  tobacco." 

This  declaration  mnst  be  made  before  a 
magistrate. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)  —  SIR 
THOMAS  G.  ESMONDE,  M.P.,  HIGH 
SHERIFF  OF  THE  COUNTY  OF 
WATERFORD. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
fts  Ohiel  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lteu- 
Isnast  of  Irelaiid,  Whetbor  the  Lord 
liettteaant  has  removed  Sit  Thomas 
QrattM  EsmMide   from  the  office  of 

Sh  Sheriff  of  the  oonnty  of  Water* 
ifiaconflequenee  of  any  default  or 
nuffideaej  ia  the  discharge  of  the  duties 
of  tiie  o£Gk;e,  or  ef  any  cbcamstance  nn* 
kiodm  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  at  the 
time  of  the  appointment;  and,  if  not, 
for  what  cause  has  he  been  removed; 
iad,  whether  Colonel  Hillier,  now  ap- 
pointed to  Bueceed  1^  Thomaa  Esmonde 
in  tho  office  of  Shmff  of  Waterford,  is 
the  same  person  who,  when  an  officer  of 
Coastshulaij,  was  miUcted  in  damages 
l>7  i^jwry  for  an  assaoll  ? 

Miu  P.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  K) : 
In  answering  this  Question,  perhaps  the 
light  hon«  ^ntleman  will  state  on  what 

VOL.  OCOXI.    [thibd  sbbibs.] 


ARMY    (AMMUNITION)-BOXER    MAR- 
TINI-HENRY   CARTRIDGES. 

OoLo«L  HUGHES -HALLETT 
(Eochester)  asked  the  Surveyor  General 
of  the  Ordnance,  If  he  will  state  why  the 
Boxer  Martini-Henry  cartridge,  which 
has  proved  a  failure  and  has  been  con* 
demned  as  such,  is  still  being  manufac- 
tured in  large  numbers  and  used  for 
class  firing  on  a  very  considerable  scale ; 
and,  who  was  responsible  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  their  manufacture  in  the 
first  instance  after  their  failure  had  been 
absolutely  assured  ? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Nobthcote)  (Exeter):  The  rolled  car- 
tridge has  not  been  condemned  for  pur- 
poses of  practice.  The  Militarr  Authori- 
ties have  decided  that  for  active  service 
solid-drawn  cartridges  will  alone  be 
issued;  but  for  practice  ammunition 
there  are  advantages,  both  as  regards 
cost  and  weight,  in  the  rolled  metal  car- 
tridge case  which,  in  the  Secretary  of 
State's  opinion,  fully  justify  the  continu- 
ance of  its  manufacture  and  issue. 

HORSES-PROHIBITION     OF     EXPORT 
FROM  GREAT  BRITAIN. 

CoLONBL  HUGHES  -  HALLETT 
(Rochester)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will  take  into 
serious  consideration  the  advisability  of 
prohibiting  for  a  time  the  export  of 
horses  from  this  oountry,  at  all  events 
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ment  are  not  prepared  to  divest  them- 
selves of  their  proper  responsibility  for 
the  condaet  of  forei^  affairs. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  aslred 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  the  Qo- 
yernmen twill  iaterrnpt  the  consideration 
of  the  Business  of  the  House  (Eules  of 
Procedure),  for  the  purpose  of  proceed* 
ing  with  any  Bill  relating  to  the  Criminal 
Law  of  Ireland,  or  for  any  purpose  ex- 
cept the  transaction  of  necessary  Busi- 
ness of  Supply  ? 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Sioth)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  am 
unable  to  give  the  hon.  Gendeman  any 
information  beyond  that  which  I  have 
already  stated  to  the  House — namely, 
that  it  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Qovem- 
ment  to  allow  any  but  urgent  Business 
to  interrupt  the  consideration  of  the 
Rules  of  Procedure,  which  are  necessary 
to  secure  the  orderly  conduct  of  the 
Business  of  the  House. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  ( Wolver- 
hampton,  E.) :  Will  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  the  House  when  it  is 
proposed  to  go  into  Oommittee  of  Sup- 
ply upon  the  Supplementary  Estimates? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  will  give  an 
answer  on  Monday. 


until  the  requirements  of  the  Artillery 
and  Cavalry  are  fully  satisfied  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  The  Qt)- 
yemment  do  not  consider  that  it  would 
be  advisable  to  prohibit,  at  the  present 
time,  the  export  of  horses  from  this 
country.  They  have  no  reason  to  be- 
lieve either  that  the  present  exportation 
has  assumed  serious  dimensions,  or  that 
the  Army  is  short  of  its  authorized  estab- 
lishment of  horses. 

FOREIGN  POWERS-ADVICE  AND 
REMONSTRANCE. 

Me.  p.  STANHOPE  (Wednesbury) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  words  attributed  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  a  recent 
speech,  in  which  he  is  stated  to  have 
said — 

''  There  are  times,  and  I  am  not  sure  we  are 
far  from  those  times,  when  it  majr  he  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  address  either  words  of 
oncouragemenfc,  or  words  of  advice,  or  words  of 
restraint,  or  words  of  remonstrance  to  other 
Powers," 

are  correctly  reported,  and  reflect  the 
intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Government; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  will  undertake  to  placo  Parliament 
in  full  possession  of  the  reasons  for  any 
decision  at  which  they  may  arrive,  be- 
fore addressing  words  of  encouragement 
or  words  of  remonstrance  to  Foreign 
Powers,  which  may  involve  this  country 
in  very  serious  responsibilities  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  I  am 
informed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the 
words  referred  to  are  correctly  reported ; 
and  I  quite  agree  with  him  that  there 
are  times  when  it  may  be  the  duty  of  the 
Government  of  this  country  to  address 
either  words  of  encouragement,  of  ad- 
vice, of  restraint,  or  of  remonstrance  to 
other  Powers ;  and  it  has  been  the  prac- 
tice, I  apprehend,  of  every  Government 
which  has  held  Office  in  this  country  in 
its  conduct  of  foreign  affairs.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  that  Parliament  may, 
in  effect,  previously  be  informed  of  the 
reasons  influencing  the  Government  in 
arriving  at  any  decision  before  the 
Foreign  Secretary  addresses  a  despatch 
to  a  Minister  abroad,  or  holds  a  conver- 
sation with  a  Foreign  Diplomatist  at 
home.  I  am  unable  to  give  the  hon. 
Gentleman  this  assurance.   The  Govem- 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IHELAND)— TRIAL 

OF  MR.  JOHN  DILLON  AND  OTHERS 

IN  DUBLIN. 

Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  right  hon  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  LieutenaDt 
of  Ireland  a  Question,  of  which  I  have 
given  him  private  Notice— namely,  Whe- 
Uier  he  can  ^ve  the  House  any  ooa- 
firmation  of  me  matter  of  a  telegram 
just  received  from  Dublin,  to  the  effect 
that  the  jury  at  the  State  Trials  have 
disagreed  and  been  disdiarged,  and  that 
they  were  equally  divided  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SEOEETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Bbaoh)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
I  think  the  ** Dublin  State  Trials"  is 
not  a  strictly  correct  description.  I 
have  received  no  confiimation  of  that 
telegram. 

ISLANDS  OF  THE  SOUTHERN  PACIFIC 

— DI8TURBANDBS  IN  TCM^^A. 

Mb.    W.    H.    JAMES    (Gateshead) 

asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 

Colonies  a  Question  of  which  be  had 
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given  private  Notice,  Whether  the  GK)- 
▼erament  had  received  any  Eeport  in 
confirmation  of  what  appeared  in  last 
night's  paper  with  regard  to  recent  dis- 
torbanees  in  Tonga;  and,  whether  he 
caidd  make  any  statement  to  the  House 
OQ  the  subject  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Sir 
Hekbt  HoiiLAUD)  (Hampstead),  in  re- 
pljy  said,  that  the  Government  had  re- 
eeived  no  confirmation  of  the  reports 
which  appeared  in  last  night's  papers ; 
but  they  bad  thought  it  expedient  that 
steps  should  be  immediately  taken  for 
sending  the  High  Oommissioner  for  the 
Western  Pacific  to  report  on  what  had 
tsken  place. 


THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH— HER 
MAJESTY'S  AKS WEB  TO  THE  ADDBESS 
The  COMPTEOLLER  of  thb 
HOUSEHOLD  (Lord  Abthub  Hill) 
ffporied  Her  Majesty's  Anawer  to  the 
Address,  as  f oUoweth : — 

I  hau  received  with  great  satisfaction  your 
loyal  and  dutiful  Address. 

I  gladly  avati  Myself  of  your  adviee  and  assist^ 
wee  in  considering  the  important  matters  which 
vill  he  brought  before  you,  and  I  eonjidently  hope 
tkat  the  results  of  your  deliberations  will  not  fail 
is  conduce  to  the  peace  and  happiness  of  My 
Pe^le  in  all  parte  of  My  Empire, 

ORDER    OF  THE  DAY. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (RULES  OF 
PROCEDUEE)^RULE  1  (CLOSURE  OF 
DEBATE).-RESOLUTION. 

ADJOUBNED  DEBATE.      [fOUBTH  mOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Dehate  on  Question, 

"lliatf  at  an^  time  after  a  Question  has  been 
proposed,  a  Motion  may  be  made,  if  the  consent 
d  the  Chair  has  been  preyiouehr  obtained, 
*  That  the  Question  be  now  pat.'  Such  Motion 
ihaU  be  pat  forthwith,  and  decided  without 
Amendment  or  Debate. 

*'When  the  Motion  <That  the  Question  be 
now  pat,'  has  been  carried,  and  the  Question 
cooaeqaent  thereon  has  been  decided,  any  fur- 
ther Motion  may  be  made  (the  consent  of  the 
Omt  having  boea  pieriously  obtained)  which 
niaj  be  zeqoisite  to  bring  to  a  decision  any 
QneitbnalriBady  proposed  from  the  Chair:  and 
ilMff  adanae  be  then  under  oonsideranon,  a 
IMon  may  be  made  (with  the  consent  of  the 
^ssafffresaid)  'Qia^the  Question,  Thattito 
daose  stand  part,  or  be  added  to  the  BiU,  be 


now  pat.    Saoh  Motions  shall  be  pat  forthwith, 
and  decided  without  Amendment  or  Debate. 

"Provided  always,  That  Questions  for  the 
Closure  of  Debate 'shall  not  be  decided  in  the 
affirmative,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  unless  it 
shall  appear  by  the  numbers  declared  from  the 
Chair,  that  such  Motion  was  supported  by  more 
than  Two  Hundred  Members,  or  was  opposed 
by  less  than  Forty  Members,  and  supported  by 
more  than  One  Hundred  Members."  —  {Mr, 
William  Henry  Smith.) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  rssumsd. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.),  in 
moTing  as  an  Amendment,  in  Rule  1, 
line  1,  after  the  word  "  That,"  to  insert 
the  words  **When  Mr.  Speaker  is  in 
the  Chair,"  said,  I  rise,  Sir,  lor  the  pur^ 
pose  of  moving  the  first  Amendment 
which  appears  in  my  name  on  the 
Paper,  and  I  am  anxious  to  state  the 
reasons  which  induce  me  to  do  so.  I 
am  afraid  that  the  adoption  of  the  new 
Bales  as  thej  now  stand  will  be  likely 
to  injure  the  character  of  this  House  and 
the  character  of  our  Committees.  It  is 
much  more  likely  to  injure  the  character 
of  the  House  when  the  Chairman  is  in 
the  (3hair  than  when  the  Speaker  pre- 
sides, and,  therefore,  I  maintain  that 
these  Hules  should  not  be  applied  in  the 
absence  of  the  Speaker.  The  character 
of  a  Member  appointed  to  the  office  of 
Speaker,  and  of  one  appointed  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  differs  in  many 
most  important  particulars.  When  the 
Speaker  is  appointed,  he  may  have  been 
a  Party  man,  and  even  a  strong  Party 
man ;  but  this  rule  has  always  been  ob- 
served— in  his  future  career  the  Speaker 
is  not  supposed  to  enter  again  into  the 
arena  of  Party  politics,  and  when  he 
retires  from  the  Chair  he  goes  to 
a  milder  atmosphere,  where  Party  de- 
vices are  not  supposed  to  be  par- 
ticularly strong.  Consequently,  the 
Speaker,  to  a  great  extent,  ceases  to  be 
a  Party  man  the  moment  he  receives  his 
appointment.  That  is  not  the  case  with 
the  Chairman  of  Committees.  He  is  gene- 
rally a  gentleman  who  may  be  con- 
sidered to  be  an  aspirant  to  Cabinet 
rank.  Of  the  five  Chairmen  whom  I 
recollect,  one  had  held  in  a  previous 
Qovemment  the  position  of  XJnder  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  two 
others  afterwards  became  Cabinet  Minis- 
ters, and  the  other  two,  although  at  the 
present  moment  they  are  not  Cabinet 
Ministers,  when  their  Party  comes  into 
power  again,  will  probably  both  of  them 
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fairly  expect  to  be  included  in  the  Minis 
try.  When  I  speak  of  Chairmen  of 
Committees  as  Party  men,  I  have  no 
wish  to  reflect  on  their  Parliamentary 
character;  but  I  merely  say  that  this 
House  cannot  be  in  the  same  position 
when  under  the  guidance  of  severe  and 
stringent  Eules  enforced  by  a  Chairman 
who  is  a  Party  man  as  it  would  be 
under  the  presidency  of  the  Speaker, 
who  is  supposed  to  leave  all  Party  con- 
siderations behind  him  when  he  is  pro- 
moted to  that  position.  The  fact  that 
Chairmen  of  Committees  have  aspira- 
tions to  Cabinet  rank  places  them  in  a 
different  category  from  the  Speaker. 
That  is  one  reason  why  I  think  the 
immense  power  proposed  to  be  given 
under  the  New  Kule  should  not  be 
given  to  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 
There  is,  however, 'another  reason  for  the 
selection  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
-^namely,  that  he  may  not  have  got  a 
safe  seatf  Every  Cabinet  Minister  has 
to  stand  re-election,  but  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  is  often  appointed  by  his 
Party,  because  he  has  not  got  a  safe 
seat,  and  his  Party  would  not  like  to 
suljject  him  to  the  test  of  a  re-election. 
There  was  one  occasion  when  each  Party 
had  a  Chairman,  and  both  sat  for  the 
same  seat,  and  it  was  quite  a  toss-up 
which  of  the  two  was  likely  to  succeed 
in  an  election.  Now,  I  maintain  that  a 
Member  who  hopes  to  be  a  Cabinet 
Minister,  and  who  has  not  got  a  safe 
seat,  is  a  man  who  is  practically  in  the 
hands  of  his  Party  when  that  Party 
happens  to  be  in  power.  Therefore, 
these  powers,  however  severe  they  may 
be  in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker,  are 
likely  to  be  more  severely  administered 
in  the  hands  of  a  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees. Then,  again,  I  have  another  rea- 
son. The  Speaker  is  appointed  after 
full  notice  and  great  deliberation.  There 
is  not  much  show  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  but  whatever  there  is  surrounds 
the  Speaker,  We  have  every  guarantee 
for  publicity  in  the  manner  and  method 
<^  his  appointment,  and  every  person 
has  an  opportunity  of  challenging  that 
appointment.  Contrast  that  with  the 
manner  in  which  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees is  appointed.  I  have  been  pre- 
sent at  the  opening  of  more  than  one 
Piarliament,  and  on  each  occasion  a 
Ohaitman  has  been  appointed;  but  I 
have  never  known,  or  been  made  aware, 
when  the  appointment  was  made.  I  have 

Cohml  Nolan 


made  some  inquiry  on  this  subject,  and 
I  am  told  that  he  is  not  appointed  at  idl. 
That  is  wrong,  I  know ;  but  there  is  a 
general  impression  among  Members— a 
sort  of  legend— that  he  is  appointed  in 
this  way — On  the  second  night  of  the 
Session  Members  have  Bills  down  on 
the  Paper,  and  some  of  them  have  to  go 
through  the  antiquated  form  of  being 
introduced  in  Committee  before  they  can 
be  read  a  first  time.    CouBequently,  on 
the  second  night  of  the  Session,  the 
Speaker  is  moved  out  of  the  (%a!r  fbr 
the  first  time,  and  whoever  is  put  in  the 
place  of  the  Speaker  becomes  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees.    [Mr.  Dillwtk: 
Hear,    hear !]     I  am    glad    that  the 
hon.  Member  endorses  that  statement, 
and  I  think  it  ought  to  be  generallj 
known.    I  contend  that  the  man  who  is 
appointed  in  this  way  is  not  a  man  to 
whom  we  ought  to  entrust  this  enormons 
power.    There  is  a  still  further  reason. 
The  Chairman  of  Committees  has  a  da- 
plicate  capacity.     He  not  only  presides 
here  when  the  Speaker  is  out  of  the 
Chair,  but  he  has  an  enormous  amount 
of  work  to  do  in  connection  with  Private 
Bill  legislation,  and  in  regulating  Pro- 
cedure in  regard  to  Private  BilTs.    A 
Chairman  of  Committees  has  not  only 
the  power  of  controlling  the  House  when 
in  ODmmittee,  but  he  is  also  appointed 
for  his  knowledge  of  Private  Biu  legis- 
lation. It  frequently  happens  that  when 
the  House  goes  into  Committee  the  re- 
gular Chairman  of  Committees  is  not  in 
his  place,  and  the  Speaker  is  replaced 
by  some  other  Member  of  the  House. 
Now,  Sir,  when  you  leave  the  Chair  you 
are  replaced  by  an  efficient  substitute; 
but  who  replaces  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees when  he  leaves  the  Chair  f    He 
is  generally  replaced  by  some   great 
Party  man  who  sits  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  and  sometimes,  perhaps,  ont  of 
compliment,  by  a  Member  who  sits  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  from  whom 
I  am  afraid  the  minority  would  have 
still  loss  to  expect  than  from  a  Member 
of  the  Government.     Who  is  to  repbice 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  when  he 
is  sick,  or  absent  in  consequence  of  hav- 
ing to  attend  to  the  Private  Business  of 
the  House  ?  The  absence  of  the  Speaker 
is  most  unfrequent;   it  rarely  occurs, 
Sir,  that  your  place  is  supplied  by  the 
Deputy  Chairman ;  but  the  absence  of 
the  Chairman  of  Conmiittees  is  much 
more  frequent,  and  I  think  the  Honee 
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ought  to  pause  bofore  it  places  in  the  [ 
hands  of  any  substitute,  who  is  a  mere 
Party  man,  this  enormous  power.     I 
would  remind  the  House  that  my  Amend- 
ment is  not  in  favour  of  no  closure  at  all ; 
but  what  I  am  contending  is  that  the 
existing  closure  by  two-thirds  should  not 
be  superseded  by  closure  by  a  mere  majo- 
rity. When  we  are  ia  Committee  I  should 
prefer  no  closure  at  all ;  but  I  maintain 
that  when  in  Committee,  if  we  are  to 
have  this  severe  and  stringent  Bule,  a 
hare  majority  sbould  not  be  able  to  out- 
vote the  minority    and    put    them  to 
sQence.    1  have  pointed  out  the  differ* 
QEce  between  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
and  the  Chairman  of  Committees.    Let 
me  say  a  few  words  on  the  matters  that 
are  brought  before  the  House  in  Com- 
mittee^ as  compared  with  those  which 
we  before  the  House  when  the  Speaker 
is  in  the  Chair.  The  work  in  Committees 
may  be  practically  divided    into    two 
parts— namely,  the  votes  in  Supply,  and 
the  clauses  of  Public  Bills.    That  does 
not  comprise  all  the  work  of  Committees, 
but  it  does  include  the  larger  portion  of 
it.    Now,  I  think  it  is  most  invidious 
that  we  should  have  these  regulations 
withregard  to  cloture  when  in  Committee 
of  Supply,  and  I  will  give  my  reasons. 
Ia  the  first  place,  instead  of  Members 
speaking  too  much,  or  paying  too  much 
attention  to  Supply,  it  is  well  known 
that  ^ey  do  not  devote  sufficient  atten- 
tion to  it.    If  Members  would  attend 
more  regularly  and  pcnr  more  attention 
to  the  work  in  Supply,  I  believe  that  they 
would  be  able  ta  save  the  country  a  large 
amount  of  money.  There  is  nothing  that 
officials  of  the  Government  are   more 
afraid  of  than  the  discussion  of  increased 
expenditure  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
What  makes  at  the  present  moment  the 
contrcd  of  the  House  of  Commons  so 
efficient  in  Committee  of  Supply,  is  the 
way  in   which  the  Departments  have 
prepared  the  Estimates.    The  Depart- 
ments are  idraid  to  put  an  additional 
Estimate  upon  the  Votes.    They  know 
how  new  items  will  be  challenged,  and 
they  are  positively  timid  in  putting  them 
in.    But  when  an  expenditure  has  gone 
on  for  a  few  years  the  officers  of  the 
Department  know  that  the  House  of 
Commons  will  confirm  the  Vote  year 
after  year,  although  it  might  have  been 
struck  off  without  detriment  to  the  Public 
Service.     In    Committee  of  Supply  a 
Member  geta  up  and  asks  a  question, 
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and  having  directed  attention  to  an  un- 
satisfactory Vote,  it  is  generally  found 
that  it  is  struck  off  next  year.  How 
much  more  satisfactory  would  it  not  be 
to  Departments  generally,  and  how 
thankful  the  Northern  Lights  Commis- 
sioners in  particular  would  be,  if  they 
could  have  their  dinner  bill  discussed 
quietly  anywhere,  rather  than  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  I  fail  to  see  how  it 
will  be  possible  to  protect  the  expenditure 
of  public  money  by  the  cloture.  It  is 
bad  enough  to  have  to  vote  away  the 
public  money  at  1  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing ;  but  to  say  that  by  a  bare  majority 
you  are  to  put  the  cloture  into  effect  will, 
I  think,  make  the  rat^ayers  not  only 
indignant,  but  impatient  of  taxation.  It 
has  been  said  that  some  members  have 
constantly  over^discussed  the  Estimates. 
I  do  not  say  for  a  moment  that  there  has 
not  been  some  abuse  of  Supply,  and  an 
abuse  which  I  am  anxious  to  guard 
against.  But  these  Eules  do  n6t  deal 
with  them.  The  abuse  of  Supply  is  long 
speeches  which  shut  out  other  Members, 
and  if  we  were  to  adopt  a  10  minutes* 
rule,  limiting  the  length  of  speeohes,  I 
think  a  great  deal  of  good  would  be 
done ;  but  by  adopting  the  cloture  you 
will  only  prevent  practical  men  f^om 
being  heard.  How  will  you  work  the 
cloture  ?  If  there  has  been  too  much  dis- 
cussion upon  one  Vote,  are  you  to  olose 
all  discussion  upon  the  remaining  Votes 
during  the  rest  of  the  evening  ?  What 
are  you  going  to  do  next  ?  Are  you 
going  to  cloture  all  the  other  Votes  ?  li 
at  the  end  of  the  evening  you  say  **  We 
will  now  apply  the  cloture,  and  having 
passed  Vote  2  we  will  now  pass  Votes  8, 
4,  5,  6  &  7."  Without  any  debate  at 
all,  you  will  be  doing  great  injury 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
for  people  will  be  unwilling  to  pay 
taxes,  and  an  enormous  injunr  will 
be  done  to  the  Public  Service.  I  think 
it  is  foolish  that  we  should  attempt  to 
keep  on  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House 
a  Rule  that  can  only  work  injuriously. 
Let  me  mention  a  case  in  which  it  was 
alleged  that  there  was  an  obstruction  in 
Supply.  I  refer  to  the  Volunteer  Vote. 
Serious  objection  was  taken  to  the  pass- 
ing of  that  Vote,  and  the  Government 
said  that  it  was  a  great  shame  that  after 
the  Vote  had  been  discussed  for  two  or 
three  hours,  it  should  not  have  been 
passed.  The  opponents  of  the  Vote  were 
anxious  to  state  their  reasons  against  it, 
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and  they  considered  that  it  was  bard 
upon  them  to  have  to  state  their  reasons 
at  2  o'clock  in  the  morning  when  they 
oould  not  be  reported.  The  objections 
came  from  the  Irish  Members ;  English 
Members  were  not  likely  to  oppose  the 
Volunteer  Vote.  In  consequence  of  the 
discussion  which  took  place,  so  violent 
were  the  objections  taken  to  the  Vote 
that  it  would  have  been  absolutely  im- 
politic to  have  stopped  the  discussion. 
Then  it  is  said  that  the  Irish  Members 
took  up  too  much  time  over  the  Con- 
stabulary Vote.  Now  the  Constabulary 
Vote  means  the  whole  question  of  the 
Oovemment  of  Ireland.  It  is  said  that 
the  defection  of  the  nght  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  had  reference  to  the 
Constabulary  or  some  kindred  subject  in 
Ireland,  so  that  this  is  a  matter  of  the 
most  vital  importance,  and  even  if  we 
take  up  one  or  two  days  in  discussing  a 
question  of  such  enormous  importance, 
surely  it  is  far  better  that  we  should  be 
allowed  to  speak  at  length,  than  that 
majority  should  place  us  under  their 
control,  and  not  only  outvote  us,  but 
dose  our  mouths.  I  do  not  know  who 
is  responsible  for  the  Estimates.  The 
Ohan^allor  of  the  Exchequer  is  respon- 
sible for  the  money ;  but  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
is  responsible  for  the  management  of  the 
Estimates.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  re- 
minded us,  that  on  one  occasion  after 
the  House  of  Commons  had  made  a  pro- 
tracted fight  upon  a  Vote  of  £30,000  or 
£40,000,  a  number  of  Votes  involving 
milKons  were  passed  without  comment. 
I  believe  that  the  House  would  Vote 
money  away  freely,  if  hon.  Members 
were  allowed  to  have  their  way.  I  have 
spoken  of  the  impolicy  of  imposing  this 
cldtnre  upon  the  Estimates.  I  should 
like  to  say  one  or  two  words  as  to  the  im- 
policy of  having  the  cloture  enforced 
when  the  House  is  in  Committee  upon 
PubHo  Bills.  I  will  separate  the  Public 
Bilk  into  two  classes— English,  Scotch, 
and  Imperial  Bills,  and  Coercion  Bills 
for  Ireland.  In  regard  to  the  first  class, 
it  is  rare  indeed  that  there  is  anything 
approaching  Obstruction  in  this  House. 
It  was  certainly  the  fact  that  one  clause 
of  the  Mutiny  Bill  was  hotly  contested 
by  the  minority— a  small  minority,  at 
the  commencement  of  the  discussion ; 
but  which  became  a  large  majority  at 
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the  end  of  a  few  days,  and  rendered  it 
necessary  for  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  to  reinforce  his  big  bat- 
talions. It  was  owing  to  the  staunch 
manner  in  which  a  small  number  of 
Members  sitting  on  this  side  of  the 
House  held  out  for  two  or  three  days 
that  they  were  enabled  eventually  to 
abolish  flogging  in  the  Army.  And 
what  was  uie  reason  ?  It  was  because 
the  speeches  made  in  this  House  were 
published  in  the  papers,  and  public  opi- 
nion was  brought  to  bear  upon  hon.  Mem- 
bers and  upon  the  Gt>vemment,  so  that 
at  length  the  Government  had  to  oon- 
sent  to  the  abolition  of  flogging.  If  you 
had  had  the  cloture  at  that  time,  the 
Government  would  have  been  able  to 
silence  the  minority,  and,  at  the  present 
moment,  the  Mutiny  Act  would  probably 
have  remained  unchanged,  and  that 
horrible  punishment  would  Btill  hafe 
existed  in  the  British  Army.  Now,  I 
come  to  another  point,  in  regard  to 
which  I  acknowledge  that  there  wai 
something  which  our  opponents  were 
justified  in  calling  Obstruction.  I  refer 
io  the  category  of  Bills  cidled  Criminal 
Law  Amendment  Bills,  but  which  we 
call  Coercion  Bills.  In  that  case,  I 
admit  that  the  whole  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers opposed  such  Bills  strongly  and  de- 
terminedly. You  might  even  say  that 
we  did  so  in  a  manner  which  you  call 
Obstruction;  but  what  does  it  amount 
to?  It  means  one  nation  go?eming 
another — the  English  nation  governing 
the  Irish  nation,  and  the  Irish  nation 
protesting  against  having  coercion  ap- 
plied to  them,  and  protesting,  through 
their  MemberS)  as  loudly  as  they  caii 
against  it.    On  such  occasions,  what  is 


it  that  enffages  the  attention  of  the 
House  ?  You  are  simply  passing  a  law 
which  you  know  to  be  cQsliked  and  hated 


by  nine-tenths  of  the  Irish  MemberB,' 
but,  if  you  had  this  Eule  of  Closure,  you 
would  not  allow  them  to  talk  or  protest 
against  it.  If  you  had  stuck  to  your 
old  Eule  with  a  two-thirds  mi^oriQrf  it 
would  be  necessary  to  secure  the  rotes 
of  two-thirds  of  the  English  Members 
before  the  cloture  could  be  enforced. 
Upon  our  part,  it  woxUd  be  necessary  to 
bring  up  our  86  Members,  including  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division 
of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor),  as 
an  Irish  Member— from  the  Sarin  Pub- 
lin,  from  their  farms,  and,  in  order  to 

Digitized  by  Vj^VJV  iC 


49$  (Eulc^  4 

obtain  a  full  muster,  it  would  be  ueccs- 
aaiy  evea  then  to  go  to  the  Coloniea  and 
to  the  United  States,  where  there  are 
some  Irishmen  who  occasionally  like  to 
hear  the  Toice  of  an  Irish  Eepresenta- 
tive.  It  would  require  160  Members  at 
-least  to  make  up  the  two-thirds  whidbi 
would  be  necessary  to  apply  the  cloture, 
and  the  only  question  to  be  decided 
irottid  be  whether  the  Irish  Members 
should  be  allowed  to  talk  for  another 
day  or  two  upon  a  matter  of  the  utmost 
iaterest  to  the  Irish  people.  You  are 
going  to  say — **  We  will  not  only  strike 
yott  with  a  Coercion  Bill,  but  we  will 
muzzle  3rou,  and  prevent  you  from  being 
heard."  I  have  ventured  to  bring  these 
questiona  before  the  House.     I  have 

Sointed  out  that  there  is  an  essential 
ifferenoe  between  applying  the  Oloture 
Bale  in  tbe  Whole  House  when  the 
Speaker  is  in  the  Chair  and  applying  it 
in  Committee  when  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  is  presiding.  I  am 
willing  to  admit  that  there  ought  to  be 
leme  restriction  upon  the  debates  in 
Oommittee ;  but  I  think  it  ought  to  be 
levelled  against  long  speeches.  I  en* 
treat  the  Government  to  leconsider  their 
position^  and  at  least  to  say,  if  they 
ineist  upon  having  this  Cloture  Eule  at 
ally  that  it  shall  only  be  put  in  force  by 
a  two-thirds  majority. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Inline  1,  after  the  word  "That,'*  to  insert 
the  words  *'  when  Mr.  Speaker  is  in  the  Chair." 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
TVestminster) :  I  wish  to  point  out  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  is  in  error 
in  8ui^K>6ing  that  there  is  a  two-thirds 
closure  at  me  present  time.  There  is  a 
doBure  at  the  present  moment  in  exis- 
tence which  gives  to  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  precisely  the  same  powers 
as  those  possessed  by  the  Speaker.  The 
hoQ.  Member  seems  to  think  the  Rule 
gives  him  a  power  which  he  does  not 
possess.  Allow  me  to  read  the  Rule. 
It  is  as  follows: — 

"  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  during  any 
debate  that  the  subject  has  boen  adequately 
diseoBsed,  and  that  it  is  the  evident  sense  of 
tbe  Hoose  or  of  the  Committeo  that  the  ques- 
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tion  ho  now  put,  he  may  so  inform  tho  Hous  ® 
or  tho  Committee." 

8o  that  at  present,  therefore,  there  exists 
a  power  of  enforcing  the  closure  by  the 
Ohairman  in  Committee,  without    aoy 
Motion  being  made  by  a  Member,  ana 
all  that  it  is  intended  to  do  by  this  Rule 
is  to  give  the  Ohairman  that  power  on 
the  Motion  of  a  Member.  It  is  desirable 
that  the  Chairman  should  haye,  witli 
regard  to  a  Private  Bill  in  Committee, 
the  same  power  which  ke  now  possesses 
in  the  case  of  a  Public  Bill  of  declaring 
that  in  his  opinion  the  discussion  has 
gone  far  enough.    If  he  has  that  power 
now,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  the 
proposed  New  Rule  will  do  more  than 
continue  it,  subject  to  the  alteration  we 
propose.    I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  a 
measure  which  restricted  the  power  of 
closure  to  the  Speaker  alone  would  be  a 
measure  that  would  fail  altogether  in 
accomplishing  the  object  we   have   in 
view — namely,  to  give  to  the  House  and 
to  a  Committee  of  the  House,  under  all 
circumstances  and   all    conditions,   the 
power  of  regulating  and  of  controlling 
its  own  procedure.   The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  has  suggested  that,  under  the 
Rule  as  framed,  it  would  be  possible  for 
the  Government  of  the  day  to  rush  a 
measure    of     the   highest   importance 
through  the  House  with  great  rapidity 
and  without  adequate  debate  beine  had, 
and  that  material  injury  might  be  in- 
flicted upon  the  State  by  the  absence  of 
discussion.    But,  Sir,  that  has  not  been 
the  case  hitherto.    Notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  the  power  of  the  closure  had 
vested  in  the  Chairman  in  Committee 
for  now  some  considerable  time,  none  of 
the    ills  which   the  hon,   and   gallant 
Member  forbodes  in  the  future  have 
happened  in  the  past,  and  no  suggestion 
has  been  made  that  measures  have  not 
recently    been    adequately     discussed. 
Even    the  hon.  and    galfant    Member 
himself  has  admitted  that   there    has 
been  excessive  and  prolonged  discussion 
fi'om  time  to  time  upon  Estimates  of  a 
comparatively    unimportant    character, 
and  that  an  item  involving  the  sum  of 
£30,000  or  £40,000  has  been  discussed 
for  several  hours,  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  millions  have  been  voted  in  a  few 
minutes.    The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
in  making  that  statement  could  not  have 
furnished  me  with  a  better  or  stronger 
argument  in  favour  of  some  system  of 
control  being  exercised  over  l&ese  die- 
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CQSsioiM,  having  regard  to  tke  com- 
paratiye  importaQce  of  the  suhjeot 
under  ooneideration.  No  QoTemment, 
no  Member  of  this  House,  and  no 
Committee  would  ever  sanction  a  mode 
of  dealing  with  Publio  Business  of  great 
importance  otherwise  than  with  the 
utmost  consideration  in  relation  to  the 
importance  of  the  subject  being  dealt 
wiu ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  need  be  under  any 
apprehension  that  in  the  future  this 
House  will  move  too  fast  under  any 
Bules  which  we  may  adoi>t  for  our  own 
guidance,  or  that  any  Ministry  will  dare 
to  push  forward,  without  adequate  dis* 
cussion,  important  meaHures  which  in- 
volve consioerations  of  the  highest  im« 
portance,  and  are  resisted  by  a  con- 
siderable or  even  by  a  small  minority. 
I  do  not  think  any  Minister  would  be 
prepared  to  push  forward  proposals  of 
this  kind  so  as  to  prevent  that  adequate 
discussion  which  the  circumstances  of 
the  case  would  demand.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  will,  I  am  sure,  excuse 
me,  and  will  believe  that  I  am  not 
treating  him  with  any  want  of  respect, 
if  I  fail  to  answer  him  at  the  length 
with  which  he  has  himself  addressed 
the  House.  I  am  anxious  that  we 
should  proceed  as  rapidly  as  possible 
with  the  consideration  of  these  Rules. 
The  question  before  us  is  this — Does 
the  House  desire  to  prevent  the  reason- 
ably rapid,  but  not  too  rapid,  transaction 
of  its  Business  in  Oommittee?  Is  it 
determined  to  leave  Obstruction  in  full 
force  and  vigour,  so  that  the  Business  of 
the  country  cannot  be  conducted  by 
reason  of  the  delay  which  occurs  in 
Committee?  Is  it  determined  that  in 
circumstances  such  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  gentleman  has  referred  to  of 
prolonged  discussion  over  an  unimpor- 
tant Vote  shall  prevent  adequate  dis- 
cussion on  the  most  important  Votes  the 
House  can  entertain?  If  we  do  not 
desire  that  such  should  be  the  case,  then 
we  must  take  care  not  to  leave  all  the 
powers  of  Obstruction  in  full  force  and 
vigour.  It  is  most  undesirable  that  a 
discussion  on  the  amount  to  be  voted  for 
the  Queen's  Plates  in  Ireland  should  oc- 
cupy several  hours,  and  that  £3,000,000 
or  £4,000,000  should  be  voted  in  a 
few  minutes.  These  are  considerations 
which  the  House  must  be  prepared 
to  deal  with  at  once,  if  they  really  desire 
to  put  a  check  upon  unnecessary  pro- 
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lixity,  which  is  nothing  less  than  obstme- 
tion  and  a  desire  to  prevent  the  Business 
of  the  country  from  going  forward.  In 
those  circumistances  I  believe  that  the 
House  will  be  prepared  to  maintain  the 
Bule  which  now  exists,  and  to  continue 
to  the  Chairman  the  same  power  which 
he  now  exercises. 

Mb.  PABNELL  (Cork) :  I  must  say 
that  I  think  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  North  Calway  (Colonel  Nolan) 
has  made  out  a  very  strong  case  for  the 
Amendment  he  asks  the  House  toadqit 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  rather  excused 
himself  from  following  the  hon.  aad 
gallant  Gentleman  in  the  argmments 
which  he  has  put  forward.  I  do  not 
know  whether  his  unwillingness  to 
follow  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
was  due  to  the  strength  of  the  case 
and  the  feeling  that  it  was  impossible 
to  reply  to  the  arguments  which  have 
been  adduced.  Certainly  the  case  made 
out  is  a  strong  one.  During  the  time 
the  old  Closure  Bule  has  been  in  exist- 
ence there  has  not  been  a  single  attsopt 
or  desire  on  the  part  of  any  Chainnan 
of  Committees  to  apply  the  cloture;  so 
that,  as  tar  as  experience  goes,  there 
has  been  no  need  for  the  cloture  in  the 
minds  of  the  different  Chairmen  during 
the  years  which  have  gene  by,  and  I 
think  the  Ooyemment  ought  to  have 
shown  some  reason  for  continuing  what 
is  evidently  an  unnecessary  reason  for 
checking  and  stopping  adequate  debate 
in  Committee.  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that 
the  cloture  is  not  a  desirable  or  a  uaelul 
weapon  for  the  purpose  of  facilitatiag 
the  Business  of  the  House  or  of  Com- 
mittee, because  from  the  nature  of  the 
case  it  would  take  more  time  to  re- 
peatedly enforce  the  dosure  in  Oom- 
mittee than  it  would  to  allow  the  free 
discussion  of  a  subject.  Debates  in 
Committee  frequently  turn  upon  detaib, 
and  an  indignant  minority,  TOcling  that 
they  had  been  unfairly  treated,  would 
be  able  to  multiply  the  questions  raised 
in  Committee  indefinitely,  and  you  will 
find  that  if  you  use  the  closure  weapon 
you  will  be  in  a  worse  position  ilian  you 
were  before  it  was  used.  This  has  evi- 
dently been  the  opini<m  of  the  distin- 
guished Gentlemen  who  have  filled  the 
Chair  since  the  Closure  Bula  was  passed. 
It  has  never  been  used  in  Committee, 
nor  has  any  anxiety  been  expressed  to 
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-apply  it  ibat  k  ooatrary  to  the  Fro* 
«edure  in  tlio  Whote  House,  because  ike 
cloture  has  been  applied  twice,  and  the 
%eaker  has  been  anxioua  to  use  it  on 
other  occasions,  but  has  been  restrained, 
because  there  was  not  the  necessary  ma^ 
jority  to  eoloroe  it.    In  the  course  of  a 
debate  I    have  often    seen  important 
questions  unrayeUed  by  a  speaker  which 
would  not  have  been  unravelled  if  there 
had  been  any  haste  to  close  the  debate 
under  the  Sule  which  is  now  proposed 
for  our  adoption.     It  must  be  recol- 
lected that  the  New  Eule  will  not  be  put 
iur  force  by  the  Speaker  or  the  Ghair- 
aiau  of  Committees,  but  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  put  it  in  force  on  the  initiatiye 
of  some  Member  of  the  House.    That  is 
a  yny  different  state  of  afBairs.     Oonse- 
qaeody  we  may  have  hon.  Members 
endeavouring  to  enforce  the  closure  who 
do  not  possess  that  knowledge  of  the 
aziffencies  of  debate  as  is  necessary  in 
d«9ating  with  a  Bule  like  this  in  the 
midrt  of   nimierous   technicalitiee.     I 
have  .  ail    Amendment    down    on   the 
Paper  later  on  to  except  the  prooeed- 
iagaon  Votes  in  Supply  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  I^le,  wMch  I  shall  certainly 
press  if  the  House  should  r^ect  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member. 
I  shall  not  refer  to  tiiat  subject  now ; 
bat  I  could,  if  it  were  necessary,  enlarge 
on  the  inadvisability  of  permitting  a 
Government  to  have  the  power  of  stop- 
ping debate  on  questions  connected  with 
the  supply  of  money  to  the  Crown.     On 
the  whole  I  think  the  proposal  whidi 
has  been  made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  is  one  which  may  be  very 
&itiy  accepted  by  the  Government,  espe- 
cially in  view  of  the  strong  case  he  has 
made  and  the  fact   that  this  closure 
power  has  Bever  been  used  in  Com- 
mittee sinoe  the  passing  of  the  original 
Bule,  and  that  therefore  it  may  be  rea- 
Boaably  supposed  that  there  is  no  neoes- 
«ty  for  it- 
Ma.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
I  desire  to  say  a  few  wordis  in  support 
of  tke  Amendment,    I  entertain  very 
groat  respect  for  the  Chair  so  far  as  the 
Speaker  of  this   House  is  concerned ; 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  in  conferring 
this  power  upon  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
Biaa  by  these  Bules,  he  will  be  gidded 
in  exercisiBg  it  by  that  character  for 
f»nmfm  sense  and  fair  play  which  he 
very  justly  bears.    I  also  believe  that 
the  iocceiffied  power  which  the  Speaker 


will  be  entrusted  with  will  be  extrcised 
with  a  due  appreciation  of  the  respoJasi- 
bility  placed  on  him  by  the  House. 
But  the  case  is  different  with  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  who  would  not  ex- 
ercise his  power  in  a  judicial  eharaoter ; 
but  would  be  made  by  the  action  of  the 
Government  a  political  partizan.  We 
have  confidence  in  the  Speaker,  because 
we  know  that  when  he  rules  he  rules 
with  a  judicial  mind»  and  acts  as  the 
interpreter  of  the  will  of  the  House.  I 
congpratulate  myself  that  I  have  not  yet 
felt  the  weight  of  the  Speaker's  heavy 
hand.  But,  however  much  confidence  I 
may  have  in  the  Speaker,  I  do  not  think 
I  should  be  justified  in  reposing  the 
same  amount  of  confidence  in  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  for  the  reasons 
which  have  already  been  stated  by  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  In  Committee 
of  Supply,  hon.  Members  not  only  have 
the  opportunity  of  pointing  out  irregu- 
larities in  the  admimstration  of  Depart- 
ments ;  but  they  have  also  the  power  of 
exposing  the  tyranny  of  officials  in  the 
various  parts  of  Her  Majesty's  Domi- 
nions. We  have»  on  more  than  one 
occasion,  taken  advantage  of  the  oppor- 
tunity afforded  to  us  by  discussing  the 
salaries  of  officials  in  conneotion  with 
the  Administration  and  Government  of 
Ireland,  to  point  out  the  tyranny  of 
those  officials.  It  would  be  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  Government,  and  per- 
haps it  would  be  their  desire,  whether 
Liberals  or  Tories,  to  shut  up  and  close 
any  discussion  that  might  arise  cm  the 
evil  acts  of  any  official  in  Ireland,  from 
Dublin  Castle  down  to  the  lowest  police- 
man. Freedom  of  debate  is  a  matter  of 
the  highest  importance,  whether  it  be 
in  Committee  of  Supply  or  in  the  full 
Houso.  During  the  debates  which  took 
place  in  1882,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Mar- 
riott) said  he  had  heard  it  stated  that 
if  there  had  been  freedom  of  debate  in 
America  the  Civil  War  would  have  been 
avoided.  I  do  not  think  we  have  any 
reason  to  apprehend  civil  war  in  this 
country ;  we  are  at  peace  with  all  the 
world ;  but  I  do  think  that  if  discussions 
on  the  conduct  of  officials  in  Ireland  are 
restricted  in  any  way,  the  conduct  of 
those  officials  would  very  quickly  drive 
that  country  into  a  state  of  dvil  war. 
The  question  of  Obstruction  has  been 
very  frequently  referred  to,  not  only  in 
discussing  the    general   question,    but 
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also  in  the  speeches  of  my  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  and  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  city  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell).  Obstruction  will  continue  to  be 
alluded  to  during  the  whole  discuseion 
of  the  Rules  of  Procedure,  and  I  have 
to  endorse  the  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Illing- 
worth)  yesterday,  when  pointing  to  the 
action  and  conduct  of  hon.  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House  below  the  Gang- 
way, he  said  it  was  evident  that  the 
policy  of  Obstruction  had  been  aban- 
doned by  hon.  Members  who  came  from 
Ireland.  Obstruction  has  had  its  day, 
and  it  has  now  passed  away.  It  has 
served  its  purpose,  and  no  man  would 
now  be  so  foolish  as  to  think  of  resort- 
ing to  that  rusty,  played  out,  and  in- 
efficient weapon.  The  riffht  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sleaford  (Mr.  Onaplin)  said,  a 
few  days  ago,  that  when  he  first  entered 
this  House  it  was  the  object  and  the 
ambition  of  a  young  Member  to  catch 
the  ear  of  the  House,  and  to  conciliate 
the  House.  I  believe  that  our  Prede- 
cessors in  the  representation  of  Ireland 
did  secure  the  ear  of  the  House.  They 
endeavoured  to  conciliate  the  House, 
but  to  what  purpose?  The  claims  of 
Ireland  were  ignored,  and  it  was  found 
necessary  to  adopt  other  means.  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  those  means  were  suc- 
cessful, and  that  they  not  only  caught 
the  ear  of  the  House,  but  the  ear  of  the 
whole  world.  That  policy  has  now  had 
its  day,  and  has  served  its  purpose ;  and 
I  defy  any  hon.  Member  to  say  that  for 
the  past  year  or  two  he  has  witnessed 
any  act  of  deliberate  obstruction  of  the 
Business  of  this  House.  I  listened  care- 
fully to  the  statement  of  my  hon.  and 
gallaot  Friend,  and  also  to  the  attempt 
to  reply  to  it  which  was  made  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  altogether  failed  to 
grapple  with  the  arguments  of  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend.  I  think  it  would  be 
a  fatal  mistake,  in  the  proper  discussion 
of  the  Estimates,  and  the  proper  conduct 
of  the  Business  of  this  House,  if  any 
power,  such  as  that  proposed  to  be 
conferred  on  the  Speaker,  were  also  con- 
ferred on  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
who  is  not  removed  from  the  influence 
of  the  Government,  and  who  may  pos- 
sibly  be  a  strong  political  partisan. 
Such  a  step  would  destroy  the  confidence 
which  the  country  now  reposes  in  the 
management  of  the  Business  of  this 

Mr.  7.  O'Connor  {Ttpperary^  S.) 


Houso.  There  was  an  argument  used 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  with 
regard  to  Queen's  Plates  in  Ireland, 
in  which  I  beg  entirely  to  differ  from 
him  as  to  the  time  the  discussion  lasted. 
But  what  does  it  prove  F  The  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  says  that  millions  were  sab- 
sequently  voted,  with  little  or  no  discus- 
sion, for  the  Army  and  Navy.  It  only 
shows  that  the  House  is  like  the  cele- 
brated Nasmyth  hammer ;  it  is  capable 
of  crushing  a  large  amount  of  solid 
metalf  and,  yet,  at  the  same  time,  ia  ao 
much  under  control  that  it  will  descend 
upon  an  egg  without  breaking  the 
shell.  This  House  represents  tliat  fa- 
mous machine,  and  while  it  is  capable  of 
voting  immense  sums  of  money  for  the 
proper  conduct  of  the  affairs  of  the 
nation,  it  will,  at  the  same  time,  quarrel 
over  the  improper  expenditure  of  «x- 
pence.  It  is  this  peculiar  character  of 
the  House  of  Commons  that  haa  gained 
for  it  the  confidence  of  the  ^i^iah 
people ;  and  now,  by  a  new  Bule  ollhrO' 
oedure,  you  are  proposing  to  destroy 
that  confidence  which  has  hitherto  been 
its  greatest  strength.  For  these  reasons 
I  have  much  pleasure  in  supporting  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  and  g^ant 
Friend. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
Sir,  the  most  dangerous  feature  in  oon- 
nection  with  the  Uireatened  application 
of  the  closure  presents  itself  in  the  case 
of  the  Votes  in  Committee  of  Sufmly; 
because  it  is  really  then  that  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  run  the  most  serious 
danger  of  having  their  rights  interfered 
with.  The  most  important  Business  in  the 
course  of  the  year  is  the  coneideratioii  of 
the  Budget.  The  Budget  of  the  c<Hiring 
^ear  promises  to  be  more  than  usually 
interesting ;  it  is  one  which  will  be  yery 
vigorously  fought,  and  nothing  would 
be  easier  than  for  the  Gov^nment  to 
obtain  the  consent  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committees,  whoever  he  may  be,  for  the 
purpose  of  entering  into  a  conspiracy  to 
silence  those  who  stand  up  to  criticize 
the  Budget.  We  know  that  it  is  impos- 
sible at  the  present  time  to  get  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  to  engage  in 
any  conspiracy  of  the  kind ;  because  the 
Gentleman  at  present  in  the  Office  oc- 
cupies a  somewhat  peculiar  position. 
But  I  have  known  cases  where  the  Chair- 
man has  been  audibly  prompted  to  use 
his  authority  to  compel  Members  to  re- 
sume their  seats.    I  have  seen  as  many 
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as  three  or  four  Members  of  tte  House 
occupjing  the  Chair  in  tlie  C3ur6e  of  a 
single  sitting,   and  that,   Sir,   exposes 
Members  to  considerable  risk ;  because 
a  Member  moved  hap-hazard  into  the 
(^ir  might  easily  be  induced  to  consent 
ta  the  application  of  the  closure,  if  that 
application  were  made  by  a  Leader  of 
bu  own  Party;   and,  inasmuch  as  he 
woold  be  in  the  Chair  for  a  short  time 
only,  Members  who  were  anxious  to 
continue  the  discussion  would  have  no 
possible  redress.     It  is  extremely  un- 
reasonable to  insist  that  the  Chairman 
should  possess  this  power.   There  is  no 
right  which   is  more  valuable  in  this 
House  than  that  of  the  discussion  at 
great  length  of  questions  in  Committee 
of  Supply.    There  has  been  a  great  ten- 
dency on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
come  down  and  ask  for  large  Votes  on 
account,  sometimes  to  the  amount  of 
iKlO,000,000,  which  they  obtain  practi- 
cally  without   discussion.     Well,    Sir, 
nothing  could    be   easier  for  the  Qo- 
Temment  to  arrange  a  series  of  Votes  of 
£10,000,000  each  and  get  them,   and 
tiien  when  we  want  to  discuss  the  de- 
tails, to  say — "Oh,  it  is  of  no  use  to 
iiscnss   them    now;"   whereupon    the 
Chairman,  drawing  a  logical  inference 
from  the  position,  will  declare  that  it  is 
oseless  to    discuss    the    question    any 
longer,  and  so  terminate  the  debate. 
The  Qovemment  of  the  day  could  thus 
silence  discussion  in  this  House  upon 
the  most  important  Business  on  which 
we  come  here.     These,  Sir,  are  the  con- 
siderations   on    which   I    support   the 
Amendment  of   the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for   North    Galway    (Colonel 
Nolan),  who  I  hope  will  press  its  accept- 
ance upon  the  House  as  far  as  possiDle. 
MR.MAHONY  (Meath,  N.) :    Sir,  it 
is  very  difficult  for  us  to  gauge  the 
manner  in  which  the  Government  will 
enforce  the  closure,  and  we  can  only  do 
w  by  the  remarks  which,  from  time  to 
time,  fall  from  the  Treasury  Bench.     I 
take  it,  from  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House, 
that  the  Government  would  bo  very  ad- 
verse to  Uie  discussion  of  the  Votes  of 
wmparatively  small  sums  of  money.    If 
1  am  right  in  my  recollection,  the  Queen's 
Hates  have  been  objected  to  by  Mem- 
wtt  of  this  House  on  grounds  of  prin- 
ciple--the  very    reasonable   one,    that 
public  money  ought  not  to  be  expended 
<«  hOTBe  racing.    But  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  complained  that  not  only  a 
large  portion  of  time  had  been  spent  on 
the  question  of  these  Plates,  but  that  a 
short  time  had  been  spent  on  the  Army 
Estimates.  That,  however,  is  a  ground 
of  complaint  which  the  Government  will 
be  able  to  remove  at  a  future  time.  By 
your  ruling  of  last  Thursday,  Sir,  it 
would  be  exceedingly  difficult  for  Mem- 
bers to  bring  forward  matters  for  dis- 
cussion, however  important  they  might 
be;  but  in  future  their  opportunities 
would  be  greatly  restricted,  if  not  alto- 
gether done  away  with.  We  must  not 
judge  of  the  importance  of  aprinmplo 
by  the  smallness  of  the  Vote  in  which 
it  is  contained ;  there  is  no  relation  be- 
tween the  two;  and,  therefore,  on  the 
grounds  I  have  stated,  I  shall  support 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  County,  Birr) : 
Sir,  it  was  stated  in  the  course  of  the 
general  discussion  that  the  object  of  the 
Kule  was  that  the  Speaker  should  share 
the  responsibility  with  the  Chairman, 
and  that  statement  carried  great  weight 
with  the  House.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  has  to-night  given 
us  a  totally  different  explanation.  Under 
the  New  Eule  the  Chairman  can  put  the 
closure  in  operation,  which  means  that 
the  Government  will  come  down  with 
the  Estimates,  which  always  give  rise  to 
opposition  in  the  House,  and  in  order  to 
prevent  continued  opposition,  the  Chair- 
man will  get  a  a  hint  to  make  a  Motion 
for  the  cloture.  It  seems  to  me  that  we 
are  transferring  the  power  of  the  cloture 
from  the  Chair  to  the  Government  of  the 
day.  We  are  adopting  the  American 
system  ;  I  admit  we  are  only  beginning 
it ;  but  the  moment  you  give  the  Party 
in  Office  the  power  of  moving  the  **  Pre- 
vious Question,"  it  will  be  impossible 
to  stop  at  this  point.  Again,  wnenevor 
the  Chairman  has  left  the  Chair,  the 
Vice  Chairman  has  been  taken  from  the 
Goyernment  Bench ;  he  has  never  been 
a  private  Member  of  the  House,  and 
thus  we  have  a  man  who  owes  his  ap- 
pointment to  political  considerations ; 
and  so  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the 
Estimates  is  often  the  venr  man  who 
shall  give  the  hint  to  the  Chairman  to 
close  discussion.  I  do  not  believe  this 
Rule  will  be  of  any  more  use  to  the 
House  than  the  Rules  now  in  existence ; 
but  it  will,  in  time,  put  it  in  the  power 
of  the  Minister,  through  the  Chairman,      ^ 
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to  put  an  end  to  all  discussion  on  the 
Estimates.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea* 
Bury  has  given  us  the  true  explanation 
of  the  Eule  to-night.  What  we  are 
goiog  to  Tote  for  on  this  Amendment  is, 
the  question  whether  we  shall  place  the 
power  of  the  cloture  in  the  hands  of 
MiDieters,  or  leave  it  in  the  hands  of  the 
Speaker;  and,  that  being  so,  I  shall 
support  the  proposal  of  mj  hon.  and 
galmnt  Friend. 

Question  put. 

The  House  <?iW(/^«? ;— Ayes  82 ;  Noes 
204 :  Majority  122.~(Div.  List,  No.  22.) 

Mb.  PAENELL  (Cork) :  Sir,  I  rise 
to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  the  omis- 
sion from  this  Hesolution  of  the  words 
*'  at  any  time  "  in  line  1.  After  much 
contemplation  and  study,  I  have  not 
been  able  to  make  out  why  these  myste- 
rious words  should  appear  in  the  Beso- 
lution.  There  is  a  summary  aspect 
about  this  Bule  as  compared  with  the 
Old  Eule,  which  was  that,  after  a  ques- 
tion had  been  proposed.  Motion  might 
be  made,  with  the  consent  of  the  Ohair 
previously  obtained,  '*  That  the  Question 
be  now  put."  I  must  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  fact  that,  on 
the  Eule  as  it  now  stands,  MoUon  may 
be  made  before  there  has  been  any  de- 
bate on  a  Question  at  all.  A  Minister 
may  come  down  to  the  House,  and  say 
that  Lord  Salisbury  had  declared  war 
against  Eussia,  that  he  wanted  so  much 
money  at  once,  and  he  may  ask  and  ob- 
tain leave  of  the  Speaker  to  the  making 
of  a  Motion,  ''That the  Question  be  now 

Sut,"  before  there  has  been  a  word  of 
ebate.  Sir,  I  ask  what  is  the  meaning 
of  these  words ;  what  is  the  meaning  of 
this  arbitrary  change  in  the  direction  of 
the  summary  and  abrupt  aspect  of  the 
Eule  which  now  presents  itself  as  com- 
pared with  the  Old  Eule  ?  The  Govern- 
ment have  swept  away  the  three  limita- 
tions which  were  in  the  Old  Eule ;  they 
have  got  rid  of  the  reference  to  the 
Speaker,  of  the  necessity  that  any  de- 
bate whatever  should  take  place,  and  of 
the  necessity  that  the  subject  should  be 
adequately  discussed,  and  that  that 
should  be  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House.  By  the  adoption  of  this  Eule 
as  it  stands,  you  will  have  an  instrument 
of  such  an  arbitrary  and  summary  cha- 
racter as  I  venture  to  say  the  Leader  of 
no  other  Legislative  Assembly  has  in 
his  hands  for  checking  debate,  and  pre- 

Mr.  Molloy 


venting  any  sort  of  debate  whatever,  if 
it  seems  fit  to  the  Minister  of  the  day.  I 
shall  be  glad  to  have  an  answer  from 
the  Government  to  this  question  ^What 
is  their  motive  in  putting  in  thjese  words? 
Do  they  attach  any  importaoice  to  the 
words ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  extent  of 
the  importance  they  attach  to  them  ?  In 
fetct,  I  should  like  Her  Majesi^y's  Go- 
vernment to  make  a  clean  breast  of  it, 
if  there  is  anything  lurking  behind 
these  words.  I  am  inclined  to  think, 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that,  unless  there  is  some  hidden 
and  deeply  written  intention  in  the  in- 
troduction of  the  words*  it  would  be 
better  to  leave  th^n  out  until  the  maltsr 
has  been  fuUy  considered,  or  until  we 
see  how  far  they  carry  ua.  purely,  it 
cannot  be  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  a  Minister  of  th^  day,  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  or  before  any  con- 
sideration Of  discussion  of  a  Bill  haa 
taken  place,  is  to  ask  the  House  to  agree 
to  a  Motion  **  That  the  Question  be  nov 

Sut. ' '  If  that  is  not  the  i  atention  ef  the 
overnment,  why  are  the  words  here? 
The  right  hon.  QentleQUUx.  will,  I  sqi 
sure,  adoiit  that  the  summary  character 
of  the  Eule  has  enormously  enhanced  it^ 
clcdm  to  the  sorutiny  of  the  House ;  and 
I  hope  he  will  agree  to  the  Motion  which 
I  now  beg  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1  to 
leave  out  the  words  **  at  any  time."— 
{Mr.  ParmU.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'  at  any  time '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

The  FIBST  LOED  of  the  TBEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Strand, 
Westminster):  Sir,  the  hon.  Member 
has  asked  me  to  make  a  clean  breaet 
with  regard  to  these  words.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  again  look  at  the  Bule,  I 
think  he  will  agree  in  the  judgment  J 
have  formed — namely,  that  the  Bule 
will  be  stronger  without  the  words  than 
with  them.  The  hon.  Gentleman  seems 
to  think  that  the  aim  of  the  Bule  ie  to 
prevent  discussion ;  but.  Sir,  that  is  not 
so;  its  aim  is  to  secure  adequate  dis- 
cussion of  all  Business  that  may  be 
brought  before  the  House.  The  words 
which  are  the  subject  el  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Amendment  are  of  so  litUe  im- 
portance, from  our  point  of  view,  tkst 
we  are  quite  ready  to  accept  the  proposal 
to  strike  them  out. 
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Mb.  MOLIiOY  (Khig^d  Ootinty,  Birt) : 
As  tiio  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  slated 
fau  wilHngness  to  agree  to  the  Amend* 
ment  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  as  he  says 
that  the  Clause  will  be  stronger  for  the 
omiasion  of  the  words  **  at  any  time,"  I 
think  he  ought  logically  to  go  farther, 
aid'admit  some  sueh.  words  as  I  propose 
to  move  in  an  Amendment  when  the 
proper  place  in  reached. 

Mb.  speaker  t  The  hon.  Gentle^ 
nan  will  hare  an  opportunity  of  dis« 
caflshig  that  Amendment  when  it  is 
resehM. 

Mb.  QEDQE  <8tockp<»pt) :  If  we  omit 
ftcse  words,  it  wotdd  rather  imply  that 
the  Motion  must  be  made  immediately 
dier  tlie  Question  has  been  put,  or  not 
St  all.  I  therefore  hope  the  Goyernment 
w3l  not  give  way  on  tbis  point. 

Mb.  CQNYBEABE  (ObrawaU,  Cam- 
borne) :  The  riffht  hon.  Cbntleman  has 
made  ''a  clean  oreast  of  it"  by  saying 
that  there  is  no  virtue  in  these  words. 
It  would  be  a  great  pity  if  we  did  not 
sdopi  reasonable  precaataon,  however, 
to  prevent  a  result  whioh  we  all  regard 
vith  some  araovint  of  alarm.  I,  there- 
ibre,  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
mim  to  oonsider  whether  it  wuuld  not 
be  Advisable  to  mtroduce  some  modifi^ 
ealion  of  the  words  whioh  would  not 
militate  at  all  against  th«  ^oacy  of  the 
Bale.  I  sugge^  that  the  words  ''  at  a 
reaeoaable  time,"  would,  at  any  rate, 
give  us  the  assurance  that  discussion 
would  not  be  improperly  burked  before 
it  bad  reached  a  reasonable  stage. 

Me.  PAENELL:  Sir,  I  ask  if  the 
bon.  Member  for  Camborne  is  in  Order 
in  discussing  a  specific  Amendm^it  of 
bis  own,  when  the  Government  have 
itteatsd  to  the  Amendmest  before  tiie 
Gnmnittee. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  It  has  to  be  decided 
by  the  House  whether  the  words  *'at 
ftny  tioie"  shall  stand  part  of  the  Bule. 

Qaeetion  put  and  negntived. 

MB.PABNBLL(Oork):  TheAmend- 
tMnt  whicb  I  now  rke  to  move  is  one  of 
a  Bsiiss  of  Amendments  consequential 
upon  the  adoption  of  that  which  has 

Sst'been  agreed  to  by  the  House ;  and, 
r^  the  ad<^tkm  oi  the  last  AmoAd- 
Mit  immeasiurably  strengthens  the 
ftomids  oi  the  daim  I  .maloe  lor  each 
of  the  subsequent  Amestdments  whioh 
it  wSL  be.  iny  du^  to  press  upon  the 
House.  I  propose  to  insert  after '  *  Ques- 


j  tion"  the  words,  <* other  than  a  Quee* 
tion  arising  in  any  Bill  for  increasing 
the  stringency  of  the  Criminal  Law  in 
Ireland."  As  the  Bule  now  stands,  as 
has  been  pointed  out  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House,  it 
would  be  possible  for  a  Minister  to  come 
down  and  move  the  Seoond  Beading  of 
a  Bill  of  the  nature  oi  the  Grimes  Act« 
If  that  is  moved,  and  the  Motion  is  put 
iromtheOhair,  '*  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time,"  it  would  be  possible  ior 
him  to  claim  (as  he  would  claim,  and  as 
has  always  been  claimed  with  reference 
to  such  Acts  ior  Ireland)  urgency,  and 
he  would  be  able  to  get  up  and  make 
the  Motion,  ^^  That  the  Question  be  now 
put."  In  that  way  it  would  be  pos<- 
sible  for  him  to  carry  the  Second  Bead- 
ing of  a  Coercion  Bill  without  debate* 
The  House  will  perceive  that  the  Bule 
constitutes  a  very  startling  and  alarming 
alteration  of  Procedure.  Under  the  oil 
system  it  was  necessary  that  the  sense 
oi  the  House  should  be  manifest ;  and 
it  was  also  necessary  that  the  Speaker 
should  be  of  <^>inion  that  the  question 
had  been  adequately  discussed.  We 
have  here  nothing  about  the  sense  of 
the  House,  and  there  is  not  a  word 
about  adequate  discussion.  We  may 
have  to  look  forward  to  a  time  of  gpreat 
public  excitement  in  this  country,  when 
Ministers  may  think  it  their  absolute 
duty  to  get  Acts  of  Coercion  through  the 
House  without  delay ;  and  it  used  to  be 
the  custom  to  pass  Coercion  Bills  through 
both  Houses  oi  Parliament  in  a  single 
day  under  a  suspension  oi  the  Standing 
Orders.  That  has  not  been  the  case 
since  the  Ballot  Act,  and  other  Acts 
connected  therewith,  have  returned  to 
this  House  more  popular  and  more  de- 
mocratio  Members.  What  you  do  now, 
is  to  put  it  absolutely  in  the  power  oi 
Ministers  controlling  the  majority  to 
carry  the  seoond  reading  oi  a  Coeroioii 
Aet  after  a  single  night's  discussion, 
without  its  being  in  the  power  of  anyone 
to  put  forward  any  arguments  against 
the  Bill  —  it  will  leave  the  matter  en- 
tarely  in  the  hands  of  the  Minister  of 
the  day.  That,  Sir,  is  a  result  which 
we  are  bound  veiy  strongly  to  protest 
against  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  it  is  not  the  intention  to  use  tiiis 
Bule  in  aa  arbitrary  way.  But,  Sir, 
the  road  to  a  certain,  plaoe  is  paved  with 
good  intentions,  and  we  know  very  well 
what  becomes  of  the  good  intentions  of 
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Ministers  speaking  in  quiet  times,  from 
which  we  may  judge  what  will  heoome 
of  such  intentions  in  times  when  Mi* 
nisters  lose  their  heads  and  propose 
that  Bills  should  be  carried  in  the  ez> 
eitemeut  of  the  moment.  We  should 
fail  in  our  duty  if  we  were  not  to  pro- 
test strongly  against  the  possibility  of 
such  a  contingency  as  I  have  suggested. 
Ministers  are  always  exceedingly  anxious 
to  get  Ooeroion  Acts  through  the  House 
rapidly.  I  have  never  known  a  Min- 
ister having  a  Ooeroion  Bill  in  hand 
who  did  not  plead  that  the  powers  under 
the  Bill  should  be  given  to  him  without 
an  hour's  delay.  But  under  the  Eule, 
as  it  now  exists,  8^  Members  who  come 
here  pledged  to  oppose  coercion  for  Ire* 
land,  with  200  English  Liberal  Mem- 
bers on  these  Benches  pledged  also  to 
oppose  coercion,  and  with  many  Ooo- 
servative  Members,  followers,  and  sup- 
porters of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
pledged  also  to  oppose  coercion  for  Iro- 
land,  I  ask  if  it  is  not  right  that  we 
should  test  the  opinion  of  the  House  in 
regard  to  this  matter  ?  While  we  hare 
time,  ought  we  not  to  insert  some  safe- 
guards in  this  Eule,  which  will  prevent 
a  Minister  having  charge  of  a  (Coercion 
Bill  acting  in  an  arbitrary  fashion,  and 
preventing  that  due  discussion  which, 
above  all  things^  is  necessary  and  de- 
siraUe  in  the  case  of  such  measures? 
Do  the  Government  object  to  some  limi- 
tation of  this  Bule  ?  It  will  be  admitted 
that  when  the  Irish  measure  is  intro- 
duced it  will  be  of  an  exceptional  nature. 
I  do  not  intend  to  anticipate  what  its 
nature  will  be ;  but  how  do  you  suppose 
the  Irish  Members  and  English  Liberal 
Members  will  feel,  if  one  of  the  first  ex- 
amples of  the  application  of  this  Rule  is 
its  arbitrary  exercise  for  the  prevention 
of  discussion  on  a  measure  for  increasing 
the  stringency  of  the  Criminal  Law  in 
Ireland?  Do  you  think  we  shall  be- 
lieve we  have  been  fairly  treated  under 
the  eircumstanoes  ?  Do  you  think  it  is 
the  way  to  make  your  Business  pro- 
gress, that  you  should  use  these  wea- 
pons of  closure  against  the  Irish  people 
and  their  Representatives,  who  are 
vainly  struggling  to  mitigate  the  rigo- 
rous application  of  ooeroion  to  Ireland  ? 
I  think  we  have  a  strong  ease  that  the 
Government  should  aecept  this  Amend- 
ment, which  contemplates  measuiies  of 
an  extreme  nature  with  regard  to  Ire- 
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land.  If  they  do  not,  tfaeti"  afeps  viti 
be  haunted  throughout  the  rest  of  the 
discussion  upon  Uiis  Bale,  and  subse- 
quent Bules,  by  the  belief  on  the  patt 
of  Irish  Members  that  the  Govennment 
have  obtained  the  Bule  £or  the  certain 
purpose  alone  of  hurriedly  canryiag 
through  the  House  the  apnroaehiDg 
measure  of  ooeroion  for  Ireland.  If  that 
is  not  your  intention— -if  you  only  desire 
in  the  hands  of  the  Leader  of  the  Hease 
the  means  of  facilitating  t^e  geaertl 
public  Business  of  the  nation^  then  wfajr 
do  you  not  agree  to  this  very  reaBonab&t 
proposal  ?  Why  not  make  aa  eoceeption 
in  the  case  of  suoh  a  meaaure  as  Z  have 
indicated?  Is  it  not  desirable  that 
there  should  be  free  diseuBsion,  above 
all  things,  of  a  measure  of  coercion?  I 
ask  you  to  insert  this  safeguard  then, 
to  provide  that  under  no  temptation 
whatever  shall  it  be  poseible  for  ike 
majority  of  the  House,  or  the  Minieter, 
or  the  Chair,  in  the  excitement  of  the 
moment  to  prevent  Monbers  from  Ire- 
land fully  and  Areely  stating  their  views 
in  opposition  to  coevcive  measures  for 
their  country.  I  think  the  grounds  (or 
excepting  ooeroive  measures  for  Ireliutd 
from  this  Bule  are  of  unexunpled 
strength.  It  is  the  bdief  of  some  that 
the  aim  of  the  Government  is  to  obtain 
this  stringent  first  Bule  and  then  drop 
all  the  other  Bulea.  We  ahall  be  wl- 
^nted  with  your  new  and  keen  weapon, 
and  you  will  proceed  with  your  con- 
genial policy  of  coercion.  I  beg  to  mote 
to  insert  after  the  word  '*  Question"  in 
line  1  — 

<<  Other  than  a  Qaestion  arismg  in  any  Bill 
for  increaaiDg  the  stringency  of  the  Gmaiiill 
Law  in  Ireland.*' 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  after  the  word  *<QuMtion,"  toin^ 
sert  the  worda  **  other  than  a  Qnvtien  arisog 
in  any  Bill  for  increasing  tho  atringency  of  the 
Oiminal  Law  in  Ireland.'*— (ATr.  Pai-nelL) 

Question  proposed,  '*That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thb  chief  SEGEETABY  poe 
IRELAND  (Sir  Miohajil  HicKs-Baufl) 

Sristol,  W.) :  The  hoa.  Member  fer 
rk  (liir.  Pameli)  has  recognised  that 
these  Bales  were  brought  forward  to 
secure  the  better  condoot  of  the  Businefli 
of  the  HoQse,  and  yet  he  has  bronght 
forwaxd  this  Amendment  in  faroar  tfl 
which  he  has  not  adduced  anytiung  that 
can  be  regarded  aa  a  reaaonabls  argn* 
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mmi    Why  fthonld  this  House  decline 
to  apply  8ueh  Enles  to  proposals  for 
streDgtbening  the  Oriminal  Law  in  Ire- 
land while  they  are  made  applicable  to 
proposals  for  strengthening  the  Oriminal 
Law  of  England,  Scotland,  or  Wales,  or 
to  any  other  proposals  that  require  to 
be  folly  and  freely  disenssed  V   The  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Famell)  has  answered  his 
own  argoment,  for  he  has  mentioned 
tbat  there  are  85  hon.  Members  from 
Irdand  and  200  hon.'Members  from  the 
oUwr  parts  of  the  Kingdom  who  are 
^edged  to  resist  proposals  of  this  kind. 
Does  not  the  hon.  Member  really  think 
that  that  is  enough  to  secure  full  and 
free  discussion  for  such  measures?  Why, 
then,  should  such  proposals  be  specially 
excepted  from  the  Bnle  while  ail  other 
Business  is  not  ?    With  all  deference  to 
the  hon.  Member,  this  is  a  proposal  so 
extravagant  as  to  be    almost  absurd. 
The  Gbirernment  ask  for  no  exceptional 
iadlities  for  any  legislation  that  it  may 
be  our  duty  to  propose  with  the  view  of 
inarea<«ngthe  stringency  of  the  Oriminal 
Law  in  ^^and.    We  only  ask  that  such 
legislation  should  be  considered  under 
the  Bules  which  we  propose  should  be 
tdopted  for  all  the   Business  of  the 
House.    Oiroumstances  might  arise — as 
they  arose  a  few  years  ago — ^when  the 
House  may  be  asked  to  adopt  immediate 
Urgency  Rules ;  but  that  is  not  the  case 
now.    The  Government  at  present  ask 
the  House  to  adopt  Bules  for  the  ordi- 
nary Bastness  of  the  House,  and  in  that 
ordinary  Business  any  proposals  for  in- 
creasing the  stringency  of  the  Criminal 
law  in  Ireland  will  be  of  course  in- 
^ded.    Sir,  we  simply  decline,  with 
all  respect  to  the  hon.  Member,  to  accept 
the  proposal  he  has  made,  and  which  I 
^onot  think  he  has  made  with  any  an- 
tidnfttion  of  its  being  agreed  to. 

MB.M0LL0Y(King*8Co.,Birr):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  was  somewhat  surprised  at 
the  tone  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hieks-Beach)  adopted  in  reply  to  the 
Wttarks  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
fc»  the  city  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pameli).  The 
Amendment  idiieh  has  been  proposed  is 
one  of  very  great  importance  indeed  to 
^  sad  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
*MBoteme  it  as  absurd  is  not  the  way 
iihich  wiU  eany  eonviotion  to  the  House, 
^  tend  in  anv  way  to  facilitate  the 
2J^  of  the  ciebate.  Having  cast  his 
wt,  and  made  use  of  this  not  very 


courteous  phrase,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man disappears  from  the  House.  We 
ought  to  take  a  lesson  from  the  fate  of 
the  late  Mr.  Forster's  Coercion  Bill,  for 
which  urgency  was  demanded  and  ob- 
tained. Before  the  legitiqiate  debate 
on  that  Bill  was  finished,  and  when  the 
clock  had  marked  a  certain  hour,  the 
clauses  which  had  not  even  been  reached 
were  taken  fVt  ^loho  without  any  further 
discussion.  Such  a  thing  is  very  likely 
to  happen  again  under  these  Bules. 
Mr.  Forster's  Coercion  Bill  did  not  in 
the  least  attain  the  object  its  promoters 
had  in  view,  owing  no  doubt  to  the  fact 
that  it  was  never  properly  discussed. 
Of  course  on  certain  occasions,  I  admit, 
the  discussion  on  that  Bill  lasted  a  con- 
siderable time,  and  may  have  been  even 
wearisome  to  the  Government ;  but,  as  I 
have  said,  the  complete  failure  of  the 
Crimes  Act  was  due  to  the  fact  that 
many  of  its  provisions  were  not  duly 
considered.  In  olden  days  Coercion 
Bills  were  passed  by  this  House  in  the 
course  of  a  few  hours,  but  there  is  no 
one  to-day  who  will  say  that  the  passage 
of  those  Bills  was  fraught  with  anything 
but  evil  to  both  countries.  Formerly,  a 
Minister  in  a  state  of  frantic  excitement, 
and  animated  by  unnecessary  fears, 
brought  down  an  ill-considered  Bill,  the 
clauses  of  which  he  scarcely  understood, 
and  which  were  drafted  possibly  by 
order  by  lawyers  who  were  not  in  the 
least  acquainted  with  the  necessities  of 
the  country,  or  with  the  people,  or  with 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  Bill 
was  passed ;  and  therefore  it  was  not  un- 
reasonable that,  as  a  rule,  such  a  Bill 
did  a  great  deal  of  injury.  What  are 
we  doing  now  ?  According  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  the  Eules  we  are  introducing 
into  this  House  are  for  the  purpose  of 
accelerating  the  ordinary  Business  of  the 
House.  I  should  have  thought  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would  not 
have  had  the  courage  to  get  up  in  his 
place  and  speak  of  a  Coercion  Bill  as 
the  ordinary  legislation  of  this  House. 
The  whole  point  of  the  Amendment  and 
arguments  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  city  of  Cork  is  that  coercion 
is  not  the  ordinary  Business  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  What  is  a  Coer- 
cion BiU  ?  We  are  accustomed  to  Coer- 
cion Bills  in  this  House,  and  I  do  not 
wonder  that  some  hon.  Members  look 
upon  coercion  as  the  ordinary  Business 
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of  the  Tory  Party.  Coerciou  meaus  the 
suepejiaion  of  Habeas  Corpus.  When  we 
speak  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  we  are 
supposed  to  refer  to  the  foundation  of 
civil  liberty.  Courts  of  Justice  give  the 
most  generous  hearing,  and  stretch  the 
Bules  of  the  Court  to  the  very  utmost  in 
the  endeaTour  to  give  a  just  amount  of 
consideration  to  anything  which  trenches 
upon  the  foundation  of  the  civil  liberty 
of  the  subject.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
roan  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
asks  the  House  to  refuse  this  Amend- 
ment because,  forsooth,  the  Bule  is 
brought  in  for  the  purpose  of  accelera- 
ting the  ordinary  Business  of  the  House, 
and  asks  how  can  we  make  exception  in 
the  case  of  one  portion  of  the  ordinary 
Busiaess  of  the  House  ?    I  cannot  com- 

Eliment  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  upon 
is  experience  as  Chief  Secretary,  He 
will  find  that  before  very  long  that  coer- 
cion is  far  more  than  ordinary  and 
stronger  than  extraordinary  Business* 
Great  advances  have  been  made  of  late 
in  the  views  entertained  in  this  country 
upon  the  question  of  coercion.  There 
are  hon.  Members  sitting  opposite  who 
three  or  four  years  ago  looked — as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary does—  upon  coercion  as  the  ordinary 
legislation  of  this  House,  but  who  we 
shall  find  pledged  themselves  at  the  last 
Election  never  to  support  coercion  again* 
There  is  a  further  reason  why  we  should 
have  full  liberty  to  oppose  such  Bills  as 
the  Government  promises  relating  to  the 
Criminal  Law  in  Ireland.  Diversified 
in  character  as  Coercion  Bills  have  been, 
they  have  proved  a  succession  of  failures, 
and  it  is  for  that  reason  we  think  we  are 
entitled  to  have  a  full  and  free  discus- 
sion upon  the  new  Bill  that  is  promised. 
We  do  not  ask  to  be  allowed  to  debate 
the  measures  for  increasing  the  strin- 
gency of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland 
for  weeks  and  months.  That  would  be 
unreasonable.  Our  demand  is  a  very 
simple  one.  It  is  that  we  shall  not  be 
deprived  of  the  civil  rights  which  are 
given  under  what  you  call  the  glorious 
statute  of  liberty,  but  that  we  shall  have 
full  and  ample  time  to  discuss  the  coer- 
cive j^oposals  which  the  Government 
have  m  contemplation.  I  cannot  com- 
pliment the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  upon  his  effort  to-nicht. 
I  think  it  would  have  been  wiser  of  him 
to  have  held  his  tongue  altogether,  and 
left  it  with  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 

Mr.  MoUoy 


sury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  to  answer  tbie 
arguments  which  have  been  advanced 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
city  of  Cork  to  have  answered  them,  as 
I  have  no  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  would,  frankly  and  oourteously, 
and  with  an  endeavour  to  give  soma 
arguments  why  he  could  not  agree  to 
the  Amendment. 

Me.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  feel 
it  my  duty  to  join  my  hon«  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Molloy)  in  expressing  re- 
gret and  disappointment  at  the  speech 
delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  in  replying  upon 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr>, 
Parneli).  The  speech  of  the  right  hoa*. 
Qentleman  is  one  of  ill-omen  for  the 
future.  The  position  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  as  Leader  of  the  Irish 
Party  in  this  House,  and  also  as  the  re- 
cognized Leader  of  the  Irish  peofde, 
merited,  especially  at  the  present  critical 
stage  in  politics,  some  better  attention 
than  it  received  in  the  firm,  curt^  and 
discourteQus  words  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  uttered. 
My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pamell)  deaires 
that  any  proposal  brought  before  the 
House  to.incroase  the  stringency  of  the 
Criminal  Law  of  Ireland  shall  be  ex- 
cepted from  the  operation  of  thia  Bule. 
Will  the  House  allow  me  to  point  out 
for  a  moment  that  up  to  the  present 
time,  although  we  have  had  regidations 
of  closure  in  force,  we  have  had  at  least 
some  nominal  and  ostensible  protection 
in  the  nature  of  the  Bule  in  forcej  for 
the  initiatiye  lay  with  Mr.  Speaker,  and 
Mr.  Speaker  was  bound  according  to  the 
Bule  to  have  regard  not  only  to  the 
question  whether  the  matter  in  debate 
had  been  adequately  discussed,  but  also 
to  the  evident  sense  of  the  House.  We 
of  the  minority  felt  there  must  be  some 
protection  in  this  provision  for,  at  any 
rate,  the  closure  could  not  be  ordered 
until  there  had  been  some  debate,  and 
until  the  majority  in  the  House  had 
made  some  such  manifestation  of  opinion 
or  feeling  as  to  enable  the  Speaker  to 
decide  that  the  sense  of  the  Mouse  had 
been  manifested  in  a  certain  direction. 
In  the  present  Bule  these  aeourities 
have  disappeared.  No  doubt  an  hon* 
Member  has  still  to  conault  the  ChaxTi 
but  in  what  manner  has  he  to  do  it  It 
is  clear,  Sir,  that  any  hon.  Member  can 
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g9  to  your  ftide  and  say  to  you  in  private 
**Idettrethat  the  Question  be  now  put;" 
and  it  appears  under  these  Eules  that 
yon  would  be  entitled  to  say,  **Very 
w^l,  move  it,"  and  thus  wash  your  hands 
of  aU  responsibility  in  the  matter.     The 
Bule  merely  says  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  are 
to  give  your  consent.    Therefore,  as  it 
now  stands,  the  Hule  deprives  us  of  any 
security  we   may  hitherto    have   had. 
Now,  I  consider  that  if  at  any  moment 
the  r^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cKtary  for  Ireland  should  have  been  par- 
ticularly careful  in  replying  to  such  an 
Amendment  as  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oork  (Mr.  Pamell),  it  w  the  present 
moment.  We  all  know  that  the  proposal 
will  presently  be  made  for  increasing  the 
rtringenoy  of  the  Oriminal  Law  in  Ire- 
land; we  have  learned  that  from  the 
Qveen's  Speech.     The  House  is  well 
aware  that  at  the  present  moment,  and 
under  the  existing  system   of  the  ad- 
ministmtioa  of   the    Oiminal    Law,  a 
great  proceeding  of  State  has  closed  in 
die  disagreement  of  the  jury,  and  in  a 
ditagreemmit  of  the  jury  which  left  half 
on  ene  side  and  half  on  the  other.    If 
that  is  so,  is  it  not  apparent  that  the 
OoTenment  in  Ireland  can  put  no  con- 
fidence in  the  class   whom  they  have 
hitherto  singled  out  for  the  due  adminis- 
tration of  the  law?     It  is,  therefore, 
mere  essential  than  ever  that  the  circum- 
stanees  attendant  upon  the  passage  of 
measures  affecting  the  GrimlHal  Law 
in  Ireland   should    not  be  such  as  to 
eifito  the  indignation  of   the  people. 
The  future  administration  of  the  Crimi- 
nal Law  in  Ireland  is,  from  the  point  of 
▼iew  of  those  who  desire  effective  ad- 
nunistration,  a  black  asid  gloomy  future. 
If  a  Criminal  Law  ia  to  be  enacted  in  this 
House  under  circumstances  which  forbid 
t  full  and  free  expression  of  the  opinion 
of  the  Bi^resentatives  of  Ireland,  what 
is  the  first  effect  in  this  House  of  the 
applioatidn  of  the  closure  to  a  measure 
I       ^r  increasing  the    stringency  of  the 
I       Oriminal  Law  in  Ireland  ?    It  is,  as  you 
[       know,  to  beget  a  spirit  of  resistance  in 
the  ndnda  of  the  Irish  Members.    The 
Honse  is  aware  that  if  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers are  allowed  full  and  free  discussion 
iipon  a  measure  as  to  which  they  feel 
strongly  and  acutely  —  a  measure  in 
which  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the 
Irish  people  are  concerned — a  measure 
inyolvrng  the  deprivation  of  the  ordinary 
lights  of  the  Constitution  in  Ireland — 
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that  measure  is  likely,  in  the  long  run, 
to  go  through  more  smoothly  than  if 
the  Irish  Members  are  debarred  from 
discussing  it.  I  see  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Gosohen)  in  his  place,  and  I  would 
like  to  ask  him  whether  his  experience 
in  the  House  teaches  him  that,  upon  a 
measure  for  increasing  the  stringency 
of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland,  it  is  at 
all  likely  that  the  time  of  the  House 
will  be  saved  by  the  application  of  the 
closure— one  application  of  the  closure 
to  one  Amendment,  or  to  one  Clause,  is 
likely  to  lessen  the  ingenuity  or  to  de- 
crease the  resistance  by  which  subse- 
quent clauses  will  be  met  by  the  general 
.body  of  the  Irish  Members?  The  ap- 
plication of  the  closure  to  an  Irish  Co- 
ercion Bill  has  the  effect,  not  of  econo- 
mizing time,  but  eventually  of  dissipating 
it.  We  claim  full  debate.  We  are  a 
minority  here.  Ireland  sends  you  100 
Members;  four-fifths  of  them  are  of 
one  opinion  upon  any  such  measure  as 
that  foreshaidowed  in  the  Queen's 
Speech.  We  are  80  men  among  670. 
We  come  from  another  country,  another 
people,  from  people  of  a  different  race, 
of  a  different  history,  existing  now  in 
conditions,  socially,  very  different  from 
yourselves,  and  with  interests  of  the 
nature  and  extent  of  which  no  English- 
man, except  by  visiting  Ireland,  can 
have  any  accurate  idea.  I  claim,  there- 
fore, that  when  any  measure  comes  be- 
fore the  House  of  Commons  for  increas- 
ing the  stringency  of  the  Criminal  Law 
in  Ireland,  for  selecting  juries,  changing 
venue,  packing  juries,  not  only  have  we 
a  special  and  indefeasible  right  to  be 
heard,  and  fully  heard,  with  reference  to 
the  merits  of  every  proposition  contained 
in  such  a  measure,  but  we  are  the  only 
persons  in  this  House  who  are  compe- 
tent, by  experience  and  knowledge  of 
the  country  concerned,  to  instruct  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  country  upon 
the  merits  of  such  a  Bill.  I  remember 
a  few  years  ago — certainly  before  the 
Irish  political  question  assumed  eo 
acute  a  phase  as  it  has  taken  now — read- 
ing a  remarkable  passage  in  The  Times 
newspaper.  It  was  stated  that,  although 
Parliament  refuses  Ireland  a  great  many 
measures,  and  passed  a  great  many  mea- 
sures Ireland  did  not  Hke,  Irish  Mem- 
bers were,  at  any  rate,  listened  to.  I 
thought  that  was  very  inadequate  satis- 
faction.   It  is  something  to  be  listened 
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to  if  you  can  have  your  own  way ;  but 
you  will  not  listen  to  what  we  urge  in 
defence  of  one  cla^s  of  Bills  and  against 
another  class  of  Bills.    Not  only  do  I 
believe   that    any  attempt   to   employ 
closure  in  reference  to  a  Bill  for  in- 
creasing the  stringency  of  the  Criminal 
Law  in  Ireland  will  be  evil  in  its  effects 
in  this  House,  but  I  believe  it  will  be 
evil  in  its  effects  in  the  country.    There 
are  millions  of  people  in  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Wales  who  have  come  to  think 
that  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland,  as  at 
present  administered,  operates  against 
class.    There  are  millions  of  people  who 
think  that  any  increase  in  the  stringency 
ol  the  Qriminal  Law  in  Ireland  should  be 
watched  with  jealous  suspicion,  because 
they  agree  with  that  distinguished  and 
gallant  gentleman  (Sir  IRedvers  Buller) 
that,  un  to  the  present  time,  the  law  has 
been  administered  in  the  interests  of  the 
landlords  in  Ireland,  and  they  are  very 
unwilling    that    any    increase    in    the 
stringency  of  the  Criminal  Law  should 
be  made  without  MI  opportunities  being 
afforded  to  the  Irish  Members  of  ox- 
pressing  their  opinions,  and  eudeavour- 
mg  to  influence,  if  they  can,  the  public 
opinion  of  the  country.    However,  Sir, 
what  effect  will  it  have  upon  the  effi- 
cienqy  of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland 
if  it  is  felt  that  such  a  law  has  been 
passed  by  the  agency  of  Ragging  the 
Irish  Members?    Such  a  law  will  go 
forth  from  you  without  authority,  and 
will  come  back  to  you  without  respect. 
These  are  the  reasons  which  compel  me 
to  submit  to  the  House  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.    Friend   the    Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of   Cork  deserves  a 
better  reception  than  that  it  has  re- 
ceived at  the  hands  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land.   I  believe  that  the  harmony  of 
the  House,  the  satisfaction  of  public 
feeling,  and  the  eficiency  of  the  law 
will  be  injured  by  the  refusal  of  this 
Amendment. 

Mb.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) : 
I  join  in  expressing  regret  at  the  atti- 
tude which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beacn)  has  assumed  upon 
l^s  Amendment.  I  think  that  his 
greatest  enemies  must  acknowledge  that 
if  anyone  is  entitled  to  speak  for  Ire- 
land, and  to  put  forward  Irish  demands, 
it  is  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).     He  has  on  many 
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occasions  proposed  to  tho  House  mea- 
sures which  he  considered  necessary  for 
the  good  government  of  Ireland.    Thess 
measures   have   been  rejected,   and  I 
think  hon.  Members  will  acknowledge 
that  events  have  proved  that  the  House 
has  been  unwise  in   the  course  they 
have  adopted,  and  that  matters  would 
have  gone  smoothly  had  the  House  lis- 
tened with  a  little  more  attention  to  the 
very  moderate  claims  the  hon.  Member 
^Mr.  Pamell)  has  from  time  to  time  put 
forward.      The  claim  which  my  hon. 
Friend  now  makes  is  that  you  shoiuld 
exempt  any  coercive  measure  for  Ireland 
which  you  deem  it  necessary  to  intro- 
duce from  the  operation  of  thisBule. 
What  will  be  the  effect  of  a  Coercion 
Act  which  is  passed  if  the  Irish  Meniberfl 
have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  express- 
ing their  views  upon  the  Act?    iithe 
past  Coercion  Acts  have  produced  serions 
crime ;  but  if  you  pass  a  Coercion  Act, 
and  at  the  same  time  sag  Irish  Miembers, 
you  will  increase  crime  m  Ireland  ten- 
fold.   We,  who  loiow  the  Irish  people, 
know  that  these  Coercion  Acts,  to  pass 
which  Ministers  will  be  able  to  apply^ 
closure,  are  intended   for  one  dass  of 
people  only.    Many  Liberals  and  eren 
some  Conservative  Members  are  pledged 
to  oppose  coercion — they  will  violate  thefr 
pledges  if  they  facilitate  die  passing  of 
a  Coercion  Act  by  consenting  to  gag  the 
Irish  Members.    We  are  the  acCTedifed 
Representatives  of  the  Irish  people,  and 
ft  certainly  is  a  queer  state  of  things  if 
the  Constitutional  Party  ignores  com- 
pletely the  views  of  the  country  ootwli- 
tutionally  expressed.    We  submit  tkat  if 
this  Bule  is  extended  to  the  deb&tes 
which  we  shall  have  before  long  in  con- 
nection with  coercive  legislation,  yon  will 
only  aggravate   the  political  Airaatfw, 
you  will  furtherhtitatepeoplein  Ireland, 
and,  so  far  from  makmg  the  goterafient 
of  Ireland  less  difficult,  you  willmalp^ft 
more  difficult. 

Mr.  JACOB  BMGRHT  (Manehdrfer, 
8.W.)  :  Sir,  it  may  be  inipossible  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  PameU) 
to  carry  his  Amendment.  Still,  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  is  justified  in  moTing 
it,  as  a  protest  against  the  way  in  wWdi 
we  legislate  for  Ireland.  I  am  prt- 
pared  to  assert  the  principle  that  we  are 
extremely  unwise  m  endeiiroQrrag  io 
legislate  in  the  manner  suggested  bjftbe 
Amendment — to  increase  the  f^sAai^^ 
of  the  Criminal   Law  in  one  of  the 
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Thx^e  Kingdoms— if  the  Bepreeenta- 
fifes  of  tlie  people  of  the  Kingdom 
to  which  we  are  going  to  appl^  this  in- 
ereesed  Btringency  entirely  object  to  it. 
{^ftrliament  has  the  power  to  oyerride 
the  wishes  of  tlie  Bepresentatiyes  of  the 
Irish  people,   and  it  not  only  has  the 

tower;  but  it  exercises^thai  power.  We 
ave  been  aecuatomed  to  exercise  it  in 
the  most  flagrant  manner,  and  the  most 
conspicuous  instance  of  the  exercise  of 
that  power  of  late  years  was  in  1881, 
when  almost  the  whole  House,  in  a  sort 
of  pasdion,  suspended  the  Habeas  Corpus 
in  IrekncC  in  the  teeth  of  the  opposition 
ot  nearly  every  Irish  Bepresentative — 
not  only  the  Irish  Bepresentatives  follow- 
ing mv  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Corlc,  but  also  the  Ulster  Bepresenta- 
tifes.  Seeing,  then,  we  have  that  power, 
and  are  accustomed  to  exercise  it,  I  am 
willing  to  arm  Irish  Members  with  as 
much  authority  as  possible  to  resist  it. 
So^e  five  years  ago  the  legislation  in 
which. we  are  now  engaged  was  described 
by  hon.  Members  opposite  as  the  ^*  gag- 
ging legislation."  Well,  I  am  not  un- 
reaaonably  opposed  generally  to  the 
legation  in  which  we  are  now  engaged ; 
m  I  am  unwilling  to  apply  the  gag  to 
enable  you  to  increase  the  stringency  of 
the  CSriminal  Law  in  Ireland  without 
eonsnlting  its  Bepresentatives.  That 
being  so,  I  shall  wulingly  vote  with  the 
boD.  Member  for  Cork. 

Ma.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
cliffe) :  I  rise  to  support  the  Amendment 
pn>po86d  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.Pamell) ;  but  in  doing  so  I  venture 
to  Btiggest  a  slight  verbal  alteration. 
I  woild  suggest  the  insertion  of  the 
words  ''Qreat  Britain  and"  after  the 
w^  "in"  in  the  second  line  of  the 
Amendment,  so  as  to  make  the  Amend- 
^t  tpply  to  the  whole  of  the  Three 
Kiogdonw.  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
nal  union  of  the  Three  Kingdoms  would 
be  begt  promoted  by  makmg  not  only 
tbe  Ccimiual  Law  alike,  but  the  practice 
ol  the  Criminal  Law  alike  in  the  Three 
Kingdoms.  We  have  heard  since  this 
PttUauwntmet  from  a  very  high  autho- 
rity on  the  Benches  opposite — the  then 
I^a  of  the  House— the  noble  lord  the 
lumber  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Ban4obk  Churchill),  that  the  key-note 
^  iU  Qovemment  policgr  in  regard  to 
^>^wkI  was  equality  and  similarity 
m:  the  United  Kingdom.  Wo  have 
^  that  view  confirmed  by  hon.  Mem. 
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bers  on  those  Benches  within  the  last 
few  weeks,  and  I  understand  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach),  earlier  this  evening,  made  some 
such  suggestion  as  I  now  make.  It  does 
seem  to  me  that  if  there  be  any  freedom 
of  speech  in  this  House  it  should  apply 
to  any  proposal  with  regard  to  the 
Criminal  Law.  Twice  withm  the  last  14 
months  we  have  heard  you,  Sir,  as  our 
Speaker,  lay  claim  at  the  Bar  of  the 
House  of  Lords  for  freedom  of  speech 
in  debate  that  has  been  allowed,  as  it 
has  been  for  generations,  by  the  Crown. 
I  think  we  who  sit  on  the  Opposition 
Benches  are  only  fulfilling  the  highest 
duty  which  is  cast  upon  us  in  saying 
that  when  any  Government  comes  for- 
ward to  increase  the  stringency  of  the 
Criminal  Law  the  utmost  freedom  of 
speech  and  debate  shall  be  granted.  I 
therefore  beg,  Sir,  to  move  the  inser- 
tion of  the  words  I  have  mentioned. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  after  the  words  ''Law  in," 
to  insert  the  words  **  Great  Britain  and." 
-.(Jfr.  J.  E.  Mis.) 

Question  proposed,  <'  That  those  words 
be  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

Ma.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
I  think  there  will  be  no  objection 
on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Members  to  in- 
clude the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Bushcliffe 
Division  of  Nottingham  (Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellis)  in  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Tar- 
nell).  What  I  and  my  hon.  Friends 
complain  of  is  that  other  nationalities 
refused  to  Ireland  the  privileges  they 
enjoyed.  We  know  that  coercion  is 
coming,  and  all  we  claim  is  to  be  assured 
by  a  vote  of  Parliament  that  no  unfair 
use  will  be  made  of  the  Forms  of  the 
House  to  stifle  discussion  on  the  Coercion 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
ELicks- Beach),  some  years  ago,  was  one 
of  the  most  eloquent  opponents  of 
closure,  and  he  opposed  it  expressly  on 
the  ground  that  it  might  be  used  un- 
fairly against  Irishmen,  and  might  make 
the  task  of  governing  Ireland  more 
difficult  than  it  was.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  better  beware  that  he  does  not 
find  his  own  words  come  true.  If  ihe 
Chief  Secretary  beat  the  Irish  Members 
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down  in  a  Division,  and  make  unfair 
use  of  the  Bule  in  forcing  on  coercion, 
lie  will  find  the  ultimate  task  of  govern- 
ing Ireland  not  more  pleasant  than  it 
would  otherwise  be.  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  has  had 
the  opportunity  of  giving  us  an  assurance 
that  the  Eules  will  not  be  unfairly  used ; 
but  he  only  took  the  opportunity  to 
make  remarks  not  very  conaplimentary 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  There  never 
has  been  any  unfair  obstruction  carried 
on  by  Irish  Members,  p*  Oh,  oh !  "  and 
lau^hUr.']  Those  hon.  Members  opposite 
who  laugh  kno^  nothing  about  it— 
many  of  them  were  not  in  the  House  at 
the  time.  Mr.  Speaker  Brand,  who  was 
a  most  Constitutional  Speaker,  laid  down 
in  July,  1877,  a  definition  of  Obstruction 
when  he  declared — 

**  That  any  Member  wilfully  and  persistently 
obstructing  rublio  Business  without  just  and 
reasonable  cause  is  guilty  of  contempt  of  the 
House.*' 

I  maintain  that  the  Irish  Members  have 
never  conducted  a  prolonged  discussion 
without  *'iust  and  reasonable  cause," 
and  that,  therefore,  they  are  altogether 
free  from  the  charge  of  Obstruction.  But 
I  remember  that  Obstruction,  or  some- 
thing approaching  Obstruction,  has  been 
carried  on  by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  now 
occupy  the  Treasury  Benches,  and  I 
do  not  suppose  that  they  will  be  found 
to  repudiate  altogether  the  tactics  which 
greatly  assisted  in  carrying  them  to  the 
Ministerial  Benches.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott),  who 
has  so  distinguished  himself  by  hisformer 
opposition  to  the  closure,  once  said  that 
if  ever  there  was  a  time  when  a  vigorous 
and  sustained  opposition  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  a  Government  was  justifiable,  it 
was  when  that  Government  was  holding 
the  iron  hand  over  a  portion  of  the 
Kingdom.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  then  referring  to  the  policy  pursued 
towards  Ireland  Sy  the  Party  which  he 
has  since  left ;  but  it  is  to  be  hoped  that 
he  still  now  adheres  to  the  spirit  of  that 
declaration.  If  ever  there  was  a  time 
when  it  is  necessary  that  great  freedom 
and  even  latitude  of  discussion  should 
be  allowed,  it  is  on  proposals  intended 
to  increase  the  stringency  of  the  Criminal 
Law ;  more  especially  when  those  pro- 
posalSy  as  will  probably  be  the  case  in 
this  instance,  are  to  be  of  a  permanent 
and,  not  like  most  previous  Irish  coercive 
measures,  of  only  a  temporary  nature. 

Mr.  M,  J,  Kmny 
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On  one  occasion,  when  the  freedom  of 
the  Press  was  being  defended  in  tLis 
House  by  the  Whig  Party,  and  no  fewer 
than  23  Divisions  were  taken  in  one 
night,  Mr.  Burke  said  that  posterity 
would  bless  the  pertinacity  shown  on 
that  day.  The  Irish  Members  feel  that 
the  liberties  of  their  countrymen  are  as 
important  as  the  freedom  of  the  Press ; 
and  they  now  ask  not  to  divide  the 
House  23  times  in  a  single  night,  but 
that  there  may  be  a  fiill  and  fair  dis- 
cussion on  a  question  of  such  momentous 
importance  as  the  Criminal  Law. 

Mr.  J.  P.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo.  SO: 
I  think  that  any  alteration  of  the  Crimi- 
nal Law  for  England,  Ireland,  and  Scot- 
land ought  to  be  fully  and  fairly  debated, 
free  from  the  restrictions  imposed  by  the 
Rule  under  consideration.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Bea^)  ap- 
pears to  gloat  over  the  powers  sought  to 
De  obtained,  as  if  they  were  already  in 
his  hands;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man may  not  find  it  so  easy  to  get  the 
Coercion  Bill  that  he  is  so  anxious  for. 
This  Rule  may  be  passed  in  spite  of  the 
opposition  of  the  Irish  Members,  and  there 
is  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  use  it  in  the  tyrannical  spirit 
that  is  always  manifested  towards  my 
section  of  the  House  from  the  Benches 
opposite.  The  Government  may  socceed 
in  driving  Irish  discontent  under  the 
surface,  they  may  succeed  in  driving  the 
Irish  Members  out  of  the  Houee^-a  re- 
sult, by  the  way,  which  willTiave  no  ter- 
rors for  those  hon.  Members;  but  English 
Representatives  ought  to  take  care  lest 
they  should  realize,  when  too  late, 
that  the  powers  about  to  be  given  to  the 
Gt)vernment,  instead  of  injuring  Ireland, 
will  be  used  for  their  own  destruction. 

Mb.  BRADLATJGH  rNorthampton) : 
The  Amendment  of  the  non.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  RushdiffSB  Division 
of  Nottingham  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  has 
placed  me  in  some  difficulty.  I  had  no 
difficulty  in  supporting  the  Amendm^t 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell) ;  because,  although  it  reads  **  the 
increase  of  the  stringency  of  the  Criminal 
Law,''  I  assume  that  every  hon.  Member 
of  this  House  understands  tbat  to  mean 
that  kind  of  increase  of  the  stringeney 
of  the  Criminal  Law  which  ezpr^sly 
deals  with  the  suspension  of  the  Kberties 
of  the  subject,  and  fhe  applicatum  of 
coercive  legislation  against  persons  who 
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are  political  ofiTeoders  ratLer  than  ordi- 
nary criminals.      Now,   we    have    not 
had  in  England  in  modern  times—not 
within  ordinary  memory — such  increased 
fttnDgency  of  what,  doubtless,  is  Crimi- 
nal Law  technically  speaking,  but  would 
not  be  thus  ordinarily  understood,  and 
I  intended  to  support  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  very  much  in  consequence 
of  some  words  used  the  other  eyeniDg  by 
the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen).    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  no  one 
coold  doubt,  or  no  one  ought  to  doubt, 
the  British  sense  of  fair  play  being  pro- 
perly shown  under  all  circumstances  in 
this  House.     Well,  six  years'  experience 
in  this  House  gave  me  great  reason  for 
doubting  whether,  when  any  question 
arises  which  excites  prejudice  or  Party 
feeling  for  the  moment,  all  sense  of  fair 
play  might    not    be    forgotten.      And 
vhUe  I  held  and  do  hold  the  doctrine 
that  Parliamentary  Government  is  only 
poeaible  and  can  only  be  conducted  witn 
credit  when  the   minority   have   been 
fairiy  heard,  and,  if  they  are  an  un- 
popular minority,    indulgently   heard, 
still  I  am  of  opinion  that  after  that 
hearing  has  been  given  a  Parliamentary 
Government  can  only  be  well-conducted 
hy  submitting  to  the  voice  of  the  ma- 
jority. But  we  have  had,  without  doubt, 
over  and  over  again  within  the  past  few 
years,  instances  in  which  there  has  been 
uo  sense  of  British  fair  play  towards 
one  portion  of  these  Kingdoms,  and  I 
Bhould  have  voted  without  hesitation  for 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork.     I 
feel  now,    however,    in   this  diflSculty. 
There  is  no  kind  of  Amendment  of  the 
Criminal  Law  of  the  United  Kingdom 
that  could  not  be  included  under  the 
construction  that  might  fairly  be  put  on 
the  wording  of  the  amendment  last  pro- 
posed.    While,   therefore,   recognizing 
the  spirit  which  has  prompted  the  hon 
Gentleman  the  Member  vox  the  Bush- 
diffe  Division  of  Nottingham  TMr.  J.  E 
EUis)  in  making  his  proposal,  I  shall 
vote  for   the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Uember  for  Cork  as  a  protest  against 
unfair  play,  which,  I  think,  has  been 
shown  m  the  past,  and  which  may  be 
tbown  again  when  passion  is  roused. 
I  do  not  think  the  English  people  have 
iieed  of  this  protection.    Englisn  Mem- 
bers have  a  strong  backing  of  public 


opinion  behind  them,  which  can  make 
itself  felt  on  the  occupants  of  the  two 
Front  Benches;  but  experiencehas  shown 
that  there  is  not  that  protection  for  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland. 

Mk.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  shall  eive  all  the  support  in 
my  power  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  I  had  it  in  nay  mind 
to  propose  an  Amendment  to  the  Kesolu- 
tion ;  but  I  find  that,  in  my  absence,  it  has 
already  been  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Memoer  for  the  Rushcliffe 
Division  of  Nottingham  (Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellis) — ^I  refer  to  the  Amendment  which 
would  apply  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  lor  Cork  to  Great  Britain  as 
well  as  Ireland.  I  vote  for  an  Amend- 
ment of  this  nature  upon  the  broad  and 
general  principle  that  no  extraordinary 
legislation  in  the  direction  of  destroying 
the  liberties  of  the  subject  should  be 
permitted  in  this  House  without  the 
fullest  deliberation  and  consideration. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach),  in  what  I  may  call  his 
curt  rejoinder  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  said  he  certainly  could  not  think 
of  permitting  the  Amendment  to  pass, 
seeing  that  nie  Government  were  only 
asking  for  the  passage  of  these  Bules 
for  the  conduct  of  the  ordinary  Business 
of  the  House.  Well,  either  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  considers  coercive  legis- 
lation as  a  part  of  the  ordinary  Business 
of  the  House— and  I  am  not  sure  that 
that  is  not  the  general  view  of  Tory 
Governments— or  he  must  admit  that 
coercive  legislation  for  Ireland  is  not 
part  of  the  ordinary  Business  of  the 
House,  in  which  case  his  argument  in 
favour  of  passing  this  Bule  without  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  goes  for 
nothing  at  all.  I  should  have  felt  sur- 
prised at  the  somewhat  cynical  tone 
adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  in  this  matter,  were 
it  not  that  the  experience  of  those  who 
have  fought  in  past  years  against 
coercive  legislation  for  Lreland  proves 
to  us  that  it  is  no  uncommon  feature  in 
the  manner  of  the  occupants  of  the 
Treasury  Bench,  whenever  such  coercive 
legislation  is  in  question.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think  it  a 
very  impudent  thing  to  suggest  that 
such  an  Amendment  as  this  should  find 
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any  approval  at  all  in  the  minds  of  the 
GoTernment.  But  it  seemt  to  me  that 
it  18  the  most  proper  tkiag  in  the  world 
that  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  should 
make  a  stand  on  behalf  of  the  liberties 
of  their  fellow  -  countrymen.  I  g« 
further,  and  say  it  is  a  most  proper 
thing  that  we  who,  it  is  tme,  do  not 
represent  Irish  constituencies,  but  are 
sent  here  by  English  people,  should  side 
with  our  Irish  Friends,  and  insist  that  no 
undue  curtailment  of  the  liberties  of  the 
subject  shall  be  permitted,  either  in  Ire- 
land or  this  country.  The  Tory  Gtoyem- 
ment  and  their  supporters  are  constantly 
reminding  us — ad  nameam — that  the 
country,  at  the  last  Election,  decided 
peremptorily  and  finally  andnst  any- 
thing m  the  way  of  Home  Kule.  We 
have  our  own  opinion  upon  that ;  and 
probably,  if  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite 
were  to  enjoy  the  popular  meetings  that 
are  being  held  all  over  the  country, 
they  would  have  cause  to  agree  with  us ; 
but  if  the  country  decided  against  Home 
Bule,  it  also  decided  against  the  return 
of  the  exploded  policy  of  coercion  for 
Ireland. 

Mb.  SPEAKBB:  Order,  order!  I 
would  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  principle  of  coercion  is  not  the  sub- 
ject  of  discussion,  but  the  question  of  the 
application  of  the  ol6ture  when  coercive 
measures  are  introduced. 

Mr.  OONTBEABE:  I  was  endea- 
vouring, Mr.  Speaker,  to  lead  up 
mv  argument,  and  to  explain  and  jus- 
tify my  opposition  to  the  application 
of  the  cloture  to  this  subject  of  coercive 
legislation ;  but,  of  course,  I  submit  at 
once  to  your  ruling.  I  am  here  to  per- 
form my  duty  as  a  Member  returned 
against  any  coercive  legislation  for  Ire- 
land; and  I  am,  therefore,  bound  to 
take  this  earliest  opportunity  of  pro- 
testing against  any  modification  of  the 
Bules  of  Procedure  which  would  make 
such  a  policy,  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  more  easy  to 
carry  out  than  it  is  to-day.  We,  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  cannot  regard 
with  any  favour  any  Eule  which  will 
enable  a  Gh>vernment  to  throttle  free- 
dom of  discussion,  and  rush  through  the 
House  coercive  legislation.  There  may 
be  cases  where  it  may  be  necessary  to 
take  stringent  measures  in  the  shortest 
possible  time.  I  do  not  think  th^  are 
likely  to  recur — at  any  rate,  I  think 
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that  if  we  are  to  err  at  all  it  is  very 
much  better  to  err  on  the  safe  side 
rather  tiian  upon  the  danger  side,  and 
to  give  public  opinion  time  to  form  asd 
declare  itself  before  rushing  through 
coercive  legislation.  If,  as  I  say,  a 
great  crisis  arises  when  it  is  necessary 
to  pass  a  Bill  through  in  a  single  even- 
ing—a Bill  such  as  that  relating  to 
explosives,  consequent  upon  certain 
dastardly  attempts  of  the  djrnamite 
party— -would  it  not  be  possible  to 
deal  with  the  matter  by  special  Eeso* 
lution  of  urgency,  and  would  such  a 
course  not  be  better  than  running  the 
risks  which  the  adoption  of  this  Cloture 
Resolution  would  involve  ?  The  Con- 
servative Government  in  18S5  threw 
away  the  weapon  of  coercion ;  and  if, 
tiierefore,  the  re-eoactmeiit  of  coercire 
measures  is  to  be  considered  as  extra- 
ordinary legislation,  I  maintain  that 
to  the  Cloture  Bule  we  require  such 
Amendment  as  that  proposed. 

Ma.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) ;  Ve 
have.  Sir,  not  only  the  Constitutional 
liberties  of  Ireland  to  protect,  but  also 
the  privileges  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  would  protect  both 
these  privileges.    I  therefore  desire  to 
support  that  Amendment,  and  I  may  say 
I  should  not  consider  that  I  was  dis- 
charging my  duty  to  the  4,600  Irish- 
men who  sent  me  here  to  protect  those 
liberties  if  I  gave  any  other  vote.    I 
think  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  have 
a  right  to  complain  of  the  conspiracy  of 
silence  on  the  Treasury  Bench  in  re^rd 
to  this  Amendment,  many  hon.  Members 
having  risen  on  these  Benches  without 
eliciting  a   response  from  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opi>osite.    We,  Sir,  on  this 
side  are  endeavouring  to    secure  the 
freedom  of  discussion,  and  likewise  the 
rights  of  minorities.    So  long  as  we  sit 
in  this  House  we  shall  always  be  in  a 
minority,  and  our  only  hope  is  to  take 
every    opporutnitv    of    informing  the 
English  mind,  which  is  now  open  to 
our  demands  and  sympathizes  with  our 
interests.    I  consider  that  the  Amend- 
ment should  be  carried  for  this  reason 
— it  protects  the  Privileges  of  the  Chair 
and  of  the  House.   No  higher  definition 
of  the  Privileges  of  the  Chair  is  giren 
than  that  of  Mr.  Speaker  Lenthall,  who 
said — 
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*'I  have  neither  eyes  to  see  nor  tongue  to 
tpnk  id  this  place  bnt  aa  thia  House  is  ^Med 
to  dizoci  ma,  "whose  servant  I  am  here.*' 

Btitwhat  does  tbe  Speaker  beeome  if 
tie  Cloture  Rule  passes  ?  Does  he  be- 
cmne  the  protector  of  the  House  and 
the  guardian  of  its  liberties  ?  On  the 
contrary,  those  Privileges  wtH  be  left 
la  the  hands  of  the  Whip  of  thei  Go- 
Temmenf  Parly.  The  moral  force  of 
the  Speaker  wiU  be  leseened-^his  moral 
power  curtailed,  and  instead  of  beia^ 
arbiter  and  jtrdge  he  will  become  simply 
the  registration  machine  of  the  Whip  <^ 
the  Party  in  poirer.  Therefore,  ahhoogb 
it  may  oe  anpposed  that  I  hare  had 
less  regard  K>r  the  Privileges  of  the 
House  than  some  of  the  hon.  0«ntle- 
men  opposite,  I  say  ire  on  this  side  are 
the  tniest  friends  of  liberty  of  epeech 
and  the  Priyileges  of  the  House  and  the 
Chair  when  we  demand  and  impk^e  for 
our  country  the  right  to  haye  her  faults 
stated  and  her  grievances  discussed. 
It  has  been  suggested  that  this  pro- 
posal with  regard  to  coercive  legidation 
should  apply  to  England  as  well  as  to 
behnd. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  am  sorry  to  inter- 
roptthe  hon.  Member,  but  I  must  re- 
mind him  that  the  subject  before  &e 
House  is  not  coercion,  but  whether  the 
dSture  shaU  be  applied  to  coeroiye  mea* 
snres. 

Mr.  UAO  NEILL:  I  beg  to  be  ex- 
cused on  the  ground  of  inexperience  of 
the  Bules  of  the  House.  I  shall  possibly 
have  an  opportunity  of  speaking  else- 
where on  these  p<>ints.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land ^Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  has 
Baid  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
nifih  such  a  measure  as  one  for  coer- 
cion through  the  House  vrith  86  Irish 
and^  200  English  Members  pledged 
against  coercion.  The  best  reply  to  that 
18  the  reply  previously  given-— that  in 
1866  a  Habeas  Corpus  Act  for  Ireland 
was  rushed  througn  the  House  when 
ftere  was  no  one  here  to  protest  against 
It.  Before  the  existence  of  the  Irish 
Party  and  a  sympathetic  Liberal  Party, 
it  was  quite  usual  to  re-enact  coercion 
for  Ireland  in  the  Expiring  Acts  Oon- 
tuanance  Bill  at  the  end  of  Uie  Session. 
The  subject  was  not  then  discussed ;  but 
Cloture  18  now  deemed  to  be  necessary, 
hecanse  the  Irish  Members  are  deter- 
n^ed  to  discuss  the  subject,  and  deter- 


mined to  tell  the  English  people  xi-hat 
it  is,  so  that,  at  all  eventsi  they  will  not 
act  in  ignorance.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr,  Bradlaugh)  has 
cited  his  own  case  for  an  illustration, 
that  in  the  heat  of  political  and  religious 
passion  fair  play  is  not  shown  in  this 
House.  That  is  undoubtedly  the  fact 
with  respect  to  the  question  of  eoeroi(m. 
Fail  play  is  not  shown,  because  political 
feeling  is  heated  to  such  an  extent  as  to 
predude  the  exercise  of  calm,  judgment. 
In  support  of  this  statement  I  would 
refer  the  House  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Floyd,  which  occurred  in  the  time  of 
James  I.»  when  human  nature  was  the 
same  as  it  is  now.  Mr.  Hallam^  in  his 
CoMiitfUimal  Sidory^  cites  the  ease  of 
this  unfortunate  gentleman  as 

**  Aa  nnhappv  proof  of  the  disregard  that 
popular  ttssemhuea,  when  inflamed  b^  passion, 
are  ever  apt  to  show  for  those  principles  of 
equi^p'  and  moderation,  by  which,  howerer  the 
sophistry  of  contemporaTy  Ifictkma  may  set 
them  aside,  a  cahn  judging  ]^ostenty  will  aerer 
fail  to  measure  their  pcoeeedinga." 

If  this  Resolution  is  passed  in  its  present 
form  it  will  assail  the  liberties  of  mino- 
rities, the  Privileges  of  Pairliament,  and 
also  the  Priyileges  of  the  Chair — the 
very  gist  of  oar  pditioal  eacisteuDe.  As 
I  understand  it,  the  fimotion  of  the  Irish 
Members  is  to  inform  English  opinion. 
I  do  Aot  care  to  iatroduee  personal 
matters  in  conn^tion  with  smh  a  grave 
subject  as  this;  but  I  would. ask  who 
turned  out  the  liberal  Government  on 
the  question  of  coercion  in  1885  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  I  must  again  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  of  the  subject 
before  the  House. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL:  I  would  ajgain 
warn  the  Qovemment  that  their  ^litical 
existence  is  not  likely  to  be  continuous, 
and  that  the  very  instruments  which 
they  are  now  making  may  possibly  be 
used  against  thems^ves^  when  they  will 
be  unsupported  by  the  sympathy  of  the 
friends  of  liberty,  and  when  they  will 
be  allowed  to  feel  themselves  the  mea- 
sures which  they  mete  out  to  others. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) :  I  do  not  intend,  Sir,  to  go  into 
the  question  of  coercion,  but  to  oonBne 
myself  strictly  to  the  question  at  issue ; 
that  is,  I  understand,  oi  approval  or  dis- 
approval of  the  insertion  in  the  Eesolu- 
tion,  in  accordance  with  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell),  of  the  words — 

(Fowth  Night.'] 
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"  Other  than  a  question  arising  on  any  Bill 
for  increasing  the  stringency  of  the  Criminal 
Law  in  Ireland." 

I  understand  tliat  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  will  not  be  unwilling  that  his 
Amendment  should  be  amended  in  the 
sense  of  the  omission  of  the  words  *'  in 
Ireland."  I  shall  vote  for  the  insertion 
of  the  Amendment,  whether  the  words 
**  in  Ireland  "  be  included  or  not ;  but  I 
shall  Tote  for  them  more  heartily  and 
with  greater  satisfaction  if  they  end  at 
''  Criminal  Law.''  One  of  the  main  ar- 
guments that  I  must  urge  in  fayour  of 
the  addition  of  these  words  is  that  any 
questions  that  relate  to  the  Oriminal 
liaw  are  questions  of  a  peculiar  and 
isolated  character  in  our  legislation. 
It  isy  perhaps,  unnecessary  for  me  to 
mdce  any  quotation  as  to  the  importance 
of  our  Criminal  Law  ;  but  I  will  make 
three,  and  only  three.  Montesquieu,  in 
his  Ikprit  de$  Lo%$^  says — 

"  It  is  upon  the  excellence  of  the  Criminal 
Laws  that  chiefly  the  liberty  of  the  citizen 
depends.*' 

Blackstone  also,  in  reference  to  the 
system  of  English  Criminal  Law,  says — 

"  A  Constitution  that  I  may  venture  to  affirm 
has  under  Providence  secured  the  liberties  of 
this  nation  for  a  long  succession  of  ages." 

And  Mittermaier  eoncludes  his  work  on 
the  Penal  Process  of  England,  Scotliuid, 
and  the  United  States  by  saying — 

'*It  will  bo  more  and  more  acknowledged 
how  true  it  is  that  the  penal  legislation  of  a 
nation  is  the  keystone  of  l^t  nation's 
public  law." 

It  is  for  that  reason  that  I  desire  to 
exempt  any  question  of  the  Criminal 
Law  from  the  operation  of  the  Govern- 
ment Besolution.  If  there  be  anything 
that  distinguishes  the  English  nation 
from  other  nations,  it  is  its  great  and  re- 
markable respect  for  law,  and  especially 
for  Criminal  Law.  I  have  even  heard  it 
stated  that  evil  laws  might  be  enacted  in 
this  country  which  are  not  enacted  else- 
where, owing  to  the  habits  of  obedience 
to  the  law  which  are  so  universally 
diffused  among  the  people  of  England. 
I  would  here  quote  a  few  remarks  that 
were  made  on  a  very  remarkable  Bill. 
In  1736  there  was  proposed  in  this 
country  a  Bill  for  the  prevention  of 
smuggling,  and  I  would  call  attention 
to  some  of  the  sentiments  uttered  in  the 
debate  on  that  measure.  Lord  Chan- 
ceUar  Talbot  said — 

Mr,  James  Stuart 


ihe  EouU 


62S 


*'  For  this  reason  we  ought  to  be  extremely 
jealous  of  loading  our  people  with  pains  and 
penalties,  or  subjecting  them  to  a  multitude  0! 
penal  laws ;  for  oppression  may  be  easily  cloaked 
under  colour  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
many  may  be  han^d  or  transported  under  pie< 
tenoe  of  Uieir  havmg  been  gnUtyof  some  action 
made  penal  by  sts^ute,  withont  raising  any 
general  murmur  among  the  people,  or  giving 
Uie  alarm  to  those  who  do  not  then  think  them- 
selves in  danger  of  any  such  proeecution; 
whereas  the  least  act  of  oppression,  withont 
any  suoh  pretence,  would  raise  a  genenl  mBr« 
mur  and  give  an  universal  alarm»  because  eveiy 
man  in  the  kingdom  would  think  himself  in 
danger.  »  .  r  No  law  can  be  proposed,  for  the 
necessity  of  which  some  reasons  may  not  bo 
urged ;  even  the  meet  tyrannical  laws  have  besa 
nuuie  under  the  pretence  of  preventing  or 
punishing  some  real  abuse/*— (Prir/kunen^ffrj^ 
History,[ti\  1264-5.) 

The  whole  force  of  these  words  rests 
and  lies  in  this—that  the  people  of  £ng- 
land  obey  readily  the  law  enacted  by 
this  Parliament,  and  that  the  Criminal 
Law  of  England,  when  it  it  law  and  not 
discretion,  is  a  law  whidi  the  people  of 
England  obey.    Why,  Sir,  is  it  that  the 
people  of  England  obey  so  readi^  ths 
Criminal  Law  ?    Is  it  not  beoanseit  has 
been  well  known  to  be  a  yery  stable  hnr, 
a  law  not  readily  changed,  and,  abore 
all  things,  because  it  has  been  reoog* 
nized  as  in  no  sense  tainted  with  a  6b- 
vemment  flavour,  but  the  law  of  the 
Qenoral   Parliament  of   this  conntry? 
There  can  be  little  doubt,  I  think,  that 
when  we  have  established  this  dosare 
the  laws  which  we  pass  in  this  Pariia- 
ment  will  be  to  a  certain  extent — how- 
ever littie — ^tainted  with  a  Qovemment 
flavour.  I  do  not,  for  one,  object  to  that 
in  general ;  but  there  is  one  point  at  which 
I  do  certainly  object  to  it — that  point  is 
wherever  we  touch  on  the  Criminal  Law. 
I  feel  sure  that  everything  connected 
with  the  Criminal  Law,  whether  it  be  in 
England  or  Ireland,  ought  to  be  sub- 
jected to  the  minutest,  even,  I  will  yea- 
ture  to  say,  the  obstructive  investigation 
of  this  House,  so  that  there  may  be  no 
doubt  whatever  that  there  is  no  special 
Government  flavour  given  to  anything 
connected  with  the  Criminal  Law.^  I  no^ 
speaking  simply  of  the  applicatloa  of 
the  cloture  to    subjects    affecting  ^ 
Criminal  Law,  and,  to  use  an  old  phrase, 
I  say  let  there  be  "  hands  off"  on  this 
matter.    No  doubt  the  apology  for  the 
cl6ture  as  affecting  other  questions  will 
be  that  if  the  majority  exercise  it  nn- 
fairly  the  country  will  rebel,  that  100, 
perhaps  1,000,  newspapers  will  at  once 
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call  upon  the  country  to  notice  what  the 
GoTernment  have  done,  and  that  those 
who  80  readily  sympathize  with  the  op- 
pvessed  would  reiLaily  respond  in  the 
matter.     On  Uiie  point  I  would  qnote  a 

g'eat  Constitutional  lawyer,  De  Lolme. 
esays— 

•*  When  the  rulers  see  that  all  their  actions 
ard  exposed  to  pnbKc  Tiew,  that  in  consequence 
of  t^  celerity  with  whieh  all  things  become 
oommqaioated,  the  whole  nation  forms,  as  it 
were,  one  continued  *  irritable  body/  no  part  of 
which  out  be  touched  without  exoitmg  an  uni- 
TWial  tremor,  they  become  sensible  that  the 
caaseof  each  indrndual  is  the  cause  of  all,  and 
UMt  to  attack  the  lowest  among  the  people  is 
to  attack  the  whole  people." 

[Riat,  Sir,  is  the  exact  position  from 
which  we  in  England  view  this  Oloture 
BesolutioD,  and  we  feel  firm  and  secure 
ia  its  enaotment.  But  I  ask  the  House 
iiAether  the  whole  body  of  the  English 
people  have  bo  readOy  reeposded  in  the 
past  to  acts  oi  injiEBtiee  and  oppression 
wh^  they  have  been  oommitted  againet 
beland  ?  We  do  not  read  Irish  news* 
papers;  we  hear  littie  of  Irisli  com* 
{damts — tlM>itgh  bapinly  we  on  this  side 
of  the  HoBse,  at  any  rate,  are  now  sen- 
sible of  the  oppression  ia  Ireiaad.  But 
the  time  lias  been  when  the  oppressed  in 
that  ooan^  did  not  find  very  ready 
qrmpathy  in  England.  There  can  be  no 
dDttbt  that  we  have  become  aocustomed 
ta  violations  of  the  Criminal  Law  in 
Ireland,  and  to  negleet  the  protests 
of  the  Irisli  people;  and  I  oonoeive, 
therefore,  that  if  the  Irish  minority  be 
orerruled  in  this  country  by  the  ma- 
jori^  the  voice  of  this  country,  ignorant 
as  it  is  of  the  oireumstances  of  the  Irish 
people,  will  not  so  readily  respond  as  it 
weald  in  the  case  of  England  to  vindi- 
eate  their  rights  and  io  claim  their  duo 
position  b^core  the  law  of  this  coun^. 
It  is,  therefore,  not  only  on  acconnt  of 
the  great  importance  of  the  Oriminal 
Law  itself  that  I  support  this  Amend- 
ment, but  with  respect  especially  to  Ire- 
hod,  because  the  very  apology  for  your 
doasre  does  not  exist  in  its  hiYL  force  in 
ngard  to  that  country.  I  and  many  hon  • 
^ends  around  me  are  determined  not  to 
npport  eoereion  in  Ireland,  or  to  lessen 
the  difficulties  which  surround  the  adop- 
ts of  a  eo^itnve  poHey,  It  may  be 
said  that  to  be  consistent  we  sbonld 
^propose  the  exemption  of  all  Irish  ques- 
tioQs  from  the  operation  of  the  cloture. 
That  may  be  so;  but  the  real  difficulty 
ia  Ireland  is  that  there  is  no  trust  in  the 
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criminal  administration  of  tiie  country, 
and  it  is  because  I  desire  to  see  the 
Oriminal  Law  of  Ireland  framed  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  sentiments  of  the  vast 
majority  of  the  people  that  I  desire  that 
the  Irish  Bepresentatives  should  have 
on  any  question  affecting  an  alteration 
in  the  Criminal  Law  the  fullest  and 
amplest  opportunity  of  expressing  their 
opinions.  Though  I  am  in  favour  of 
the  cloture,  of  shortening  debates,  and 
of  more  rapid  Procedure,  I  desire  at 
this  moment  to  vote  for  the  exemption 
from  the  oloture  of  931  matters  afieotinfl' 
the  Oriminal  Law  both  of  Lreland  and 
England. 

Mb.  AltTHUR  O'OONNOE  (Done- 
gaV  E.)  :  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  sup^ 
port  the  MotifHL  of  the  boon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Buek- 
cliffe  Dirision  of  Nottingham  (Mr.  J. 
E.  EUas)  to  amend  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  (Mr. 
Parnell),  although  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  the  wording  of  it  is  not  altogether 
apt.  While  the  Amendment  would 
exempt  from  the  operation  of  the  BuJe 
measures  for  England  and  Ireland  it 
would  possibly  cover  the  admission 
under  the  Bnle  of  several  measures  of 
coercion  for  Ireland  alone.  Under  the 
present  circumstances  it  appears  to  me 
an  extraordniary  thing*  that  there  should 
have  been  a  succession  of  speeches  from 
this  side  of  the  House  and  an  obstinate 
and  continued  silence  from  the  Minis- 
terial Benches ;  and  I  cannot  help  being 
partictilariy  struck  with  the  demeanour 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  I  have  witnessed 
the  urbanity  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  through  a  series  of  years  in  this 
House,  and  I  must  say  that  his  curtness 
towards  the  hon.  Meoaber  for  Oork  this 
evening  has  astonished  me,  and  those 
who  observed  it  must  have  concluded 
that  some  very  strong  pressure  has  been 
put  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
cause  him  to  depart  from  his  usual 
bearing.  I  think  it  is  incumbent 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give 
us  some  idea  of  the  reason  fbr  the 
position  which  he  has  taken  up.  There 
is  a  remarkable  omission  from  the  speedi 
<xC  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  We  have 
beon  led  to  believe  that  the  Bules  are  not 
particularly  directed  in  any  way  to  the 
furtherance  of  coercive  legislaticHEi,  and  I 
expected  to  hear  from  the  light  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
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an  explaiULiioo  of  the  fact  that  whan  he 
put  his  hand  to  the  drafUog  of  Besola- 
tiona  £or  the  despatch  of  Snsineas  not 
lone  ago  he  neyer  bethought  himaelf  of 
au(£  lUiles  ae  we  have  now  before  ub. 
I  waa  a  Member  of  the  Coounittee  before 
which  the  Beadutiona  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  came,  and  there  waa  nothing 
in  them  which  at  all  reaemblea  the  Bule 
we  are  now  diaeoaaing.  We  hare  all 
ezpeofted  that  tiie  ri^t  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  giTe  aome  explanation 
of  the  ground  on  which  he  haa  ao 
atrangelj  altered  hia  original  poaitioo. 
What  haa  occurred  since  the  right 
hoo.  Gentleman  drafted  his  first  Ke- 
aolution?  The  construction  of  it  ia 
atjraagely  altered  for  the  worae,  becauae 
aince  then  we  hare  had  it  announced 
to  ua  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
that  it  waa  tiie  intention  of  the  Ghnrem- 
ment  to  urge  forward  ooerciTO  legisla- 
tion for  Ireland.  We  are  not  told  anj- 
thing  about  eoerciye  legialation  for 
Cbeat  Britain.  I  am  prepared  to  main- 
tain that  it  is  not  possible  to  adduce  an 
instance  from  the  historj  of  this  Houae 
that  auch  proposak  have  been  unduly 
obstnieted.  In  April,  1 883,  after  an  ex- 
plosion iA  dynamite  in  the  neighbour- 
nood  of  the  HousCi  a  BiU  was  carried 
through  all  its  stages  in  a  single  evening 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  then 
Home  Secretary  (Sir  William  Harcourt). 
If  yon  had  had  obstruction  applied  to  the 
criminal  measures  brought  in  a  year  or 
two  ago  in  consequence  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  a  certain  portion  of  society 
in  London,  do  you  imagine  that  if 
closure  had  been  in  force  the  Bill 
which  then  passed  into  law  would  hare 
been  improTcd  by  it?  Certainly  not, 
Sir.  You  propose  this  measure  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  rid  of  the  resist- 
ance of  hon.  Members  to  the  Bills  for 
coercion  in  Ireland.  But  coercion  in 
Ireland  has  neyer  attained  the  end  for 
which  it  was  devised,  and  in  this  House 
it  will  be  precisely  the  same.  Tou  began 
with  coercive  Bules  against  the  freedom 
of  hon.  Members  several  Sessions  ago ; 
those  Bules  have  disappointed  your  ex- 
pectations, uid  the  present  Bule  will  in 
due  time  also  disappoint  your  expecta- 
tions. It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of 
many  in  this  House  that  Jeremy  Ben- 
tham,  in  speaking  of  this  Assembly,  es- 
pecially dwelt  upon  the  fact  that  free- 
4om  of  discussion  was  here  unfettered ; 
he  compared  it  with  the  Assemblies  of 
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other  countries  where  there  are  devices 
for  urgency  and  the  closing  of  discus- 
sion, and  he  particularly  contrasted  the 
French  system  unfavourably  with  the 
ayatem  ol  thia  House.  If  you  go  on 
forging  new  fetters  for  hon.  Members 
of  this  House  you  will  soon  forfeit 
that  character,  and  you  wiB  find  thet 
the  stricturee  passed  upon  the  Proce- 
dure of  other  countries  wiU  not  only  be 
applied  to  your  Procedure,  but  eminentlj 
deserved 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOB  (Tipperaiy,  8): 
I  welcome  the  addition  proposed  b;^  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  BushcHffe  Divisioo 
of  Nottingham  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.   Member  ibr 
Cork  (Mr.  PameU),  because  the  effect 
of  the  alteration  will  be  to  include  coer- 
cive legialation  for  England ;  and,  that 
being  so,  it  will  probably  tempt  hoo. 
Menders  opjposite  to  depart  from  their 
con^iracy  of  sUraice  cm  this  question. 
We  have  had  manv  speeches  in  favour 
of  my  hon.  Friend^i  Amendment,  and, 
with  the  exception  of  the  curt  and  on- 
handaome  reply  firom  the  right  hon.  C^n- 
Ueman  the  vhief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
we  have  had  no  rep^  from  the  Goverci- 
ment  Bench.    I  thmk  the  right  W. 
Gentleman  the  First  L<Mrd  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  stated  that  the 
fact  that  there  were  so  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposed  to  coercion  for  Ireland  was 
a  gooa  reason  why  the  cloture  should  he 
applied — ^that  is  to  sav,  that  it  should 
be  applied  to  the  280  Members  who  are 
sent  here  to  oppose  the  facilitation  of 
coercion  for  Ireland.    If  that  is  the  law 
with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
to  rule  the  country,  the  sooner  the  House 
knows  it  the  better.    There  is  one  rea- 
son, besides  others,  why  this  Amend- 
ment should  be  passed.    There  is  no 
doubt  that  Parliament  has  been  fre- 
quently carried  away  by  passion.  Nov, 
if  full  discussion  were  allowed,  there 
would  be  time  given  to  the  country  to 
draw  breath,  and  recover  from  the  panic 
that  may  seize  it,  and  then  put  forth  its 
voice  to  prevent  the  House  plunging 
into  measures  which  in  calmer  momenta 
it  would  not  take.  This  House  is  asked  to 
have  some  limitations  of  the  Bules  that 
have  been  proposed ;  and  we  who  know 
the  efiPect  of  the  adoption  of  hasty  pro- 
posals, and  have  experienced  theeffectsio* 
our  own  persons  and  families,  are  inclined 
to  interpose  our  most  strenuous  efforts 
to  the  proposals  of  the   Government. 
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I  remember  in  times  past,  when  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  was  suspended  from 
time  to  time,  the  feeling  of  gloom  which 
was  spread  oyer  Ireland  through  the 
undue  haste  with  which  this  Parliament 
had  acted.  The  way  in  which  our  fami- 
lies were  disturbed  and  our  homes  broken 
up  is  still  strong  amongst  us ;  and  if  hon. 
Members  had  the  same  experience  as  we 
lave,  I  am  sure  they  would  hesitate  to 
afford  any  facilities  for  the  increase  of 
the  severity  of  the  Criminal  Law  in 
Ireland. 

^  Mr.  IfOLAN  (Louth,  N.) :  It  would, 
in  my  opinion,  be  more  dignified  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  to  stand  up  and  move  the  closure 
of  this  debate  than  that  hon.  Members 
should  cdme  trooping  into  the  House  to 
3rown  the  roices  of  Irish  Members  who 
ftre  speaking  in  the  interests  of  the  con- 
Btitaencies  which  they  represent.  If  hon. 
Uembers  could  be  induced  to  act  in- 
telligently, and  in  a  gentlemanly  man- 
iier 

IfR.  8!PEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
must  withdraw  thit  expression  as  re- 
gards hon.  Members  of  this  House. 

Mr.  NOLAN :  I  withdraw  it.  Sir.  I 
was  about  to  say  that  were  I  an  Engli^ 
Member  of  this  House  I  should  cer- 
tainly resist  any  attempt  to  introduce 
the  closure.  It  is  not  hard  to  discover 
the  object  which  the  Government  havo 
in  view  in  introducing  this  Bule  from 
the  utterances  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
in  this  House.  It  is  their  intention  to 
apply  the  Cloture  Rule  to  hon.  Members 
from  LreTand,  because  the  charge  has 
been  made  that  they  are  in  the  habit  of 
obstructing  the  Business  of  the  House. 
But  that  charge  I  beg  leave  utterly  to 
deny.  In  1 866  an  important  measure  of 
coercion  was  passed  in  this  House  in  a 
teiy  short  time;  since  then  matters 
bave  gone  from  bad  to  worse  in  respect 
of  crime,  although,  happily,  a  change  in 
that  respect  has  recently  come  over  the 
countiy.  It  behoves  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  therefore,  to  take  into 
consideration  that  coercive  measures  in 
the  past  could  not  bring  the  people  of 
Ireland  within  the  tyranny  of  a  class. 
^  ^%}?  support  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend. 

Dr.  0OMMIN8  rBoscommon,  8.) :  To 
the  cloture  in  the  aostract  I  have  no  ob- 
jection whatever,  and  I  will  admit  that 
^  good  measure  of  cWture  would  not 
^nly  be  rational  in  itself,  but  conducive 


to  the  acceleratton  of  Business  as  well 
as  to  the  better  performance  of  its 
functions  by  this  legislative  machine,  as 
it  has  been  well  called.  But  will  this 
be  so  ?  There  is  no  doubt  that  this  Eule 
is  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  accele- 
rating the  passage  of  a  Coercion  Bill  for 
Ireland.  Will  anyone  get  up  and  deny 
that  it  is  not  intended  to  apply  to  the 
discussion  of  any  of  the  measures  intro- 
duced this  Session  with  the  exception  of 
one  ?  It  is  that  one  measure  of  coercion 
to  which  it  is  intended  to  bo  applied.  I 
think  English  Members  should  pause 
before  introducing  a  measure  with  such 
an  object,  and  that  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  would  be  recreant  indeed  if  th^ 
did  not  raise  their  roiees  in  protest 
against  the  Eule.  We  have  haa  Coer- 
cion Acts  enough  for  Ireland;  some 
passing  in  a  few  hours,  some-  of  them 
occupying  weeks  of  the  time  of  the 
House,  and  now  we  are  threatened  with 
another.  In  Ireland  ^e  great  object 
seems  to  be  to  make  war  on  pnblie  opi- 
ni<in — ^the  GFovemment  make  war  upon 
public  opinion  there  by  proclamations 
and  by  prosecutions  for  eonspiraoy.  We 
know  what  has  been  the  effect  of  that  in 
Ireland ;  we  know  that  neither  prosee«- 
tions  nor  proclamations  will  stifie  public 
opinion  there,  and  that  closure  will  not 
stifle  the  voices  of  Irish  Members  in 
this  House  who  are  sent  here  to  give 
effect  to  that  public  opinion.  I  am  glad 
that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  J.  B.  ElHs) 
has  enlarged  the  scope  of  my  hon. 
Friend's  Amendment,  and  that  he  has 
brought  us  face  to  face  with  the  fact 
that  you  cannot  stifle  tiie  voiee  of  Irish 
Members  in  this  House  without,  at  the 
same  time,  striking  a  blow  at  freedom 
of  speech  in  this  country  and  raimg 
the  voice  of  the  people  of  England  in 
its  deduce.  For  these  reasons,  I  shall 
vote  for  the  Amendment  before  the 
House. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradfbid, 
W.) :  I  am  glad  to  find  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  has  been  amended  by  t^e 
addition  of  the  words  *' Great  Britain 
and  Ireland."  There  is  no  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  who  doubts  what  is  the 
intention  and  practical  aim  of  this  Eule. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph  ChurohiU) 
gave  us  to  understand  that  it  was  to  be 
the  primary  governing  principle  of  the 
Tory  Party  and  Government  that  there 
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waB  to  be  nothing  peculiar  in  the  future 
ia  the  gojemment  of  Ireland.  We  have 
before  us  at  this  moment  the  request  that 
before  this  Sule  is  passed  which  mi^ht 
in  future  imperil  liberty  of  debate  in  this 
House  upon  the  most  vital,  constitu- 
tional, and  heart- stirring  questions,  as 
tax  as  possible  freedom  shall  be  given  us 
to  examine  the  collateral  bearings  of  the 
questions  which  will  come  beu>re  us. 
The  freedom  and  rights  of  every  citiJEen 
in  this  B^alm  is  affected  by  the  present 
position.  The  Front  Bench  opposite  has 
met  the  complaints  £rom  this  side  of  the 
House  with  almost  absolute  silence.  I 
admire  the  discretion  of  right  bon. 
Qentlemen  opposite.  But  a  iwort  time 
ago  every  man  among  them  was  railing 
aeainst  any  curtailment  of  the  Privileges 
of  hon.  Members  of  this  House,  and  the 
adoption  in  any  form  of  this  system  of 
dosure.  If  I  were  to  go  over  the  whole 
question  I  could  present  to  the  House  a 
spectacle  anything  but  creditable  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land will  excuse  me  if  I  say  that  he  is 
meeting  in  an  unbecoming  manner  the 
anxiety  whidi  exists  in  this  House  with 
regard  to  the  curtailment  of  the  liberty 
of  debate.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Pameli}  that  the 
question  has  become  one  wnioh  affects 
this  country ;  and  I  think  we  are  entitled 
to  demand  from  the  Gbvemment  that,  at 
any  rate,  the  new  Eule  shall  not  be 
applied  to  any  Bill  to  fetter  the  rights  of 
the  subject,  or  give  increased  stringency 
to  the  Criminal  Law.  We  have  the 
satisfaction  to  know  that  we  have  arrived 
at  this  stage — that  the  object  for  which 
this  Bule  is  now  proposed  is  d^nite  and 
specific.  It  is  impossible  to  disconnect 
these  two  points  of  consideration.  We 
are  asked  to  alter  the  Bules  of  J^ocedure 
and  further  curtail  the  rights  of  debate 
in  order  that,  when  a  subsequent  measure 
is  presented  to  us,  the  ancient  freedom 
of  debate  which  has  existed  in  this  House 
may  no  longer  exist.  I  am  exceedingly 
surprised.  Sir,  that  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment should  so  suddenly  turn  its 
back  upon  its  principles  as  to  make  such 
a  proposal  in  this  House,  Sooner  or 
later  l  suppose,  when  these  Bules  are 
passed  by  the  present  House  of  Com- 
mons, the  way  will  be  secure  for  the 
further  progress  of  Business,  and  for  the 
principal  measures  which  the  Gov^n- 
ment  now  in  power  are  preparing  for 
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Parliament,  especially  in  regard  to  Ire- 
land.    I    anticipate   that,    when   that 
time  comes,  the  whole   Party  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  will  be 
sorely  exercised.      The  great  minority 
here   on  the   Opposition   Benches  wiU 
pr^are    to  oppose    that   measure  for 
which   this   is   a  preliminary   and  a 
clearing   of   the    way;    and  even  for 
those  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  have  established  for  themselves  ths 
name   of    Liberal   Dissentients  I   am 
afraid  the  moment|will  be  a  veiy  distresa- 
ing  and  a  sorely  exeroieing  one.     Be 
that  as  it  may,  I  believe  that  the  (mly 
object  of  the  Government  in  proposiiig 
this  further  curtailment  of  debate  is  in 
order  to  apply  a  gag  to  the  Irish  Mem- 
hers.     I  am  prepared  to  support  the 
Amendment  oi  the  hon.   Member  for 
Cork  (Mt.  Pamell).    I  see,  siUingoppo- 
site,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen). 
I  make  the  admission  that  I  did  net 
notioe  in  great  minuteness  what  he  said 
at  his  late    Election  in  St.  (George's, 
Hanover   Square  —  [Crm    qf  *' Ques- 
tion!"]—but  at  Liverpool  he  declared 
himself  still  a  Liberal,  though  s^arated 
from  the  Liberal  Party*    [^mi^  crist 
0/ ''Question!"]     If  hon.  Gentlemen 
will  be  patient,  they  will  see  how  very 
closely  the  observations  I  am  nowmaking 
bear  upon  the  question  which  is  before 
the  House.    The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
avowed  himself  a  Jjiberal,  for  an  excep- 
tional moment  identified  with,  and  willing 
to  connect  himself  with,  the  Tory  Party. 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  noble  Marqness  the 
Member  for  Boasendale  (the  Marqueas 
of  Hartington),  who  is  the  most  potential 
force  in  the  House  at  this  moment,  made 
a  loan  of  the  right  hon.  Gendeman  as  a 
sort  of  General  of  Division  to  the  Toiy 
Party.    Well,  Sir,  loans  are  sometimes 
made  on  easy  terms,  and  seedtimes  oa 
severe  term&    I  think  the  right  boo* 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ei* 
chequer  was  a  loan  made  to  the  Con- 
servative Party  on  rather  severe  terms. 
[Criei  0/  ** Question!"!     I  appeal  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whe- 
ther he  is  prepared  to  turn  his  back 
upon  all  Liberal  traditions,  and  stand 
by  the  Conservative  Party  in  the  cur- 
tailment of  the  Privileges  of  <his  House 
and  of  its  individual  Memben^  wliil^ 
fundamental  and  ConstitutionalqueitioDf 
affecting  the  liberty  of  the  subject  are 
specially  inyolved  P  After  the  a^saraafi^ 
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given  to  ^le  Goveriim^nt  from  tUs  mde 
ef  the  House  that,  bo  far  as  the  ordinary 
Basiness  of  Parliament  is  ooncemed, 
tbwe  is  no  objection  to  any  modifieation 
ol  the  Buks  whioh  Business  necessities 
intolre,  cannot  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
nmn  be  appealed  to,  if  he  has  got  a  rem- 
nant left  of  that  rag  of  Liberalism  with 
whieh  he  formerly  coyered  his  political 
nakedness,  to  intervene  and  say  that  in 
iJie  most  vital  question  of  the  increase 
of  the  stringency  of  the  Criminal  Law, 
a  question  which  affects  Ireland  directly, 
and  the  maasof  the  people  of  this  country 
iocBreotly,  the  Law  of  Closure  shall  not 
i^piy  ?  I  sincerely  hope  that  at  a  sub- 
sequent stage,  when  this  Bule  is  passed, 
-a  diteet  Motion  will  be  made  with  the 
specific  object  of  reserring  to  us  our 
Irse^kmi  in  the  discussion  St  this  great 
and  fundamental  question  of  individual 

The  PIB8T  LORD  of  toe  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  SinTH)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  The  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Tiling  worth)  has 
addressed  an  impassioned  appeal  to 
^  Ohanoellor  of  the  Sxdiequer  (Mr. 
GoB^hen),  bj  the  Liberal  principles 
to  which  he  was  attached,  to  vote 
agamsl  the  proposals  of  Her  Ma- 
l^ty^  Goremment.  I  look  on  the 
Front  Bench  opposite  for  the  Leaders  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Illingworth) ; 
I  look  for  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  B;  Gladstone), 
tbe  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Haroouii;),  and  the  other  right 
km.  Gentlemen  whom  the  hon.  Member 
lov  Bradford  is  accustomed  to  follow, 
^ej  are  not  in  their  places^  and  there 
is  BO  sign  that  they  are  prepared  to 
as^  Oie  hon.  Member  in  the  course 
irfaioh  he  adroeates  with  so  much 
iraraiih.  I  do  not  wish  to  seem  to. 
iBdce  any  diistinotion  whatever  between 
Ireland  and  Gbeat  Britain,  and  there- 
fcre  the  Goyemment  will  agvee  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
RaflbdiffB  Division  of  Nottingham  (Mr. 
J.  £.  EIHs) ;  but  no  exception  whatever 
a&n  be  made  to  the  operation  of  the 
Bide.  If  it  can  be  shown  that  increased 
powers  are  necessaiy  to  enable  the  au- 
thorities charged  in  any  part  of  the 
limpire  with  maintaining  law  and  order, 
i9ie  aeomity  of  property,  and  the  safety 
^lile,  to  Mfil  fheir  duty,  the  measures 
irtiieh  must  be  passed  to  confer  such 
powers  ought  not  to  be  excepted  from 


any  gfeneral  Rule  implying  to  the  ordi- 
nary conduct  of  Business  in  the  House. 
I  refuse  to  believe  that  the  Liberal  Party 
identify  themselves  with  the  protection 
of  crime,  and  I  declare  in  this  House  that 
it  is  a  calumny  to  say  that  any  men  who 
feel  compelled  to  bring  forward  measures 
for  the  improvement  of  the  law  have 
the  slightest  desire  to  stifle  discussion, 
or  to  prevent  the  full  eicposition  of  the 
views  ^at  can  be  urged  against  their 
proposals.  Hon.  Members  opposite 
seem  to  think  that  it  is  a  pleasure  to 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  have  to  propose  to  Parlia- 
ment measures  which  they  know  must 
be  adopted,  but  whioh,  in  their  hearts, 
thev  regret,  and  only  bring  forward 
under  a  sense  of  positive  duty.  [^Hams 
RuU  9ru$  of  ''Weakness ! "]  To  hon. 
Members  who  charge  the  Goremment 
with  weakness  I  would  reply  that  no 
Government  that  desires  to  exist  in  a 
condition  of  peace  and  ease  would  pro- 
pose measures,  however  neoessary,  which 
would  be  certain  to  meet  with  violent 
opposition  and  the  most  searching  criti- 
cism. The  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment are  not  proposabfor  the  limitation 
of  adequate  discussion,  and  there  is  no 
intention  to  interfere  with  freedom  of 
debate  or  liberty  of  speech.  Our  pro- 
posals are  made  with  the  intention  of 
restoring  to  Paiiiament  its  rightful  au- 
thority, power,  and  influence,  and  of 
enabling  it  to  legislate  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Queen's  subjects,  and  to  transact 
the  Business  of  the  country.  The  object 
of  the  Government  is  to  secure  that  there 
shall  berealfreedom  of  debate,  asopposed 
to  that  licence  of  speech  which  is  value- 
less in  itself  and  impedes  all  good  work. 
Me.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  I  am  dis- 
posed to  aeree  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  in  accept- 
ing the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Eushcliffe  Division  of  Notting- 
ham (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis) ;  and  I  congratulate 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  having  at 
last  let  the  eat  out  of  the  bag  and  dis- 
closed the  real  motives  which  underlie 
the  action  of  the  Government  in  pressing 
forward  these  Bules  post  haste  upon  the 
House.  IiVom  the  moment  that  the 
right  hon.  (jhntleman  adopted  t^e  un- 
precedented course  on  the  first  day  of 
the  Session  of  asking  for  the  whole  time 
of  the  House  for  the  Bules  of  Procedure, 
I  knew  well  that  the  real  object  of  the 
Tory  Party  was  not   to   facUitate   the 
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general  Basineas  of  tke  House,  but  to 
obtain  faeilitiee  for  pacing  eoereion,  and 
from  that  moment  I  made  up  my  mind, 
that  the  fight  against  ooercion  had  com- 
menced. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
find  that  he  has  done  himself  no  service 
when,  in  an  unguarded  moment,  be,  in 
the  speeeh  just  delirered,  showed  what 
he  had  tip  his  sleeve.  We  are  not  to 
be  deoe&Ted  by  specious  pretests  as  to 
maintaining  the  dignity  of  the  House 
and  the  freedom  of  debate.  When  did 
the  Tories  ever  strire  for  the  dignity  of 
the  House,  or  for  the  freedom  of  debate, 
except  when  they  had  a  Coercion  Act  in 
progress?  They  were  only  asxiousabottt 
these  points  when  coercion  for  Ireland 
was  impending,  as  when  they,  in  1882, 
supported  the  existing  Buks  brought 
forward  by  the  Liberal  Qovemment.  It 
was  on  that  occasion  that  they  first  cttt 
for  themselves  the  rod  that  was  after* 
wards  fashioned  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  when  he  brought 
forward  his  New  Eules,  and  whan  those 
New  Bules  were  passed  by  the  action  of 
the  Tory  Party  Uniting  with  the  libetal 
Parf^  for  ihe  purpose  of  facilitating  the 
passage  of  a  Coercion  Act  tor  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  will 
find  that  he  has  out  a  much  riiarper  and 
more  severe  rod  for  his  Own  back  and 
the  backs  of  his  Friends,  which  will  be 
administered  by  the  Liberal  Party,  the 
Radical  Party  most  likely  of  the  future, 
in  the  days  when  the  Conservative  Party 
is  weak  and  helpless,  and  hopelessly 
struggling  for  existence. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put, 

**That  the  words  <  other  than  &  Question 
arising  in  an^  Bill  for  increasing  the  stringency 
of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land '  be  there  inserted." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  165  ;  Noes 
264 :  Majority  109.— (Div.  List  No.  23.) 

Mb.  PABNELL  (Cork):  I  am  not 
without  hope  that  the  Government  will 
assent  to  the  Amendment  which  I  am 
now  about  to  propose — namely,  to  ex- 
cept Votes  in  Supply  from  the  operation 
of  the  Bule.  The  question  of  Suppty  is 
entirely  different  in  its  bearing  and  as- 
pect ftom  other  questions,  such  as  Totes 
upon  Bills  and  Motions.  Qoestionsin 
Bupply  are  peculiarly  associated  and 
identified  with  the  historical  struggles 
trough  which  our  forefathers  Imre 
passed  in  wresting  their  liberties  from  the 

Mr.  Fam$a 


bands  of  the  Stuaris.    In  tiiose  days 
this  House  successfully  asserted  its  ri^ 
of  controlling  Grants  of  Supply  to  the 
Grown.    The  Ministers  of  the  day»  al- 
though they  undoubtedly  did  represent 
a  majority  of  the  electors*  did,  at  the 
same  time,  represent  Parliament;  and 
we  ought  not  to   forget,  for  a  single 
instant,  that,  under  our  Constitutional 
system,  they  were  able  to  exerdse,  and 
did  constantly  exercise,  a  power  not  de- 
rived from  Parliament,  apart  from  Par* 
liament,  without  consultation  with  Par- 
liament, a  power  of  making  ti39aties  and 
making  peace,  or  declaring  wur,  wbiob 
might  be  of  yital  impejrtaoce.    This, 
therefore,  is  not  a  time  for  the  House  to 
relax  its  grasp  upon  tke    eo«trol   of 
Supply.    When  Europe  appears,  to  bs 
on  the  point  of  conflagratioQ,  whe^,  at 
any  moment^  the  country  may  be  drswa 
into  a  war  of  which  none  of  ue.  may  see 
the   end,  and  when  this  may  happ^ 
owing  to  the  want  of  the  oontrel  of  tbe 
House  of  Oommons  oveir  S«p|dy,  this 
surely  is  not  the  time  to  relax  atgr  ef  t^ 
Oonsiituiional  restraints  which  pur  Smh 
fathers  won   after  years  of  -struggle 
The  House  will,  therefor^  do  well  to 
consider  what  the  bearing  md  the  effeot 
of  the  new  doanre  Bute  will  be  asre* 
gards  its  operation  in  Supply.    It  will 
not  be  the  harmless  instrument  which 
was  fashioned)   alter  discussion,  yesii 
ago ;  but  it  will  be  one  of  new  and  un- 
exampled  stringency,  whioh  will  give 
power  to  a  Minister  to  come  down  to4he 
House  to  propose  a  Vote  in  Supply,  sod 
to  mo7e  the  Ohair  that  the  Question  be 
now  put  without  allowing  any  debate 
whaterer.    [«*  No,  no !  *' J     Hon.  Qwi- 
tlemen  say  ''  No,  no  I  "  but  what  I  have 
stated  is,  ne? ertheless,  the  absolute  £M)t 
What  I  adc  is,  that  safegnarda  shall  be 
inserted  to  prcTent  the  abuse  of  thi4 
very  stringent  Bole,  which  gives  a  blank 
cheque  to  the  Government  of  a  mofti 
extraordinary  and  unlimited  chsraotsr« 
I  therefore  claim  the  support  of  the 
Chancellor    of    the   Exchequer,   upon 
whom  I  look  as  a  financier  of  ino«( 
distinguished  position  and  experience. 
I  think  the  right  hon.  GenUemaa,  as  ft 
prudent  business  man,  will  say  that  it  is 
not  desirable  to  entrust  Iiord  Saiisbaiyi 
or  the  Leader  of  this  HotAS,  with  a 
blank  oheque  of  such  an  extensive  chs- 
raeter  as  the  New  Bules  will  afford  him> 
and  which  will  enable  him,  if  he  isiroiii 
that  he  will  be  supported  by  a  migoa^} 
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to  ^ecxnro  the  Vote  of  Money  to  any 
extent  for  the  purpose  of  any  war,  how- 
efver  iniquitous  or  however  opposed  to 
the  sense  and  feeling  of  the  people  of 
Hin  country,  without  debate. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  after 
ihe  word  "Question,"  to  insert  the 
words  '*  other  than  a  Vote  in  Committee 
of  Supply."— (1/r.  PamsU.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  FERST  LOED  of  thb  TEEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Sir,  the  hon.  Member 
op{K)6ite  has  forffotten  that  this  question 
wits  debated  early  in  the  evening  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  foor  North  Galway  (Oolonel 
Nolan).  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
fomded  the  greater  part  of  his  speech 
on  the  power  to  deal  with  Votes  in 
Sopply,  as  well  as  proceedings  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  whh  the  Obairman 
in  the  Ohair.  It  will  also  be  in  the  recol* 
b^tion  of  the  House  that  the  hon.  and 
gsUant  Member  especially  referred  at 
great  length  to  questions  of  Supply. 

Mb.  PAENfiLL:  I  wish  to  remind 
fte  right  hon*  Oentleman  that  I  ex- 
presiiy  refrained  (Vom  speaking  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  (Colonel  Nolan),  as  I  had  an 
Amendment  of  my  own  on  the  Paper. 

Mn.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  did  not  refer 
to  the  hon.  Member's  remarks  at  all.  I 
merely  rellerred  to  the  remarks  of  the 
het.  and  ffallant  Member  for  North 
Mway,  whose  principal  objection  to 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  was 
^at  it  gave  to  a  Member  the  power  now 
pewosBod  by  the  Speaker  and  the  Chair- 
man, with  dte  sanction  of  the  Speaker 
tnd  Chairman.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  objected  very  much  to  Votes  in 
Supply  bedng  dealt  with  under  anv 
power  of  clMure;  but  I  myself  think 
there  is  probably  no  portion  of  the 
duties  of  the  House  in  which  the  closure 
may  be  required  more  frequently  than 
hi  Committee  of  Supply.  It  will  be  in 
^  recollection  of  the  Hoxise  that  last 
Besiien  there  were  debates  which  ex- 
tended possibly  crer  many  hours  on, 
peth^M,  the  Queen's  Plate,  or  a  char- 
wooxan,  and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
W  (Oolonel  N<dan)  has  admitted  that 
in  consequence  of  protracted  debates  on 

nvall  questions,  later  in  the  evening, 
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short  time,  because  the  exigencies  of  the 
country  required  that  they  should  be  so 
voted.  I  can  only  repeat  that  discussion 
will  not  be  limited  when  discussion  is 
necessary,  and  the  importance  of  the 
subject  requires  it ;  and  I  will  venture 
to  say  that  if  such  a  question  as  that  of 
peace  or  war  were  raised  in  the  House, 
and  a  Vote  of  Money  taken  upon  it,  no 
Government  would  propose  to  take  such 
a  Vote  without  full  and  ample  discussion, 
nor  do  I  believe  that  the  majority  of  the 
House  would  support  them  in  doing  so« 
It  is  impossible  for  Her  Majesty's  GK>- 
vernment  to  accept  an  Amendment  ex- 
empting Committee  of  Supply  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bule. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  amazed  at  the 
line  taken  l^  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  Because  the  hon.  and 
gallant  G-entleman  (Colonel  Nolan)  hap- 
pened accidentally  to  make  a  reference 
to  the  question  of  Supply,  that  is  held  to 
be  a  reason  why  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Pamell),  specifi- 
cally dealing  with  the  subject,  should 
be  regarded  as  unworthrthe  attention 
of  the  Government.  What  is  the  ease 
presented  by  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  ? 
Few  private  Members  of  this  House 
have  attended  more  asBidiK)usly  to  Sup-* 
plpr  than  myself,  and,  I  regret  to  say, 
with  precious  little  advantage.  [Irani- 
eal  ehi4r9.'\  I  can  assure  hon.  Gentle- 
men  that  I  very  much  appreciate  their 
ironical  cheering.  There  has  been  going 
on  lately  in  this  country  a  most  enor* 
mous  national  expenditure.  The  Tory 
Party  have  been  the  worst  sinners  in 
promotinjg  that  expenditure.  f^Oh, 
oh !  "]  Sir,  I  appeal  to  the  recoltection 
of  the  House,  and  I  appeal  nersonally 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  whe- 
ther, on  every  occasion  when  a  Liberal 
Government  has  been  in  power,  and  has 
proposed  increased  expenditnre,  every 
imit  in  the  Tory  Party  has  not  voted  in 
favour  of  the  proposed  increase  ?  There 
is  now  a  new  spirit  coming  over  the 
Conservative  Party,  or,  at  any  rate,  over 
an  individual  or  two  of  that  Party,  in 
favour  of  economy.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said  that,  over  and  over 
again,  small  items  such  as  those  ex- 
pended on  the  Queen's  Plates  and  the 
Boyal  Yacht,  and  what-not,  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  has  fixed 
upon  as  instances  of  notorious  extrava- 
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gance,  or  of  a  policy  on  tlie  part  of  the 
country  that  ought  to  be  modified  or 
altogether  abandoned;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that,  after  spend- 
ing many  hours  over  small  items  such 
as  these,  the  larger  items  of  expenditure 
have  been  necessarily  passed  without 
much  discussion.  I  will  explain  how  it 
is.  It  is  because  there  has  formed  in 
the  House  a  considerable  Party  pre- 
pared to  put  an  end  to  these  small 
items;  but;  unfortunately,  such  has 
been  the  state  of  feeling  in  this  House 
that  we  have  not  been  able  to  rally 
whenever  the  Qovemment  has  come 
down  with  proposals  of  extravagance  in 
connection  with  the  Army  or  the  Navy, 
and  some  of  us  are  looking  forward  with 
delight  to  the  altered  oonditions,  when 
the  Tory  Party,  casting  its  scales,  is 
likely  to  be  of  service  in  the  reduction 
of  the  large  items  of  expenditure.  It 
is  not  necessary  to  tell  us  we  neglect  the 
larger  items  and  fix  our  attention  on  the 
smaller  ones.  The  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  is  this — that,  where 
there  may  be  a  wide  difference  of  opinion 
on  a  question,  there  should  be  at  least 
six  hours'  discussion  in  the  House  and 
two  hours  in  Committee  before  the 
Question  is  allowed  tobe  put. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  That  is  not 
the  question  before  the  House. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH  :  That  is  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  is  claiming.  If 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  is  enabled  to 
carry  this  Amendment,  the  two  subse- 
quent Amendments  would  not  be  neces- 
sary so  far  as  the  Committee  of  Supply 
is  concerned.  After  the  eminently  un- 
satisfactory reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  there  is  no  other  course 
open  to  those  who  wish  to  preserve 
proper  freedom  for  the  Bepresentatives 
of  the  taxpayers  of  this  country  than  to 
vote  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 

Sib  EDWABD  EEED  (CardiflT) :  It 
is  my  intention  to  vote  in  favour  of  this 
Amendment.  [^Laughter.']  It  is  quite 
easy  for  the  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  laugh  under  existing  condi- 
tions ;  but  I  will  ask  them  to  remember 
that,  by  rejecting  the  Amendment,  they 
are  casting  away  the  right  of  the  Be- 
presentatives of  the  people  to  discuss 
the  question  of  Supply,  whenever  the 
Government  of  the  day  choose  not  to 
allow  them  to  discuss  it.  That  is  what 
you  are  about  to  give  away,  and  I  have 
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only  to  say  this — that  I  believe  that  if 
the  Government  were  now  to  strike  down 
this  Privilege  of  Parliament  in  discuss- 
ing even  the  voting  of  Supplies  to  the 
Crown  they  will  drive  debate  from  this 
House  into  the  country,  and  will  bring 
about  a  revolutionary  agitation.     Why, 
what  is  It  that  has  made  this  country 
safe,  but  the  knowledge  of  the  fact  that 
its  Bepresentatives  can  come  here  and 
make  themselves  heard  ?    And  what  the 
Government  is  doing  this   night  is  to 
declare  that,  though  the  Bepresentatives 
of  the  people  may  come  here,  they  will 
not  be  allowed  to  discuss  any  matters 
except    those    which    the   Government 
think  fit,  and  not  even  Yotes  in  Supply. 
What  is  the  oeriod  chosen  for  such  a 
limitation  of  the  privilege  of  debate  as 
this  ?  It  is  a  period  when  the  people  of  the 
country  are  awakening  to  the  necessity 
of  closely  scrutinixing  and  discussing  the 
Estimates  more  than  ever  thej  have  been 
discussed  in  the  past.    It  seems  to  me 
that,  if  this  Amendment  be  rejected,  I 
shall  be  forced  to  discuss  the  Estimates 
with  my  constituents  at  Cardiff^  as  I 
shall  not  be  allowed  the  privilege  of  dis- 
cussing them  in  Parliament,    1  have  not 
the  slightest  doubt  that,  if  the  Hoiue 
passes  this  proposal,  the  time  is  not  far 
distant  when  it  will  have  to  repeal  the 
legidation  it  is  now  about  to  carry  out. 
Mr.  LIONEL  COHEN  (Paddington, 
N.) :    The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  said  that  if  it 
was  in  the  power  of  a  Minister  to  come 
down  to  the  House  and  obtain  a  Vote 
in  Supply  without  adequate  discussion 
it  would  result  in  a  wasteful  expendi- 
ture, and  in  the  country  being  com- 
mitted to  a  course  of  policy  abroad  of 
which  Parliament  might  disapprove.   I 
ask  the  House,  for  the  veiy  reasoBS 
which  the   hon.  Member  has  himself 
given,  to  emphatically  reject  this  pro- 
posal.   Put  the  converse  of  his  argu- 
ment—  which  is  the  greater  danger, 
that  a  servile  House  might  give  to  an 
autocratic  Minister  the  resources  which 
he  asks,  and  give  them  after  inadequate 
discussion,  or  that  demands  indispen- 
sable for  the  Public  Service  might  be 
delayed    bv    destructive    and    dilatory 
opposition  r    There  is  another  point  in 
his  argument  which  I  also  adduce  to 
the  House  as  a  reason  for  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  Amendment.   The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman quoted    an  observation  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
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exchequer  (Mr.  Qoschen)  —  namely, 
that  he  objected  to  %vve  a  blank  cheque 
to  Lord  SaJiaburj.  My  commercial  train- 
ing leads  me  to  give  a  blank  cheque 
to  no  one ;  but  if  I  am  to  choose  be- 
tween persons  to  whom  I  would  give 
a  blank  cheque,  I  would  rather  give  it 
to  anyone  high  in  the  confidence  of  the 
Crovm,  such  as  a  Prime  Minister,  or 
anyone  else  who  was  at  the  head  of 
affairs,  than  to  any  hon.  Member  with 
85  supporters,  who  might  use  it  in  a 
way  detrimental  to  the  interests  of  the 
oountry.  The  arguments  of  the  hon. 
Member  I  adduce,  therefore,  as  the 
strongest  reasons  for  the  rejection  of 
this  Amendment. 

MR.LABOnCHEBE:  I  congratulate 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Cohen)  on 
being  prepared  to  give  a  blank  cheque 
to  a  nobleman,  rather  than  to  the  whole 
of  this  House. 

Mb.  LIONEL  COHEN:  I  said  I 
'vould  rather  give  a  blank  cheque  to 
whoever  may  be  at  the  head  of  i^airs, 
rather  than  to  any  one  individual  who 
mifht  be  able  to  enlist  85  supporters. 

Mb.  LAJBOUGBEBE;  A  nobleman 
18  at  present  at  the  head  of  affairs, 
therefore,  I  do  not  think  I  misrepre- 
sented the  hon.  Gentleman.  It  ap- 
pears that  the  Prime  Minister  wishes 
to  transpose  the  old  proverb,  for  he 
sajs  w%  ought  to  take  care  of  the 
pounds,  and  the  pence  will  take  care 
of  themselves.  If  we  assent  to  the 
proposal  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  ^Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  we  shall 
never  be  able  to  take  care  of  the 
pence  or  the  pounds.  I  have,  how- 
STer,  risem  for  a  pacific  object.  It  is 
to  ask  some  Gentleman  on  the  Trea- 
sor^  Bench  to  be  good  enoueh  to  ex- 

{1am  to  me  somethmg  about  uiis  Sule. 
want  to  know  whether,  supposing  a 
Vote  is  inroposed,  say  of  £100,000,  and 
if  it  is  divided  into  a  series  of  items, 
and  if,  after  a  somewhat  lengthy  dis- 
cussion on  the  first  item,  the  closure  is 
proposed  and  adopted,  would  the  Vote 
be  taken  upon  that  particular  item,  if 
there  is  a  Motion  for  the  reduction  of 
the  Yote  by  that  item,  or  upon  the  whole 
Vote,  would  the  dosure  preclude  other 
Amendments  upon  the  Vote  ?  That  is 
vhat  I  should  Uke  some  Gentleman  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  to  explain. 

Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  The 
Westion  just  put  by  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  will  have  to  be  an- 

YOL.  OOOXL     [xmBD  sbeies.] 


swered,  and  answered  very  decisively. 
I  shall  repeat  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  but,  before  I  do  so,  I  wish  to 
say  that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was  dis- 
tinguished by  remarkable  poverty  of 
fact,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  up  for  that  poverty  by  what  I 
may  calf  an  unsuspected  force  of  imagi- 
nation. He  said  that  we  have  been 
occupied  in  Committee  of  Supply  for 
several  hours  in  discussing  the  wages  of 
a  charwoman.  If  that  is  so,  tltat 
charwoman  would  become  historical. 
I  challenge,  or  perhaps  I  ought  to  say, 
I  invite  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or 
his  Oolleagues,  to  verify  that  observa- 
tion, or  anything  like  it,  by  reference  to 
the  records  of  the  House.  I  have  had 
as  much  experience  for  some  years  past 
of  Oommittee  of  Supply  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  and  I  say  without  fear 
of  contradiction  that  whenever  the  Irish 
Members  have  extended  the  time  of 
discussion  of  Estimates  relating  to  Ire- 
land principles  of  vital  moment  to  the 
liberty  of  Ireland  have  been  involved. 
My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pamell),  in  lan- 
guage of  great  significance,  has  spoken 
of  the  immense  importance  which  the 
question  of  Supply  acquires  from  the 
relation  it  bears  to  the  present  disturbed 
condition  of  Europe ;  and  I  warn  the 
House  that,  with  a  Minister  at  the  head 
of  affairs  like  Lord  Salisbury,  who  has 
been  called  the  perturbator  of  this 
country,  that  if  it  relaxes  its  grip  over 
the  public  purse  by  adopting  this  Eule 
without  modification,  the  Government 
of  the  day  may,  at  any  moment,  drag 
the  country  blindfold  into  a  European 
war.  I  would  ask  the  House  to  remem- 
ber that  the  most  conspicuous  Member 
of  the  Government — namely,  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Faddington 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill),  lately  left 
them  on  a  question  of  economy,  because 
he  considered  that  the  Estimates  for  the 
year,  which  are  directly  concerned  in  the 
Amendment,  are  swollen  beyond  the 
demands  of  public  property  and  the 
capacity  of  the  country  to  provide  for 
them.  The  people  of  this  kingdom  at 
large  will  tiunk  it  very  strange  that  the 
next  step  of  the  Government,  after 
having  been  deserted  by  the  late  Chan<- 
oellor  of  the  Exohequer,  is  to  endeavour 
to  gag  the  Sepresentatives  of  the  people 
in  discussing  the  Votes  in  Committee  of 
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Supply.  Once  more,  I  ask  vhat  is  the 
use  of  loading  the  Chairman  of  the 
Oommittees  with  powers — which  will 
not  be  powers,  but  burdens — when  the 
fact  is  notorious  that  he  has  not  em- 
ployed those  powers  already  in  his 
possession?  The  present  Chairman  of 
Committees  has  never  had  occasion  to 
warn  Irish  Members  for  irrelevance  or 
tedious  repetition,  although  British 
Members  have  fallen  under  his  lash  for 
both  those  offences  more  than  once.  I 
see  the  late  Chairman  of  Committees 
(Mr.  Baikes)  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  and  I  would  press  upon  him  the 
inquiry  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton f  Mr.  Labouchere),  as  to  how  the 
proposed  Bule  will  operate  with  regard 
to  votes  in  Supply  which  are  generally 
divided  into  various  sub-headsembracing 
a  great  many  separate  items.  If  the 
cloture  is  applied  to  one  Amendment, 
it  will  cancel  all  the  other  Amendments 
to  the  Yote  under  consideration.  A 
Division  will  take  place  upon  the 
Amendment,  then  the  cloture  can  be  at 
once  applied  on  the  question  of  the 
Yote.  A  Division  can  be  taken,  and  in 
that  way,  in  the  space  of  time  that 
would  be  occupied  by  four  Divisions, 
the  Government  can  compel  the  House 
to  grant  them  millions  of  money.  I 
submit  that  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  should  be 
answered  not  curtly  and  cursorily  but 
fully  and  precisely,  before  the  House 
proceeds  another  inch  with  the  discus- 
sion of  this  Bule.  At  a  moment  when 
the  question  of  economy  has  been 
brought  into  prominence,  and  the  Esti- 
mates will  require  fuller  and  more 
careful  consideration  than  ever,  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  people  should 
not  have  their  traditional'  check  upon 
the  expenditure  of  the  country  reduced 
to  a  meaningless  and  empty  form,  but 
should  be  able  to  exercise  efficient  con- 
trol over  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

ThePOSTMASTEE  GENEBAL 
f Mr.  Baikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
I  think  that,  with  all  the  acuteness  the 
hon.  Member  always  brings  to  bear 
upon  the  unravelling  of  complicated 
propositions  in  this  House,  he  nas,  on 
the  present  occasion,  rather  failed  to 
make  out  his  case,  or  to  render  it  suffi- 
ciently plain  to  anyone  who  has  studied 
the  proposed  new  Bule.  The  proposal 
of  the  Government  makes  no  substantial 

Mr,  Sexton 


difference  in  the  existing  regulationa  of 
debate.  It  differs,  I  think,  from  the 
existing  Bule  merely  in  being  a  little 
more  particular,  definite,  and  clear.  If 
the  new  Besolution  is  used  to  deal  with 
a  particular  Amendment  the  Chair  will 
be  appealed  to  by  an  hon.  Member,  and 
the  consent  of  the  Chair  having  been 
obtained,  leave  will  be  asked  to  pat  tb^ 
Question.  This  differs  from  the  existing 
practice  in  so  far  as  the  initiative  is  not 
taken  by  the  Chair,  but  by  some  hon. 
Member  with  the  consent  of  the  Chair. 
The  hon.  Member  has,  I  think,  magnified 
the  danger,  not  fuUy  recognizing  how 
important  an  element  is  the  neoestarj 
previous  consent  of  the  Chair,  and  I  a^ 
the  House,  whether  it  is  possible  that 
the  Chair  could  be  occupied  by  a  puhlio 
servant  who  would  be  guilty  of  such 
disgraceful  practices  as  would  be  involved 
in  forestalling  the  introduction  of  any 
fair  Amendment  in  the  manner  indi- 
cated? 

Db.  COMMINS  (Boacomtnon,  S.) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
do^n  has  very  cleverly  evaded  the  difi&- 
culty  which  has  been  proposed,  and  the 
arguments  which  have  been  offered  to 
elucidate  it.  The  argument  is,  that 
under  the  proposed  Bule  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  will  have  j^wer  to  deal 
with  a  Yote  as  it  stands  without  discus- 
sion or  debate.  A  Minister  may  come 
down,  and  propose  to  close  a  debate 
directly  a  Yote  is  submitted,  and  in  that 
way  money  might  be  voted  without  dis- 
cussion. That  would  be  a  departure 
from  the  old  principle  which  has  always 
prevailed  in  regard  to  our  dealings  with 
Supply,  and  would,  practically,  be  giving 
a  Imnister  a  blank  cheque  without  al- 
lowing the  House  that  amount  of  con- 
trol and  power  of  criticism  which  it  has 
always  possessed  in  money  matters. 
The  course  the  Gbvernment  are  taking 
amounts  to  what  is  known  as  the  ''  con- 
fidence trick."  You  are  to  trust  a  Mi- 
nister with  the  money  of  the  country,  in 
order  to  show  what  confidence  you  hare 
in  him.  You  trust  he  will  take  good 
care  of  it,  and  will  give  it  back  to  jou ; 
but  you  find  that  the  persons  who  are 
victims  of  the  **  confidence  trick  "  in  the 
streets  very  seldom  get  back  the  money 
they  have  handed  over,  and  so  it  will  be 
with  this  House. 

Me.  J.  BOWLANDS  (Finsbuiy,  B.) : 
I  beg  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 
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tf  otion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr,  J.  Jtowlandi.) 

The  oh  ANCELLOE  of  the  DTIOHT 
0?  LANCASTER  (Lord  JohnMannees) 
Leicestershire,  E.) :  I  put  it  to  the 
House  whether  the  debate  on  the  pre- 
sent Amendment  has  not  proceeded  long 
enough  ?  Two  hon.  Members  have  put 
precise  Questions  to  Her  Majesty's  Oo« 
Ternment;  those  Questions  have  been 
answered;  there  is  nothing  new  to  be 
•aid  on  the  subject,  and  I  think  that 
now,  after  the  time  that  has  been  occu- 
^ed  on  the  matter,  the  House  might 
rery  well  proceed  to  a  Division. 

.Mb.  DUiLWYN  (Swansea,  TownJ  : 
I  do  not  agree  with  the  view  of  tne 
noble  Lord  that  this  matter  has  been 
Bofflciently  debated.  A  very  important 
question  has  been  raised — whether  we 
should  consent  to,  I  will  not  call  it  the 
"confidence  trick,"  but  giving  a  blank 
cheque  to  a  Prime  Minister.  The  Ques- 
tion put  to  the  Government,  if  it  has 
been  answered  at  all,  has  been  answered 
in  a  very  unsatisfactory  manner.  It 
appears  to  me  that  we  are  making  an 
appeal  to  the  Government  in  regara  to 
a  trust  which  the  country  has  placed 
in  t>ur  hands,  and  I  hope  we  shall 
hare  a  little  further  discussion  on  the 

point.  

Mb.    SOLATBR  -  booth    (Hants, 
Basingstoke)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
House  whether  it  is  really  satisfied  with 
the  explanation  we  have  heard  from  the 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Eaikes).  He 
has  great  knowledge  and  experience  in 
the  matter,  and  yet  I  must  own  that  he 
did  not  satisfy  me.  It  seems  to  me  there 
was  sometiiing  in  the  question  put  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member   for 
Oork  (Mr.  Pamell)  which  was  not  an- 
^pated  by  the  Government,  and  which 
Aey  have  not  provided  against.    I  have 
considered  the  language  of  this  Besolu- 
tton  as  it  will  bear  upon  the  clauses  of  a 
Bill.    It  invites  this  process — after  an 
Ainendment  to  a  clause  has  been  dis- 
posed of  by  the  closure,  the  House  will 
be  asked  to  proceed  to  decide  upon  the 
dause   as  a  whole.     Further  Amend- 
ments   of    which    notice    may   have 
been  given  are  not  to  be  proposed,  as 
they  will  be  ruled  out ;  and  the  same 
obwrvstion  applies  to  Amendments  to 
'«duceYotesmOommittee  of  Supply.  I 
have  prepared  words  to  make  it  clear 


that  the  effect  I  refer  to  shall  no 
be  produced  as  regards  clauses,  and 
they 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  I  would  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  we  are  now 
on  the  question  of  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Mr.  SOLATER-BOOTH:  I  was  en- 
deavouring  to  show  that  there  is  a  reason 
for  adjourning,  inasmuch  as  this  ques- 
tion does  not  appear  to  me  to  have  been 
sufficiently  answered.  I  have  endea- 
voured to  meet  the  difficulty  so  far  as 
the  clauses  of  a  Bill  in  Oommittee  are 
concerned ;  but  the  question  also  arises 
in  regard  to  Totes  in  Oommittee  of 
Supply.  Under  the  language  of  the 
Eesolution  it  will  be  competent  to  ask 
the  permission  of  the  Ohairman  to  close 
a  debate  on  a  Yote  when  the  cl6ture  has 
been  put  into  operation  upon  one  of  the 
Amendments. 

Mr.  BRABLATJGH  (Northampton) : 
I  would  support  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment for  the  reason  that,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  a  distinct  question  has  been 
put  to  the  Treasury  Bench  which  the 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Baikes)  rose 
to  answer,  but  did  not  answer.  The 
question  is  this — Suppose  it  is  proposed 
in  Supply  that  so  much  be  voted  to  Her 
Majesty  for  such  and  such  a  service,  and 
that  the  amount  is  made  up  of  several 
items  against  each  of  which  there  are 
Amendments ;  suppose  the  question  be- 
fore the  Oommittee  be  to  omit  such  and 
such  an  item,  and  suppose  the  cloture 
should  be  applied  to  the  discussion  on 
that  question,  would  not  that  cloture  also 
carry  with  it  the  cloture  of  the  discus- 
sion on  the  whole  Vote  originally  put 
from  the  Ohair  ?  I  understand  the  reply 
to  be  that  the  words  of  the  Besolution 
poposed  would  have  that  effect.  If 
ithad  been  in  Order  I,  at  any  rate, 
should  have  contended  that  that  is  a 
fair  construction  to  put  upon  these 
words. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  will  not  fur- 
ther  contest  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment. I  assure  the  House  that  a  com-* 
plete  answer  oan  be  given  to  the  ques- 
tion which  has  been  addressed  to  the 
Government  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Pamell) ;  but  I  am  afraid 
that  to  give  it  now  would  involve  rather 
a  long  debate. 

Motion  a^r^ed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrotc. 
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FOYNES  HARBOim  (TRAKSFEE)  BILL. 

{Sir  Herbert  Maxwellf  Mr.  Jaekton,) 

[bill  159.]       SBOONB  sxADnro. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommttM 
to  a  Select  Oommittee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Committee  do  consist  or  Five 
Members." — {Mr,  Penrose  Fittgerald,) 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) :  I 
do  not  know  how  many  Members  of  the 
House  are  acquaintea  with  this  Bill; 
but  I  was  a  Member  of  the  Select  Oom- 
mittee which,  about  two  years  cigo,  fully 
discussed  the  question  relating  to  this 
harbour.  I  think,  Sir,  that  it  would  be 
well  to  have  a  somewhat  larger  Select 
Committee ;  and  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)  will  agree  to  zqy  proposal  of 
increasing  the  number  of  Members  by 
two— that  is  to  say,  that  the  Committee 
should  consist  of  seven  Members. 

The  SECEETAET  to  the  TEEA- 
SUET  TMr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  As 
far  as  I  know  there  it  no  charm  in  the 
numbers  five  or  seven ;  but  in  this  case 
we  have  followed  what  I  believe  is  the 
usual  rule  with  regard  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  Select  Committees.  The  hon. 
Member  will  know  that  all  Select  Com- 
mittees on  Eailway  Bills  and  other  Bills 
consist  of  five  Members,  and,  as  I  have 
said,  we  have  simply  followed  the  gene- 
ral rule  of  the  House  in  this  respect. 
The  Bill  is  referred  to  the  Comnuttee 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  autho- 
rities at  Limerick  to  be  heard  before 
th«  Committee,  and  to  state  their  case 
by  counsel. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNT :  The  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Shannon  Navigation  Ques- 
tion consisted  of  10  Members.  I  hope 
the  hon«  Gentleman  will  see  his  way  to 
accept  the  proposal  that  the  present 
Committee  shoula  consist  of  seven  Mem- 
bers. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  *'  Five,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
word  **  Seven."— (i>r.  Ttmmr.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  Five '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

M&.  JACKSON:  I  have  no  particular 
fancy  in  the  matter  for  having  five 
Members  on  this  Committee.  11  the 
hon.  Member  wishes  it  to  consist  of 
seven  Members  we  shall  not  object. 

Mb.  M.  J.  EENNT:  I  think  that 
with  five  Member?  it  is  impossible  to 


have  a  fairly  constituted  Otnnmittee,  aad 
I  repeat  that  the  chance  of  having  a  fair 
Committee  would  be  greatly  enhanced 
if  the  number  serving  (m  it  were  in- 
creased. As  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
intimated  his  willingness  to  agree  to  the 
proposal,  I  trust  it  will  be  adopted  with- 
out further  diecussion. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  Our  object  beinfc 
simply  to  give  satisfaction,  and  as  I 
have  stated  that  I  lurre  no  partisakr 
fancy  that  ibe  Committee  ahoidd  ocasist 
of  five  Members,  we  accept  the  Amtsd*- 
ment  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "That  the  word  'Seven' 
be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to:-- 

Seven  ineerted. 

'^  Ordered,  That  Four  be  nominated  by 
the  House,  and  Three  by  the  Oommittee 
of  Selection. 

Ordered,  That  all  petiti<niB  against  the  Bill, 
presented  not  later  than  three  clear  days  before 
the  sitting  of  the  Ck>mimttee,  be  ref  emd  to  tike 
Gommitt^,  and  that  snch  of  the  PetitionenaB 
pray  to  be  heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel, 
Agents,  or  Witnesses,  be  heard  on  their  peti- 
tions, if  they  think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  io 
favour  of  the  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  reooaxb. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. 

COLONIAL  SERVICE  (PENSIONS)  BILL 

(Sir  Htnfry  HUtand,  Mr,  Jaekem.) 

[bill    158.]        SECOND     BEADIKQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sib  HEEBBET  MAXWELL  (A 
LoBD  of  the  TRRAauRY)  (Wigton) :  Sir,  I 
may  point  out  that  this  Bill  was  brought 
in  last  year  by  the  late  Government,  and 
that  it  has  been  taken  up  by  the  present 
Government. 

D&.  CliAEK  (Caithness) :  I  rise  to 
Order,  Sir.  I  see^that  there  is  Notice 
of  opposition  to  this  Bill  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Camborne  (Mr.  Conybeare^ 
and  I  ask  whether  the  hon.  Baronet  n 
in  Order  in  proceeding  with  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  It  is  a  Money 
BiU. 

Sm  HEBBEET  MAXWELL:  lam 
afraid  the  hon.  Men^ber  for  Camborne 
(Mr.  Conybeare)  cannot  have  made  him- 
self familiar  wim  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  before  putting  on  his  Notice  of 
oj^position ;  otherwise,  his  acquaintance 
with  the  forms  of  ,the  House  would  in- 
form him  that  a  Mon^  Bill  may  be 
taken  at  any  time  at  nigbt.    The  Bill 
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if  iBt]*odaoed  fa  remove  a  difficulty 
wldoh  preyenta  officers  in  the  Colonial 
Oiiil  Service  accepting  Goyernorehips. 
That  difficulty  coneists  in  the  fact  that 
their  aeryice  as  Goyemon  does  not  count 
ibr  pensioB,  unless  it  extends  over  a 
period  of  10  years.  l%e  object  of  the 
Bill  is  to  remove  that  disabikty,  and  to 
enable  Gol<mial  Oivil  servants  equally 
wA  Imperial  (Svil  servMits  to  earn 
pemtonay  provided  that  a  portioB  of 
&ese  pennoBS  be  defrayed  out  of  the 
Oohaial  funds.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
necessary,  at  tfaii  iiotir  of  the  morning, 
to  occupy  the  House  with  any  farther 
explanation  of  the  details  of  this  Bill, 
which,  as  I  have  stated,  was  framed  by 
the  late  Oovemment  and  taken  up  by 
the  present  (Government. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
tune."— (iStr  fferhert  MaxweU.) 

Dk.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid^ :  Hav- 
ing heard  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
Baionet  in  duurge  of  the  Bill,  and  hav- 
ing regard  ta  the  advanced  hour  of  the 
morning;  taking  also  into  account  the 
fact  that  the  BiU  is  an  important  one, 
and  coBsifitB  of  many  clauses,  I  think  it 
right  to  nunre  that  the  debate  be  ad- 
journed until  such  time  as  we  can  amply 
discuss  the  measure. 

MotioA  made,  uid  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
^{Br.  Tanner.) 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  It  is  true  that  I  have  placed  a 
hlodc  against  this  Bill ;  but  I  do  not 
think  it  lies  in  the  mouth  of  the  hon. 
tkntleman  who  proposed  the   Second 
Beading  to  taunt  me  with  not  having 
rettd  the  BOl ;  considering  that  it  was 
Ids^  action  in  blocking  a  Bin  of  mine 
wUch  was  ndt  printed  that  caused  me 
to  give  Notice. of  opposition.    With  re- 
ference to  the  .Motion  proposed  by  the 
Ion.  Qentlemaii  behind  me  (Dr.  Tanner), 
I  may  say  that  I  have  a  strong  objec- 
tion, apart  from  the  reasons  which  in- 
faced  me  to  put  down  Notice  of  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill,  io  take  a  measure  of  its 
importance  at  thii  hour  of  the  morning. 
It  may  be  true  tlat  the  Bill  was  pre- 
pared by  the  late  Government  when  in 
Office ;  but  I  would  point  out  that  that 
las  nothing  to  do  with  the  question  of 
its  being  tu:en  at  1  or  2  o'clock  in  the 
itt^nming.    The  Hoiise  has  had  no  op- 
pctttani^  whatever  of  discussing  this 


measure,  and  I  object  to  its  beine  taken 
now,  although  it  is  a  Money  KIl.  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  play  ducks  and  drakes  with 
the  money  of  the  country. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  point  out 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  confin- 
ing himself  to  the  Question  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE:  I  think  because 
it  is  a  Mon^  Bill,  there  is  all  the  more 
reason  to  adjourn  the  discussion,  and  for 
that  reason  I  oppose  its  Second  Beading 
at  this  hour  of  the  morning. 

Ma.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.)  :  Hon.  Members  know  that,  in 
the  latter  part  of  the  Session,  it  is  usual 
for  us  to  sit  until  a  late  hour  of  the 
morning,  for  the  purpose  of  passing 
various  measures.  But  I  protest  th^ 
the  necessity  for  that  has  not  yet  arisen. 
It  is  now  a  quarter  past  1  o'clock,  and 
the  Government  are  proposing  that  we 
should  become  a  reformed  Parliament, 
and  content  ourselves  with  reasonable 
hours.  Again  ve  are  told  that  this  is  a 
Money  BiS ;  but  I  say  that  is  no  reason 
why  it  should  be  put  through  iub  stlmtio 
at  this  hour  of  the  morning.  The  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  has  not 
given  us  any  reason  why  we  should 
adopt  this  Bill  on  its  own  merits.  He 
said  that  the  present  Government  is 
responsible  for  the  measure,  which  was 
framed  by  the  last  Government ;  but  I 
submit  that  we  should  have  this  Bill,  in 
the  same  way  as  others,  submitted  to  us 
at  a  reasonable  hour.  With  the  excep- 
tion of  a  few  Members  who  have  been 
kept  here  by  the  Whips,  the  Housd 
generally  had  no  idea  that  any  other 
Business  was  to  come  on,  and  accord- 
ingly the  great  majority  of  Members 
have  left.  For  these  reasons,  I  heartily 
agree  with  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber b^ow  me,  that  the  debate  be  ad- 
journed; and  I  say  that  there  is  no 
justification  or  excuse  for  bringing  the 
Bill  on  at  this  hour ;  and,  fhrther,  that 
there  is  no  such  urgency  at  the  back  of 
the  Bill  to  wairrant  the  Government  in 
breaking  through  their  own  regula- 
tions. 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  yon 
THE  COLONIES  (Sir  Hbnry  Holland) 
(Hampstead):  I  venture  to  hope  that 
the  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the 
Debate  will  not  be  pressed.  After  the 
remarks  that  have  fallen  from  my  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell),  I  can 
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only  say  that  difficulty  is  placed  in 
the  way  of  the  Colonial  Service,  owing 
to  the  disability  which  this  Bill  is  in- 
tended to  remove.  There  is  no  unfair- 
ness in  the  proposal;  it  is  simply  a 
matter  of  justice  that,  where  a  man  has 
served  for  a  certain  time,  he  shoiild  be 
entitled  to  a  pension  for  that  service. 

Db.  COMMINS  (Roscommon,  S.): 
The  hon.  Oentleman  (Sir  Herbert  Max- 
well) has  not  advanced  a  single  argu- 
ment in  support  of  the  Bill.  He  has 
not  even  given  what  I  may  call  a  good 
or  intelligible  summary,  but  only  a  very 
short  summary  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  Before  this  measure  passes  a 
Second  Beading,  the  House  ought  to 
know  the  scope  and  extent  of  it.  We 
ought  to  know  what  charge  is  going  to 
be  put  on  the  Treasury.  We  ought  to 
know  what  is  the  amount  of  the  pensions 
to  be  paid,  and  to  what  extent  they  may 
reach.  The  pension  list  is  already  large 
enough,  and  we  are  bound  to  examine 
vei^  carefully  what  additions  are  made 
to  it.  We  ou^ht  also  to  know  to  what 
extent  the  services  of  the  gentlemen  who 
it  is  proposed  by  this  13^1  to  pension  off 
may  be  called  Imperial  services.  All 
these  matters  require  explanation,  be- 
fore we  can  assent  to  the  passing  of  the 
Bill.  ICries  of  "Divide!"]  To  cry 
''Divide!"  does  not,  in  the  smallest 
degree,  tend  to  increase  our  disposition 
to  assent  to  the  Bill.  Dividing  may  de- 
cide the  question  whether  we  adjourn  or 
not ;  but  it  will  not  decide  the  questions 
I  now  ask. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  I  do  not  intend  to  tres- 
pass long  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House.  There  is  no  unfriendliness  on 
these  Benches  to  the  Bill  in  the  main ; 
but  at  the  same  time  ours  is  a  legiti- 
mate protest  to  make.  I  believe  that 
if  the  House  consents  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  this  Bill  will 
fi^s  without  any  substantial  opposi- 
tion when  it  comes  on  again.  I  might 
remind  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  I  am  in 
Order  in  doing  so,  that  there  is 
clear  evidence  of  the  wearisomeness  of 
the  House  in  the  yawning  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  now  present.  I  am  fully 
persuaded  it  would  conduce  to  the  more 
pacific  passage  of  this  Bill  at  a  future 
time  if  the  Government  can  see  their 
way  to  meet  us  now  in  a  friendly  spirit 
and  agree  to  the  Motion  we  now  make. 

Sir  Henry  Holland 


Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  Iv«ii- 
ture  to  suggest  a  compromise.  Whether 
the  Bill  is  objectionable  in  eubstance  or 
not,  we  are  aware  the  Government  oomld 
at  the  present  moment  defeat  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment  of  the  Debate ; 
and  wa  are  also  aware  that  under  the 
Rules  of  the  House  the  Gbvemment  are 
entitled  to  proceed  with  a  Money  Bill 
after  half-past  twelve  o'clock  at  Bi^t.  I 
would  suggest  that  my  hon.  Friend  (Dr. 
Tanner)  ^ould  witkcbaw  his  Motion  if 
the  (Government  will  agree  to  postpone 
the  Committee  for  some  time. 

M&.  JAOKSON  :  I  am  quite  willing 
to  accept  that  suggestion. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Cork  withdraw  the  Motion 
for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Db.  TAI^TNER  :  I  wUl  withdraw  it, 
Sir,  but  I  should  like  to  explain  my 
reason. 

M&.  SPEAKER :  There  is  no  need  to 
do  that 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  uffr$edto. 
Bill  read  a  sooond  time,  and  oowmntUi 
tot  TTm-tiay  10th  March. 

MOTIOIf^S. 


ECCLESIASTICAL  COMMISSIONERS  (IK- 

OOME  AND  EXPENDITURE  IN 

WALES). 

MOTION  FOB  A  PAPER. 

Mr,  KENTOITCDenbigh)  movedfora 

**  Return  showing  the  net  annual  income 
deriyed  by  the  Ecolesiaatical  Comnnstionen 
from  property  in  Wales,  and  the  annual  pay- 
ments made  by  them  to  the  Bishops,  Chapters, 
and  Archdeacons,  &c.,  in  Wales,  and  the  annual 
valne  of  the  grants  made  by  the  CommCssiotten 
in  augmentation  of  benefices  in  Wales." 

Me.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) ;  As 
the  Beturn  now  stands,  it  only  applies 
to  one  year,  which  would  really  amonnt 
to  a  re-pnblioation  of  the  items  which 
appeared  in  the  last  year's  Beport  of 
the  Ecolesiastical  Commissioners,  ^e 
items  for  one  year  would  be  worthless, 
and  unless  the  Beturn  be  ordered  for  a 
period  long  enough  to  allow  of  an  ade- 
quate comparison,  I  will  oppose  the  Mo- 
tion. I  suggest  that  the  words  "since 
1850  "  be  added  to  the  Motion. 

Mb.  ken  YON:  Such  a  Beturn  as 
the  hon.  G-entleman  suggests  would  lead 
to  an  indefinite  amount  of  trouble  winch 
I  do  not  think  the  Eeolesiaetieal  Oom* 
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miasiotiers  will  be  prepared  to  take.  I 
think  it  would  be  better  to  adhere  to  my 
torn,  wliick  has  reeeiyed  the  sanction  of 
^e  Eoclesiastieal  Commissioners. 

Mr,  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  As  a 
matter  of  Order,  Mr.  Speaker,  does  not 
the  Opposition  present  the  Motbn  being 
token? 

Mb.  KBNYON  :  There  is  no  Notice  of 
obieotton. 

Mb.  8PEAKEB:  As  it  is  a  new 
MotioQ,  and  the  hon.  Gbntleman  (Mr. 
T.  K  Ellis}  objects,  it  will  haye  to  be 
deferred. 

Motion  d0ferr$d  till  To-rMrrow, 

PUBLIC  LIBBARIBS  (sGOTLim))  A0T8 
AXSaXhUSST  BUX. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Caldwell,  Bill  to  amend 
ud  coseolidate  the  Public  Idbraiiee  (Scotland) 
Acts,  ordered  to  be  bronght  in  by  Mr.  Caldwell, 
Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Cameron  Corbett,  and  Hr. 
Graham. 

'BiSiprmeHted,  and  xwd  the  first  time.  [BUI  ISO.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 

One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     L0ED8, 
/W*iy,  tbth  February,  1887. 


Committee  — 


MINITTES.]  —  Public  Bill 
Solicitors  (Ireland)  (12.) 

POTTER'S  PATENT  BILL. 
SEGOJND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Earl  DE  LA  WARE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
thi^  its  object  was  to  revive  a  patent 
vhich  had  lapsed  owing  to  the  fees  for 
renewal  not  having  been  paid  within 
the  statutory  period  of  three  months. 
This  was  the  first  case  that  had  occurred 
under  the  Patent  Act  of  1883.  The 
default  was  purely  an  accident  on  the 
F&rt  of  the  patentee,  who  had  no  wish 
^hatever  to  evade  the  law ;  it  arose  en- 
tij^yfrom  his  illness,  his  inability  to 
tiinsact  business,  and  his  not  having 
given  proper  instructions  to  his  clerk  to 

Sy  within  the  time  prescribed.  The 
>mptroller  had  stated  that  the  only 
jaeaus  of  remedying  the  omission  was 
a>r  the  patentee  to  resort  to  a  private 
^  o!  Parliament.  He  (the  Earl  De  La 
Wair)  hoped  the  Bill  would  not  be  op- 

PUsBQ. 

•«w#rf,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
^TkeJSarilUla  Warr.) 


'  The  Earl  of  ONSLOW  said,  that  the 
case  was  one  of  considerable  hardship. 
£23,000  had  been  invested  in  the  pur- 
chase of  pl&ixt  for  the  purposes  of  the 
patent.  This  was  the  first  Bill  asking 
for  the  revival  of  a  lapsed  patent  since 
the  passing  of  the  Act,  which  required 
that  the  fees  for  renewal  should  be  paid 
within  three  months.  He  hoped,  if  their 
Lordships  should  read  the  KU  a  second 
time,  they  would  give  an  intimation  that 
this  was  not  to  be  a  precedent,  and  that 
such  Bills  would  not  be  received  in  a 
future  Session  by  the  House. 

LoBD  HEBSCHELL  said,  that  when 
the  Act  of  1883  was  passed,  it  was  hoped 
and  expected  that  the  enlarged  time 
given  for  the  payment  of  fees  to  keep 
the  patent  alive  would  in  all  cases  be 
sufficient  to  prevent  inconvenience  and 
hardship.  Those  engaged  in|preparing 
the  Act  were  of  opinion  that  three  months 
would  be  sufficient.  The  provisions, 
however,  of  the  Statute  could  not  take 
away  from  the  Legislature  the  power 
of  passing  special  legislation.  This  was 
the  first  case  of  the  kind  which  had  come 
before  their  Lordships  since  the  passing 
of  the  Act  of  1883;  but  he  thoxight  it 
ought  to  be  understood  that  Parliament 
would  not  intervene  in  the  case  of  per* 
sons  who  had  failed  to  make  payment 
at  the  proper  time.  Undoubtedly,  the 
presept  case  seemed  to  be  one  in  which 
hardship  would  be  inflicted  if  the  patent 
were  allowed  to  lapse,  as  large  sums  had 
been  paid  by  the  patentee,  for  which,  if 
the  patent  lapsed,  he  would  get  no  re- 
turn. He  would  not  oppose  the  Bill ; 
but  he  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Onslow)  that  it  should  be  known 
that  Parliament  would  not  readily  re- 
lieve patentees  in  this  manner. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbubt)  said,  that  without  offering 
any  opposition  to  the  Bill,  he  thought  it 
ri^t  to  say  that  there  was  something 
in  the  nature  of  an  understanding  that 
since  the  time  had  been  enlarged,  Bills 
of  this  kind  which  before  had  been 
frequent,  should  not  be  entertained  for 
the  future.  There  were  two  sides  to  the 
question  of  reviving  patents.  After  the 
patent  had  expired,  other  persons  had 
a  right  to  invest  their  money  in  what 
might  be  regarded  as  the  property  of 
the  public,  it  was  only  fair  that  the 
riffhts  of  persons  who  had  invested  capi- 
tal on  the  faith  that  the  patent  had  be- 
come public  property  shomd  be  regarded. 
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He  desired  to  say  that  by  way  of  addi- 
tional warninpf. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(The  Duke  of  Buokinoham  and  Chaitdob) 
Baid  he  was  glad  that  this  discussion  had 
arisen  on  the  Bill,  as  it  would  be  of 
great  use  in  guiding  legislation.  This 
was  not  the  only  Biu  of  the  kind  under 
the  Act  of  1883  which  was  likely  to 
be  brought  before  Parliament.  There 
were,  he  belieyed,  three  persons  likely 
to  be  applicants  for  the  same  indulgence 
if  this  Bill  were  read  a  second  time.  One 
of  the  parlies  had  been  already  before 
him.  There  was  a  proyiftion  in  the  Act 
of  1 883  which  ought  not  to  be  overlooked 
in  considering  this  question ;  and  that 
was,  that  the  Patent  Office  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  under  the  Act  of  1883,  pub- 
lished a  journal  in  which  patents  that 
had  become  yoid  were  duly  published, 
BO  that  intimation  was  given  to  the  pub- 
lic that  certain  patents  had  become  void. 
They  were  now  at  the  end  of  February^ 
and  in  September  notice  was  given  to 
the  public  that  Potter's  patent  had  be- 
come void. 

Motion  agned  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
iogly. 

ARMY— INSANITARY  CONDITION  OF 
KNiaHTSBRIDGB  AND  DUBLIN 
BARRACKS. 

QtJESTIOir.      OBSEBVATIONS. 

The  Marquess  of  ORMONDE,  in 
rising  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  As  to  the  state  of  the 
drainage  of  the  Knightsbridge  Bar- 
racks ;  and  whether  the  death  that  oc- 
curred last  week  of  an  officer  of  the 
Eoyal  Horse  Guards  was  in  any  way 
attributable  to  the  defective  drainage 
of  the  officers'  house?  said,  he  had 
been  induced  to  bring  this  matter 
forward  in  consequence  of  the  many 
complaints  he  had  heard  in  various 
quarters  as  to  the  insanitary  state  of  the 
barracks  at  Knightsbridge.  Over  and 
over  ag^in  officers  quartered  at  the  bar- 
racks had  reported  a  state  of  things  that 
pointed  directly  to  defective  drainage, 
and  it  was  advisable  that  an  inquiry 
should  be  made  into  the  matter.  There 
had  been  complaints  also  as  to  the  con- 
dition of  other  barracks  in  London — the 
Horse  Guards,  and  particularly  of  Dublin 
Barracks,  which  were  in  a  most  lament- 
able and  disgraceful  state,  and  where 
several  cases  of  typhoid  fever  had  oc- 
curred.    A    well-known   and   gallant 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


officer  contracted  typhoid  fdver  in  the 
barracks  but  a  few  months  ago,  and  di«d 
of  the  disease.  That  each  a  state  of 
things  should  exist  as  was  said  to  betke 
case  at  Knightsbridge  Barracks,  whiek 
had  been  built  only  seven  or  eight  yean, 
was  most  unsatisfactory,  and  demanded 
some  explanation.  It  should  be  aseer 
tained  who  was  responsible  for  bidding 
the  barracks  with  insufficient  ssnitaiy 
arrangements.  Surely  this  Infling  with 
the  health  of  Her  Majeety's  troops  wu 
not  to  be  dealt  with  lightly ;  and  he 
would  express  the  hope  that  the  maltsr 
might  be  made  one  of  striot  iav6«tigi- 
tion,  not  by  Boards  composed  of  Boyai 
Engineers  and  barrack-masters,  bat  bj 
thoroughly  competent  sanitary  engineer. 
The  noble  Marquess  concluded  by  asking 
the  Question  of  which  he  had  gif«ii 
Notice. 

LoKD  ELLENBOROUGH  aaid,  he 
was  not  surprised  if  the  sanitary  ar- 
rangements of  the  barracks  had  faoen 
overlooked,  and  agreed  that  similar 
matters  were  treated  too  lighfly  in  Ae 
past,  if  not  with  oareleeeaess ;  bat  he 
was  not  surprised  if  the  sanitary  arrange- 
ments at  the  barracks  weire  defeetiye, 
since,  instead  of  having  the  Hosptal  in 
the  immediate  neighbourhood  of  ike 
Barracks  at  Knightsbridge,  it  was  &ot 
so ;  but  on  a  less  healthy  site,  at  an  in- 
convenient distance  from  the  bairackB— 
namely,  at  the  Begent's  Park.  These 
facts  were  placed  before  the  Authoritiee 
at  the  proper  time  by  the  Medical  Offi- 
cers concerned — namely,  those  of  the 
Household  Bri^de  of  Cavalry. 

The  under  SEORBTABT  or 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Lord  HABKfs),  in  i«- 
ply,  said,  he  feared  he  must  confine 
himself  to  the  Question  on  the  Fteper. 
Had  he  received  Notice  that  the  noMe 
Marquess  intended  to  refer  to  Dublin 
Barracks,   he  would    have    been  pre- 

Sared  to  answer  his  noble  Friend's 
Question  on  that  point;  but  he  was 
not  now  in  a  position  to  do  so.  With 
reference  to  the  Hyde  Park  Barmeks, 
he  was  happy  to  assure  the  noble  Lord 
that  there  was  no  suspicion  what- 
ever that  the  drainage  was  defective. 
He  had  himself  examined  the  half- 
yearly  reports  of  the  principal  medical 
officer  for  the  Home  district  made  in 
October  and  February  last,  and  in  that 
document  it  was  stated  that  the  Hyde 
Park  Barracks  were  in  good  sanitary 
order.      He    had   also   examined  the 
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qoaiCeriy  Mpoit  of  ike  regiaiental  medi- 
w  dSeer  ia  cliarge,  and  the  weekly 
repoxti  of  the  same  officer,  and  all  those 
teports  vexe  to  the  same  effect— that 
the  tanitary  condition  and  the  diainage 
U  the  barracks  and  officers'  quarters 
vere  good.  It  was  quite  true  that  pre- 
Tioiis  to  June  last  there  were  complaiats, 
batiaft  thab  month  a  very  important  im- 
prorememt  was  carried  out  in  connection 
vith  the  offio^m'  quarters,  by  which  all 
tiie  sail-pipes  were  placed  on  the  exterior 
of  the  walls;  and  since  that  time  there 
had  been  no  complaints  from  the  troops 
er  ftom  the  officers  whose  business  it 
«as  to  inspect  the  buildings.  With  re- 
gard to  the  last  part  of  the  Question, 
although  he  had  not  received  an  official 
report  on  the  matter,  he  had  received 
private  information  to  the  effect  that 
the  medical  officer  who  was  in  attend- 
ance had  no  reason  whatever  to  susnect 
that  the  death  of  the  officer  referred  to 
vas  attributable  to  defective  drainage. 

Tbe  liiAQXTBss  07  OB&IONDE :  Will 
AenoUe Lcnrd  inform  the  House  whe<* 
ther  tiie  death  waa  from  typhoid  fevev 
or  net? 

LoBD  HATtRTfl  said,  he  hadgivenhis 
noble  ffidend  the  beet  answer  in  his 
power.  He  would,  however,  add  that, 
in  the  last  weekly  report  of  the  regi* 
mofital  medical  officer,  it  was  stated  tmit 
the  case  in  question  had  typhoidal  symp«> 
tomi;  but  he  understood  that  since  the 
cleath  the  medical  officer  was  quite  satis- 
fied that  this  was  not  a  case  of  typhoid 

fever,  

The  Eabl  op  FEVERSHAM  sug- 
gested that  the  reply  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Harris)  was  not  quite  satisfactory, 
and  he  asked  whether  it  would  not  be 
better  to  have  the  buildings  inspected  by 
a  competent  sanitary  engineer. 

Lord  HABBIS  said,  he  would  men- 
tion the  matter  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
fittWar;  but  he  might  inform  their 
lordships  that,  since  the  death  of  the 
o^er  in  question,  there  had  been  an 
eumination  of  the  buildings  by  the 
Hoyal  Engineer  commanding  the  district 
ind  the  regimental  medical  officer,  and 
they  were  unable  to  detect  any  symptoms 
of  defective  drainage. 

Houfe  adjouratd  at  a  quarter  before 

FIto  o'clock,  to  Monday  next,  a 

quarter  before  Eleren  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
IHdsy,  25th  February,  1887. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


DUBLIN  SOUTHERK  DISTRIOT  TRAM- 

WAYS  BILL. 

8BC0ND   BBABING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (5ir  Charlei  Forttar.)  . 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  I  wish 
to  communicate  with  the  Corporation  of 
Dublin  in  reference  to  this  Bill,  and, 
therefore,  I  object,  as  a  matter  of  form, 
to  the  Second  Beading  being  taken  now. 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Jfumday. 
QUESTIONS. 


EDUCATION     DEPARTMBKT    (SCOT- 

LAND)— CAMBU8NETHAN  PUBLIC 

SCHOOL. 

Mb.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland)  Whether  a 
boy  named  Stewart  lost  a  leg  in  conse- 
quence of  having  been  poshed  violently 
against  some  w(^en  steps  in  Cambns- 
nethan  Public  School  in  May  last  by 
the  assistant  female  teacher;  whether, 
when  the  case  was  reported  to  the  Pro- 
curator Fiscal,  who  is  also  clerk  to  the 
School  Board,  he  declined  to  take  it  up; 
whether  the  School  Board  allowed  four 
months  to  elapse  before  any  inquiry 
was  made ;  and,  whether  he  would  cause 
further  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the 
case? 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  MACDOKAiiD)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drews' Universities)  (who  replied)  said : 
A  boy,  aged  four  years,  attending  Cam- 
busnethan  Public  School  did,  towards 
the  end  of  May  last,  sustain  some  injury 
to  his  left  leg,  and,  in  consequence  of 
this,  the  leg  was  amputated  on  1st  Octo- 
ber. It  is  alleged  by  the  father  that 
the  injury  was  caused  by  his  being 
pushed  by  an  assistant  female  teacher 
and  caused  to  stumble  against  a  wooden 
step  between  two  class  rooms.  He  had 
been  called  into  the  room  for  punish- 
ment, and  it  is  said  that  he  received  the 
push  when  returning  to  his  own  class 
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yeare,  bemi  promoted,  appohiied,  or 
transferred  to  the  position  of  simreyor's 
clerk,  or  aotine  survejor's  clerk,  in  the 
Irisli  Post  Office;  and,  whether  these 
promotione,  &c.,  are  reciprocal  between 
England  and  Ireland ;  and,  if  so,  how 
many  officers  employed  in  the  Irish  Poet 
Office  haye,  during  t^e  same  pmod,  been 
promoted,  transferred,  or  appointed  to 
the  position  of  suryeyor'aoleK,  or  acting 
surveyor's  derk  in  England  ? 

The  postmaster  GENEiElAL(Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  TJniTersity) :  I 
have  nothing  to  add  to  the  answer 
given  to  a  similar  qneetion  in  Septem- 
ber last,  and  if  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  desires  I  will  repeat  it.  Dnnng 
the  last  10  years  five  officers  have  been 
app<nnted  from  England  to  be  surveTon' 
clerks  in  Ireland;  and  four  from  Ir^d 
to  be  surveyors'  olerln  in  England.  One 
of  those  transferred  to  Iraand  has 
since  died,  and  one  has  returned  \o 
England ;  the  others  are  still  employed 
in  Lreland.  I  am  unable  to  furnish  any 
information  reapeoting  officers  tempoj 
rarily  employed  as  acting  surf  eyon' 
clerks.  Those  officers  are  merely  sent 
out  when  required,  and  returned  to 
their  respective  offices  when  the  serrieei 
are  no  longer  needed. 

MAGISTEAOY  (IRELAND)  —  LUBGAN 
BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS  —  HUGH 
DONKELLY,  OP  DBRRTTBASNA,  00. 
AR3IAGH. 

Me.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  liord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  Hugh  Donnelly,  of  Deny- 
trasna,  county  Armagh,  was  summoned 
to  the  Lurgan  Bench  on  the  let  instant 
to  eject  him  from  his  holding  because  he 
had  endeavoured  to  obtain  the  benefits 
of  the  Labourers  (Ireland)  Act  from  the 
Lurgan  Board  of  Guardians  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAET  (Sir 
MiOHAEL  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.}- 
This  was  a  case  under  the  Cottier  Tene- 
ment Act  for  recovery  of  a  house  and 
garden.  No  proof  was  given  in  evidence 
before  the  Magistrates  to  support  the 
allegation  in  the  Question  as  to  motiFe. 

MAGISTRACY  {IRELAND)-MR.  H.  H. 
WHITNEY,  KIKSALE  UNION.  KEBBY. 
Mb.  hooper  (Cork,  8.B.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
Mr.  Henry  Hungerford  Whitney,  J**^' 
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room.  The  boy  went  on  with  his  work 
for  two  hours  afterwards  without  com- 
plaint.  In  the  evening  he  complained 
of  pain  in  his  heel.  His  foot  was  exa- 
mined, but  showed  no  signs  of  injury. 
On  the  following  morning,  as  his  knee 
was  swollen,  his  mother  sent  for  a  doctor. 
The  boy  was  ordered  to  be  kept  in  bed, 
and  a  suppuration  in  the  knee  was  lanced. 
He  was  allowed  to  get  up,  contrary  to 
the  doctor's  orders,  and  thereafter  se- 
condary inflammation  set  in,  and  ampu* 
tation  became  necessary.  About  a  fort- 
night after  the  alleged  assault,  a  com- 
plaint was  made  by  one  of  the  parents 
to  the  Procurator  Fiscal  of  the  burgh; 
who  made  an  inquiry,  and  was  satisned 
that  the  evidence  woiild  not  justify  a 
criminal  information.  But  as  the  case 
was  one  for  a  Superior  Court,  if  it  was 
to  be  tried  at  all,  he  referred  it  to  the 
Procurator  Fiscal  of  the  county,  who 
also  formed  the  opinion  that  there  was 
no  ground  for  a  criminal  charge.  An 
inquiry  was  made  at  the  time  by  the 
convener  of  the  School  Committee, 
and  about  feur  months  after  the  occur- 
rence a  letter  was  written  by  the  father 
of  the  boy  to  the  School  Board,  and  an 
inquiry  was  made.  The  Board  was  of 
opinion  that  there  was  no  evidence  to 
substantiate  the  charge  against  the 
teacher.  In  consequence  of  another  re- 
presentation made  by  the  parents  to  me, 
a  careful  and  exhaustive  inquiry  was 
made.  The  evidence  proved  very  oon- 
flicting,  many  of  the  witnesses  being 
young  children.  But  there  is  evidence 
that  on  the  morning  of  the  oecurrenoe 
the  boy  Stewart,  while  running  hurriedly 
towards  the  school  on  the  ringing  of  the 
school  bell,  fell  over  a  cart  weighing 
steelyard.  The  fall  seems  to  have  been 
a  severe  one,  as,  although  he  rose  with- 
out assistance,  he  was  unsteady  in  his 
walk,  and  was  seen  to  stagger  for  some 
distance.  The  doctor  who  attended  him 
states  that  this  fall  would  be  very  likely  to 
oause  the  injury.  I  formed  the  opinion 
that  there  was  no  ground  for  a  criminal 
charge,  and  the  inquiry  already  made 
having  been  exhaustive,  I  do  not  intend 
to  re-open  the  matter. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)  —  ENGLISH 
AND  IRISH  OFFICIALS. 
Colonel  NOLAN  (Oalway,  N.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  How  many 
officers  of  the  Post  Office  employed  in 
English  offices  have,  during  the  last  10 

Mr.  J.  R.A.  UaedonM 
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Noboral  Cove,  Kinsale,  refaaed  to  allow 
A  dedaration  made  bj  Joha  M'DoddqII, 
of  Balljvorane,  in  the  NohoTal  Electoral 
Division  of  the  Kinsale  Union,  for  the 
purposes  of  a  Poor  Law  election,  to  be 
taken  before  him;  whether  auch  refusal 
ha»  had  the  effect  of  depriving  John 
M'DonjMll  of  the  vote  he  would  other- 
iriae  have  had  at  the  Poor  Law  eieotion ; 
aad,  wbether  the  attenCion  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  will  be  called  to 
the  matter  7 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Sir 
UiCHAXL  HioKfl-BsAOH)  (Bristol,  W.): 
1  have  no  official  information  to  enable 
me  to  say  whether  the  allegations  in 
this  Question  are  correct  or  not.  If  any 
person  f eela  aggrieved  by  any  act  com- 
mitted hy  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  in  his 
magisterial  capacity,  his  proper  course 
is  to  represent  the  matter  to  the  Lord 
GhanceUor. 

naHEBIES  (IRELAND) -.CX)LLECTIOK 
OF  STATISTICS. 

M&.  J.  A.  BLAKE  (Cailow)  asked  the 
(Snef  Secretary  to  the  Ix»*d  lieutenant 
of  Lrdand,  What  steps  haye  been  tdcen 
by  the  Im^^ectors  of  Irish  Fisheries  for 
^collectioii  of  stcUistitts  of  the  quantity 
of  fish  landed  in  Ireland,  for  which  a 
Bum  of  £S60  was  voted  by  Parliament 
lut  Session,  and  if  the  next  Repert 
of  the  Inspeotors  will  contain  such 
statistics;  and,  how  soon  that  Report, 
which  is  directed  by  Act  of  Parliament 
to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
^ttee  weeks  after  the  commencement  of 
the  Session,  will  be  presented  f 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Bbach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  Estimates  show  that  the  sum  of 
£350  referred  to  was  voted  for  the  pur- 
P08e  of  collecting  information  required 
oy  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  not  for  any 
ol^ect  connected  with  the  Inspectors* 
^Mttal  Report.  The  Inspectors  have 
'iot  as  yet  beeil  able  to  do  anything 
more  in  this  matter  than  take  such  pre- 
ununary  steps  as  the  selection  of  stations 
rottnd  die  coast,  the  making  of  arrange- 
ments for  collecting  statistics  thereat, 

and  the  preparation  of  forms.    The  In- 

fP^ctors  state  that  their  Annual  Report 
^  Mi  active  preparation,  and   will  be 

Routed  as  soon  as  possible.  It  has  not 

«r  many  years  been  found  possible  to 

%  it  on  the  Table  within  the  time 

fP^ed  by  the  Act,  owing  to  changes 

^  ^  law   and  other  circomstances. 
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This  was  fully  explained  more  than  10 
years  ago,  in  answer  to  a  Question  in  the 
House. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (CATTLE)  ACTS 
—OUTBREAK  OF  ANTHRAX  IN  ESSEX. 
Mb.  BEADEL  (Essex,  Chelmsford) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Buchy  of 
Lancaster,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  recent  outbreak  of 
anthrax  at  a  farm  near  Chelmsford, 
Essex,  whereby  60  out  of  62  head  of 
cattle  either  died  or  were  slaughtered ; 
and,  whether  the  Privy  Council  will  in- 
stitute urgent  inquiries  as  to  the  origin 
and  oause  of  such  outbrectk  ? 

The  chancellor  or  the  DUCHY 
(Lord  JoHK  Maiynsbs)  (Leicestershire, 
E.}:  An  inspector  was  sent  to  Chelms- 
ford as  soon  as  we  were  informed  of  the 
extensive  outbreak  of  anthrax ;  but  he 
did  not  succeed  in  obtaining  any  evidence 
as  to  the  cause  of  the  outbreak.  It  was 
stated  that  no  change  had  been  made  in 
the  management  of  the  cattle,  and  no 
fodder,  litter,  or  manure  had  been 
brought  on  to  the  farm  from  foreign 
sources.  It  may  be  remembered  that 
anthrax  d^ends  on  the  introduction 
into  the  blood  of  the  spores  of  a  minute 
organiem  {haeillus  ttnthraeUi) ;  and  out 
of  a  multiplicity  of  possible  channels 
through  which  Uiese  microscopic  germs 
may  be  conveyed,  it  is  often  difficult, 
and  sometimes  quite  impossible,  to  select 
the  actual  one.  I  may  add  that  speci- 
mens of  the  different  articles  of  food  of 
which  the  cattle  partook,  and  some  of 
the  drinking  water,  are  being  used  for 
the  purpose  of  asoertaining  by  experi- 
ment whether  they  contain  cuiy  of  the 
infective  matter  of  anthrax. 

AEMY-ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  WAR- 
LIKE STORES— THB  REPORT. 
CoLOMEL  HUGHES-HALLETT 
(Rochester)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  When  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Warlike  Stores,  of  which 
Sir  James  Stephen  is  President,  will  be 
published ;  if  it  will  contain  the  evidence 
of  witnesses  in  full,  or  only  in  part; 
and,  whether  there  is  a  likelihood  of  its 
being  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members 
before  the  Army  Estimates  come  on  for 
discussion  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
I  would  remind  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  that  I  have  absolutely  no  control 
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over  the  deliberations  of  l^eBojal  Oom- 
mission,  or  o?er  the  form  of  their  He- 
port,  and  that  any  interference  on  my 
part  would  be  most  improper.  But  I 
am  informed  that  they  are  likely  to  re- 
port shortly ;  and  I  will  undertake  that 
there  shall  be  the  least  possible  delay 
between  the  completion  of  the  Eeport 
and  its  presentation  to  Parliament. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)  -  THOMAS 
WALSHE,  BALLYDAFP,  CO.  MAYO. 
Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.] 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ir^and,  Whetder  a  boy 
named  Thomas  Walshe,  12  years  of  age, 
residing  at  Ballydaff,  in  the  parish  of 
Crossboyne,  County  Mayo,  was  on  the 
12tii  instant  arrested  on  a  warrant  from 
Claremorris  Petty  Sesi^dotts  Court,  under 
a  sentence  of  seven  days'  imprisonment 
in  the  county  gaol  at  Castlebar,  for  hav- 
ing been  found  on  the  premises  from 
which  his  father  and  family  of  eight 
were  evicted,  but  had  re-taken  posses- 
sion ;  and,  why  the  father  was  not  prose- 
cuted instead  of  this  child  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAET  (Sir 
MiOHASL  Hioks-Bsaok)  (Bristol,  W.): 
Patrick  Walshe's  wife  and  son  were 
summoned  for  wilful  trespass  because 
they  were  found  in  the  house  after  the 
eviction  and  refused  to  leave.  They 
were  fined  10«.  each,  or  seven  days'  im- 
prisonment in  default.  The  reason  the 
father  was  not  proceeded  against  was 
that  he  was  not  found  in  possession.  The 
proceedings  were  taken,  I  b^eve,  by 
the  landlord  or  agent;  but  I  cannot  see 
why  it  should  have  been  necessary  to 
proceed  against  the  boy. 

METROPOLITAN  PUBLIC  CAERIAGE 
ACT,  1869— LICENCES. 
Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Panoras,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  whether  there  were 
issued  in  1886  from  the  Public  Carriage 
Office  4,858  licences  to  stage  coach 
drivers,  and  6,615  to  conductors,  whilst 
there  were  only  2,531  licensed  stage 
coaches,  showing  that  there  were  2,322 
drivers  and  4,084  conductors  holding 
licences  in  excess  of  the  number  required 
for  the  licensed  carriages  on  each  day ; 
and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  long  hours 
of  labour  imposed  upon  the  employh  of 
the  Tramway  and  Omnibus  Companies, 
he  will  take  into  consideration  the  ex- 
pediency of  restricting  the  issue  of  these 

Xr.  E.  aUnhope 
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licences  voder  *'Tho  MetcopoliAtD 
Public  Carriage  Act,  1869;"  if  », 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  adding  to  the  eTJMtjjig  Bulee  a  pro- 
vision that  no  person  i^idl  be  dig^le  to 
be  licensed  who  has  not  resided  in  the 
Metropolitan  Poliee  District  for  at  least 
three  years,  niiless  able  to  pzodaoe  an 
authoiised  promise  from  aome  lissBBed 
stage  oarriageporaprieti^  to  ginre  emffley^ 
ment  to  the  ^pucant,  except  in  sndi 
oases  as  are  deemed  otfaernriee  deuable 
by  the  Oommisstonera  of  Polioe  ? . 

Thx  SEOBETAST  of  STAilE  QSi, 
Majxthbws)  (Bizminghaim,  E.\e  Yes, 
Sir ;  the  figuM  are  aa  qnoteii  in  Ae 
Question^  I  henre  no  intentioB  of  le* 
strietmg  the  iseue^  Ucenoes  in  tke  nuuh 
&er  proposed  by  tiie  hoo.  iijember;  or  of 
adopting  Boles  which  ahall  artificislfy 
limit  the  nnmberof  dtiwera* 

FISHKRY  PIEES  (IBEIANO)— TOLLS  OX 
BELMTJLLET  PIEB. 

Mb,  J.  F.  X  O'BKIEN  (Mayo,  8.) 
aaked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasm^  li, 
as  he  has  womieed  that' the  Bo|rd<rf 
Works  shall  fix  a  Schedule  of  Tolls  to 
be  levied,  on  the  BelmuUet  i%«r,  lor  its 
maintenance,  he  will  direct  the  Board 
to  confer  with  the  Inspectors  of  Fish* 
eriea  and  the  principal  merohanrtt  in 
BelmuUet  as  to-Uie  ptoper  tolls  to  b« 
levied  f  and,  if  the  Board  of  W<«ltt  vill 
give  an  opportunity  for  aiiiyon^  isleiefl^ 
in  the  matter  to  be  heard  at  a  meeting 
in  Belmullet,  before  the  Schedoto  of 
Tolls  be  finally  adopted  ? 

Thb  SEOBBTAEY  (Mr.  Jackbos) 
(Leeds,  N.):  AH  harbour  tolls  being 
levied,  collected,  and  applied  xmder  tiie 
direction  of  the  Grand  Jury,  the  latter 
have  invariably  moved  fisat  in  haviog 
tlw  scale  of  tolls  fixed  by  the  Board  of 
Works,  with  the  approval  of  the  Trea- 
sury. The  Board  of  Works  will. give 
every  consideration  to  any  represwata- 
tion  placed  before  them,  either  by  the 
Fishery  Inspectors  or  any  person  U  the 
district. 

RAILWAYS    (INDIAHEXTENSION    OF 

THE  BAILWAY  SYSTEM. 

8m    BERNHAED     SAMUELBON 

(Oxfordshire,  Banbiary)  asked  the  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 

the  Secretary  of  SUte  and  the  Gevem* 

ment  of  India  intend  to  adopt  kw 

"  3y,  in  re^Eurd  to  the  construotion  of 

ways  in  ludia^. differing  &om  that 
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ntir  pmmi^,  vlLich  is,  th«t  tbej  are 
oonstracted  mainly  by  the  Gotemment 
of  Indiay  and  by  Oompanies  under  a  Oo- 
fomment  gnarantee ;  whether  it  is  in- 
tended to  call  for  offers  to  construct  ad* 
ditioauti  Hallways  on  the  latter  footing 
•t  an  early  date;  and,  if  so,  between 
what  points ;  and,  what  lines,  and  what 
noleage  of  railways,  will  be  opened  for 
traffie  in  the  present  year,  and  in  each 
oflliotwD  anoeeeding  years? 

Xn  UNDER  8E0BETABT  or 
8TATE  (Sir  Johh  €k>jurr)  (Ohatiiam): 
TIeb  Seciataty  of  State  has  no  intention 
qL  departing  firom  the  policy  of  eonstrad- 
kg  ndlrways  in  India  by  the  Govem- 
meat  itself^  or  by  Oompaaies  under  a 
gaannteeu  Any  proposal  to  dispense 
witk  a  guarantae  would,  no  doubt,  be 
nosived  favourably.  It  is  not  intended 
at  present  to  sail  for  offers  to  cotastmot 
additional  railways  under  a  Government 
guarantee.  I  gave  yesterday,  in  answer 
to  a  Question,  the  list  of  railways  which 
will  be  opened  in  the  present  year.  It 
ii  impossible  to  fiimish  a  reliable  esti- 
toate  for  the  two  succeeding  years  yet. 

IDMIRALTY— THBGTTARMHIP  «AJAX»* 
AT  GUN  PRACTICE. 

Mb.  H'OAEIAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  7ii8t  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whe^ 
ther  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
ioUowiog  paragraph,  whidii  appeared  in 
Tk»  JTeeUy  DupaUh  of  the  20th  Feb* 
maiy  instant  :— 

"  H.M.S  <  Ajaz  *  at  gun  praotioe. 

''  Shameful  reoklessness, 

"Oar  Greenock  corzeepondent  telegraphs: 

'Tbe  Cl^de  guardship  Ajaxj  under  the  command 

^  Ciptiun  Bnrrant,  left  anchorage  off  Greenock 

«a  YiSday  momincr  for  Chatham,  where   she 

vol  iadttg»  altvrationi  to  rudder,  ^  and  will 

ibcHiftov  jom  the  Channel  Squadron  preyious 

to  retqming  to  Greenock  probably  towards  the 

endM  the  summer.    tVlme  passing  down  the 

^H  of  Clyde,  and  when  opposite  Innellan, 

*a  ofcDr«soo»  of  a  most  reowrkable  nature 

^>pMed.    Itai^pears  that  in  going  down  the 

ttew  of  the  Ajax  were  being  exercised  in  big 

pm  drill  with  the  view  of  expending  their 

JJ«rtttly  allowance  of  ammunition.      About 

Wf-past  IS,  at  whicli  time  the  Jjas  was  di- 

'^y  ofiT  Inndlam,  a  ahot  was  seen  to  issue  from 

oae  ef  the  guns  of  the  yessel,  strike  the  water, 

•J*  then  ricochet  with  terrific  force  towards  the 

^^-   It  struck  the  ground  immediately  ad- 

J«™g  the  Tills  of  Mr.  O.  W.  Patton,  sugar 

"^"eksal  IB  GrSiBOok,  entering  the  earth  about 

w  lards  from  the  north-east  ^le  wall.    The 

aot  sttde  a  hole  in  the  ground  about  seven  feet 

g^i  and  uprooted  four  large  trees,  breaking 

"«a  ia  pieces,  smdlscatteHng  the  brancbes  and 


fragments  all  over  the  roof  of  Mr.  Patton^s  villa, 
as  well  as  over  the  adjoining  grounds,  besides 
covering  the  roof  of  the  house  with  stones. 
Every  window  in  the  house  was  broken,  and 
great  rents  were  made  in  the  gable  walls ;  the 
house,  in  fact,  being  rendered  quite  uninhabi^ 
table.  The  force  o!  the  i>rojectile,  even  after 
striking  the  ground  and  doing  this  considerable 
damage,  was  not  yet  quite  spent,  as  the  shot 
was  carried  about  a  quarter  of  a  mile  up  the 
hill,  and  m^en  ft  had  reached  the  ground  it 
rolled  back  for  some  distance  down  the  hill. 
The  a<yeining  house,  occupied  by  Hie.  West, 
also  suffered  to  no  little  extent.  A  plumber 
named  Finlay  Brown,  who  was  employed  at  the 
house  at  the  time,  received  injuries  about  the 
body  which  neoewHated  confinement  to  bed 
yeeterday,  and  a  servant  girl  with  Mrs.  Patton 
had  her  hands  cut.  The  Board  School  is  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  Ashgprove,  and  at  the  time 
of  the  occurrence  was  filled  with  children.  A 
sH^ht  deviation  of  the  shd;  would  have  brought 
it  into  eontaot  wilh  this  building.  The  Ajax 
people  did  not  apparently  notice  the  damage 
that  had  been  done,  because  they  went  on  with 
their  firing,  alttough  the  other  shots  went  in 
a  more  seaward  direction.  The  Ajax  is  due  at 
Sheemeas  on  Monday ;  *' 
whether  the  statements  made  in  tliis 
paragraph  are  correct ;  if  so,  what  are 
the  names  of  the  persons  injnred ;  to 
what  extent  was  damage  done  to  pro^ 
pertj;  whether  compensation  will  be 
given  by  the  Admiralty  to  the  persons 
so  injured,  and  also  to  the  persons  whose 
property  has  been  damaged  or  destroyed; 
whether  the  •*  big  gun  "  drill  was  con- 
docted,  as  alleged,  for  the  purpose  of 
'<  expending  the  quarterly  allowance  of 
ammunition ; "  and,  whether  steps  will 
be  taken  to  prevent  the  Commanders  of 
Her  Majesty's  war  ships  from  endanger- 
ing the  lives  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
by  discharging  ''  big  guns  "  at  such  a 
short  distance  from  the  shore  f 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Lwd  €kBOHOB 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  It  is 
the  case  that  when  proceeding  to  carry 
out  her  quarterly  target  practice  a  pre- 
mature discharge  of  one  of  the  Ajax*i 
turret  guns  occurred,  and  that  the  shot 
struck  the  shore  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Innellan,  Firth  of  Clyde,  damaging 
the  houses  and  groxmds  of  Messrs. 
Patton  and  Henderson.  Beyond  the  two 
cases  referred  to  in  the  Question — those 
of  the  plumber  and  the  servant-girl — 
there  has  been  no  injury  to  individuals, 
and  they  are  nearly  well.  An  ofiicer 
sent  from  the  Admiralty  reports  that  no 
great  structural  injury  has  occurred  to 
the  buildings ;  but  that  the  roof  of  Mr. 
Patton's  house  has  received  considerable 
damas^e,  and  the  grounds  have  sufifered  a 
good  deal.  The  Admiralty  will  give  full 
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attention  and  consideration  to  all  clalmi 
for  compensation  to  persons  or  property 
resulting  from  this  accident.  The  hon. 
Member  may  be  satisfied  that  there  was 
no  intention  of  firing  a  shot  in  the  direc- 
tion of  the  shore,  and  that  no  one  regrets 
the  circumstance  more  than  the  Ad- 
miralty and  the  captain  and  officers  of 
the  Ajax.  The  premature  discharge  of 
the  gnn  was  owing  to  the  accidental 
completing  of  the  gun  circuit,  into  the 
cause  of  which  an  inquiry  by  specially 
selected  officers  is  being  held.  The  Ad- 
miralty will  take  every  possible  precau- 
tion to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  the  acci- 
dent. 

LAW    AND    POLICE  —  REFORMATORY 

SCHOOL    FOR    GIRLS,    HAMPSTBAD 

HEATH. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Paneras.  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether,  at  the 
Hampstead  Police  Oourt,  on  Wednes- 
day, 29th  December  last,  nine  ghrls, 
whose  ages  ranged  from  16  to  18  years, 
inmates  of  the  Beformatory  School  for 
Girls,  Hampstead  Heath,  were  charged 
with  wilfully  neglecting  and  refusing  to 
conform  to  the  Rules  of  the  place,  and 
two  of  the  girls,  aged  18,  seateneHsd  to 
three  months'  hard  labour,  two  others, 
aged  16  and  18,  to  two  months,  and  two 
oSiers  to  10  weeks ;  whether,  on  the  diet 
December,  the  three  girls  not  sentenced 
were  again  charged  and  sentenced  to 
three  months'  hard  labour,  with  two 
others,  aged  respectively  16  and  17  ;  if, 
on  both  occasions,  the  only  witnesses 
available  were  their  prosecutors;  and 
whether  the  Reformatory  is  under  Go- 
vernment supervision ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther the  Inspector  has  issued  a  Report 
for  the  last  three  years  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Bfr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir,  the  facts  as  stated  in  the  hon. 
Member's  Question  are  substantially 
correct.  The  evidence  of  the  ofi^rs  of 
the  Institution,  who  were  the  prosecu- 
tors, was  corroborated  by  the  indepen- 
dent testimony  of  several  members  of 
the  Committee  of  Managers,  who  were 
called  in  to  quell  the  disturbance.  The 
Reformatory  is  under  Government  su- 
pervision, and  has  been  regularly  visited 
by  the  Inq^tor  and  reported  upon  in 
his  Annual  Report.  In  this  particular 
case  a  special  Report  was  made  by  the 
Inspector. 

Lord  George  HamiUon 


EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  BUILD- 
ING GRAFTS  TO  SCIENCE  SCHOOLS 
AND  ART  SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  L.  fry  (Bristol,  N.)  asked  tits 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  Whether  the 
Education  Department  has  taken  any 
steps  in  purauanee  of  the  reoomrneDdi- 
tions  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Tech- 
nical  Instruction,  with  respect  to  grants 
in  aid  of  Science  Schools  and  Ait 
Schools;  and  whether,  haring  regud 
to  the  answer  to  a  question  in  tfris 
House  on  this  subject,  given  on  the  I7th 
May  last  by  the  tken  Yioe  President,  he 
is  able  to  state  that  suoh  reoomrnenda- 
tions  are  likely  to  be  earned  into  effeet? 

Thb  vice  PRESIDENT  (Set 
WnxiAM  Habt  Dtkb)  (Kent,  Dart- 
ford):  The  Soienoe  and  Art  Depart- 
ment brought  the  mattor  before  tb« 
Treasury  in  May  last,  and  agan  ia 
November,  urging  (1)  the  abolition  of 
the  restrictions  by  which  buildiBg  gnmto 
can  only  be  made  to  Science  Sehoois 
built  either  under  the  Public  libranee* 
Act  or  in  connection  with  a  School  «f 
Art ;  and  (2)  the  increase  of  the  limit  to 
which  both  Science  and  Art  building 
grants  may  be  made  up  to  a  maximum 
of  £800 ;  but  the  Treasury  were  not  con- 
vinced of  the  necessity  fbr  the  propoeed 
changes.  The  question  forms  part  of 
the  larger  one  as  to  the  amount  and 
method  of  the  general  eneouragoment 
that  can  be  given  to  technieal  instroe- 
tion,  which  is  now  engaging  the  careful 
attention  of  the  Department. 

Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley):  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  he 
ami  his  Colleagues  will  continue  to  arge 
on  the  Treasury  the  reoomrnendatioos  of 
their  Predecessors  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HART  DTKB  said, 
he  should  not  be  afraid  of  bringing  ^ 
matter  before  the  Treasury ;  hut  this 
was  part  of  a  very  large  quctotioo,  which 
had  to  be  considered  as  a  whole  before 
any  decision  could  be  come  to. 

Mb.  WOODALL  gave  Notice  that  on 

Monday  or  Tuesday  he  would  pnt  & 
further  inquiry  on  the  subject. 

POOR  LAW— CASE  OF  JAMBS  WEST- 
BUEY,  AN  AGRICULTURAL  LABOUBBH 
Mb.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Glonoes- 
ter,  Cirencester)  asked  tiie  Prdridflnt 
of  the  Local  Gbvemment  Boarcd  T^ 
ther   his   attention    has    been  ^^ 
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to  the  oase   of  James   Westbtuy,  an 
old     ffloucestershire    agricultural     la- 
bourer, whose  oase  was  decided  by  the 
Cirencester   Bench    of   Magistrates    on 
Monday  last,  the  2 1  it;   his  son,  a  cor- 
poral in  the  Coldstream  Quards,  having 
met  with  an  accident  in  the  performance 
of  his  duty  through  an  accidental  ezplo- 
8ion»  .waa  discharged,  and  is  an  inmate 
d  the  Ck>XLnty   Lunatic   Asylum ;    the 
father  was  oraered  by  the  Guardians  to 
pay  a  oontribution  of  1«.  %d.  a  week  to* 
wards  the  support  of  his  son,  and  has  for 
two  years  actually  paid  1«.  a  week,  ex- 
haosting,  in  so  doing,  £3,  all  his  savings, 
&ad  obtaining  £2  from  his  friends ;  and 
tliat,  being  unable  to  continue  to  pay, 
be  has  been  summoned  before  the  magis- 
trates, and  is  now  ordered  to  pay  6(/.  a 
veek ;  it  was  proved  by  sworn  evidence 
tiiat  his  wages  are  now  only  9«.  a  week, 
and  for  the  past  12  months  have  only 
aTeraged    10«.    Id.    without  deducting 
three  weeks  when  he  was  ill  and  unable 
to  earn  anything ;  and,  whether  he  will 
eimaider  the  desirability  of  amending  the 
Act  of  43  MtMohith  0.  2,  so  ^  to  prevent 
QQQtnbutioiLS  being  enforced  on  the  very 
poor? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Eitohie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  have 
loade  inquiry  as  to  the  facts  of  this  case. 
Jamaa  Westbury,  who  has  no  wife  or 
other  person  dependent  on  him  for  sup- 
port, was  summoned  before  the  justices 
to  show  cause  why  he  should  not  oontri- 
bate  towards  the  cost  of  the  maintenance 
of  his  son,  who  is  an  inmate  of  the 
Comity  Lunatic  Asylum.  From  the  evi- 
deaoe  of  the  relieving  officer  it  appears 
tliat  Westbury  in  May,  1886,  informed 
the  relieving  officer  that  he  could  not 

ey  It.  td.  per  week  towards  the  cost, 
it  was  content  to  pay  U.  per  week, 
aa&the  Onardians  assented  to  the  ar- 
itngement.  This  sum  he  paid  until  a 
&v  weeks  since,  when  he  was  advised 
7  the  solicitor  in  the  oase  not  to  con- 
tiane  the  payment,  and  in  consequence 
of  his  refusal  to  do  so  this  application 
▼M  made  to  the  justices,  westbury, 
however,  in  his  evidence,  denied  that  he 
^  expressed  his  willingness  to  pay  the 
!«•  per  week.  As  to  his  earnings,  his 
^l^yer  stated  that  from  June  to  De- 
^^m  last  his  average  weekly  earnings 
^ve  lit.  Sd.t  and  that  his  earnings  were 
^  9t.  per  week.  When  he  was  on 
^^^  work  he  earned  more,  l^e  jus- 
wea.  taking  into  consideration  the  earn* 


ings  and  the  statement  of  Westbury  as 
to  his  expenses,  were  of  opinion  that  he 
was  of  ability  to  pay  6d.  a  week,  and 
made  an  order  accordingly.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  liability  of  a  person  to  con- 
tribute towards  the  maintenance  of  a 
relative  who  is  relieved  at  the  cost  of  the 
poor  rate,  as  liability  under  the  existing 
law  only  arises  in  the  case  of  a  person 
who  the  justices  who  make  the  order 
consider  of  sufficient  ability,  the  (Go- 
vernment do  not  contemplate  any  amend- 
ment of  the  law. 

Me.  BKADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Does  not  the  Local  Government  Board 
think  it  its  duty  to  protest  against  this 
harsh  enforcement  of  the  Poor  Law 
against  the  very  poor  ? 

Mr.  EITCHIE  :  Of  course,  the  Local 
Government  Board  are  very  sorry  to  see 
a  harsh  enforcement  of  this  or  any  other 
law.  The  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that 
the  Act  imposes  a  duty  on  the  justices  to 
say  whether  or  not  an  individual  is  able 
to  contribute ;  and  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  a  large  number  of  people 
who  have  to  contribute  to  the  poor  rate 
are  themselves  not  very  far  removed 
from  pauperism.  It  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary, therefore,  that  the  interests  of  the 
ratepayers  should  be  duly  considered  ,in 
the  administration^  of  the  Poor  Law. 

Sib  henry  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
month) :  Is  it  not  possible  that  the  War 
Department  might  be  induced  to  contri- 
bute something  towards  the  young 
soldier's  support  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said  he  had  not  com- 
municated with  the  War  Office  on  the 
subject. 

Mb.  WINTERBOTHAM  said,  that  so 
unsatisfactory  was  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  should 
call  attention  on  an  [early  day  to  the 
whole  question. 

EJECTMENTS  (IRELAND)— AT  KNOCK- 
MOYLEEN,  BALLYCROY,  CX).  MAYO. 
Mb.  OONYBEARB  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne )  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  at 
Knockmoyleen,  Ballycroy,  County  Mayo 
(close  to  the  Island  of  Achill),  the  land- 
lord, Sir  A.  E.  Bellingham,  has  served 
15  tenants  with  ejectments  on  title; 
whether  only  10  of  the  15  were  able  to 
i^rd  to  enter  defences  at  the  last 
Quarter  Sessions  at  Ballina ;  whether 
the  Chairman  at  once  granted  dismisses, 
and  refused  to  grant  decrees  for  posses- 
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sion  e?en  in  the  undefended  cases; 
whether  the  landlord  has  intimated  his 
intention  to  appeal  to  next  Assizes  at 
Castlebar,  and  to  the  Superior  Courts  if 
not  successful  at  Castlebar  ;  and, 
whether,  after  the  decision  at  Quarter 
Sessions,  the  circumstances  of  these 
cases  warrant  an  inquiry  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  hon.  Member  does  not  give  me  any 
time  to  make  myself  acquainted  with  the 
facts  of  the  matter.  However,  it  does 
not  appear  to  me  from  the  Question  that 
there  is  any  ground  for  an  inquiry.  If 
the  Chairman  found  in  favour  of  the 
tenants,  the  landlord  has  a  right  to 
appeal. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— LIS- 
TOWEL,  CO.  KERRY. 

Mb.  p.  O'BEIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true, 
as  reported  in  the  Press,  that  when  eight 
men  were  brought  before  Mr.  Massey 
and  Mr.  Gerald  M'Eiligott,  at  Listowel, 
on  Saturday  last,  charged  with  moon- 
lighting in  the  neighbourhood  of  Castle- 
ismnd  on  the  12th  instant,  the  magis- 
trates named  declared  themselves  satis- 
fied that  the  accused  were  not  moon- 
lighting but  were  only  on  their  way  to 
a  wedding ;  but  that  owing  to  the  state 
of  the  district  they  (the  magistrates) 
would  bind  them  over  to  the  peace  for 
12  months;  whether  he  will  state  under 
what  statute  the  magistrates'  decision 
was  given  ;  and,  whether  any  appeal  lies 
against  this  decision  in  this  case  r 

Mb.  stack  (Kerry,  N.)  said  he 
wished  to  supplement  the  question  of  his 
hon.  Friend  by  asking  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary whether  attendance  at  a  wedding 
was  an  offence  known  to  the  law  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
MiCHABL  Hioks-Bbach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  I 
am  not  aware  that  it  is ;  but  weddings 
are  not  generally  held  in  the  middle  of 
the  night.  A  party  of  men  wearing 
masks  and  other  disguises  were  met  at 
night  by  a  police  patrol  in  the  Listowel 
district,  where  there  has  been  a  good 
deal  of  moonlighting.  The  men  were 
arrested  and  brought  before  the  magis- 
trates, who  bound  them  over  to  keep  the 
peace.  The  proceedings  were  under  the 
Act  of  Edward  HI.,  and  no  appeal  lies 
against  the  decision.     It  is  not  a  fact 

Mr-  Conyheare 


that  the  magistrates  expressed  them- 
selves satisfied  that  the  accused  were 
only  on  their  way  to  a  wedding.  I  am 
informed  that  they  expressed  no  opiDion 
on  the  subject. 

NAVY—STRANDING  OF  THE  GUNBOAT 
"FIRM "—SIB  WILLIAM  THOMSON'S 
d£B:p  sea  SOUNDING-KAOHINB. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  Eastbonme) 
asked  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  the 
Member  for  Marylebone  (Lord  Charles 
Beresford),  Whether,  in  view  of  certain 
statements  made  at  the  recent  Gourt 
Martial  on  the  stranding  of  the  Fiim 
gunboat  in  the  Jannary  gale,  relative  to 
her  inability  to  take  deep  sea  soundings 
owing  to  the  state  of  the  sea  and  the 
non- supply  of  Sir  William  Tbomson's 
Deep  Sea  Sounding  -Machine,  nov 
generally  carried  in  all  ocean-going 
steamers,  he  will  confer  with  the  other 
Naval  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  as  to  the 
advisability  of  recommending  that  the 
said  valuable  sounding-machine  be  sup- 
plied to  all  Her  Majesty's  sea-gomg 
ships,  irrespective  of  whether  it  has  been 
applied  for  by  Commanding  Officers  or 
not? 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  Geobgb  Hamilton), 
(Middlesex,  Ealing)  (who  replied)  said : 
Sir  William  Thomson's  sounding- 
machine  is  only  applied  to  the  larger 
types  of  ships  and  to  vessels  with  verj 
lugh  speed.  Certain  improvements  in 
the  machine  have  been  suggested,  and 
are  under  trial.  Until  these  are  com- 
pleted there  is  no  intention  of  extending 
its  issue  to  the  smaller  classes  of  ships. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)- GRANGfr 
GErrH  POST  OFFICE. 

Mb.  O'HANLON  (Oavan,  E.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  When  Ae  pro- 
posed inquiry  will  take  place  as  to  the 
Grangegeith  Post  Office  ? 

The  postmaster  GENEEAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University)  :If  t^^ 
hon.  Member  will  communicate  with  me 
further  in  a  few  weeks'  time,  I  will  be  in 
position  to  answer  the  Question  ? 

Mb.  O'HANLON  asked,  was  it  pos- 
sible, after  so  many  promises  had  been 
made,  that  it  took  two  or  three  weeks 
to  institute  an  inquiry  into  a  matter  on 
which  the  people 

Mr.  speaker :  Order,  order! 
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Factory  at  Enfield  to  comply  with  naval 
demands  with  the  least  possible  delay* 
I  should,  perhaps,  add  that  a  consider- 
able  number  of  Gardner  guns  have  also 
been  manufactured  at  Enfield. 


INCOME  TAX— MARRIED  WOMEN'S 
PROPERTY  ACT. 

Captain  SELWYN  (Cambridge,  Wis- 
beach)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether  husbands  and  wives 
deriTe  any  benefit,  except  in  the  matter 
of  Legacy  Duty,  to  compensate  them  for 
being  treated,  notM-ithstanding  the 
Married  Women's  Property  Act,  for 
Inoome  Tax  purposes,  as  one  person  ? 

Thb  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Qosghbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):  Yes;  they  would 
have  a  parallel  advantage  in  the  case  of 
Succession  Duty,  as  in  the  case  of  Legacy 
Duty.  I  must  protest  against  the  infer- 
ence of  husband  and  wife  being  treated 
as  one  person  as  regards  taxing  purposes. 
I  cannot  see,  because  in  a  particular 
household  there  may  be  two  purses  in- 
stead of  one,  that  the  household  should 
be  held  less  liable  for  taxation  than  any 
other  household. 

WAR  OFFICE  (ORDNANCE  DEPART- 
MENT)-MANUFACTURE  OF  MACHINE 
GUNS  AT  ENFIELD. 
GoLONKL  HUGHES -HALLETT 
(Boehester)  asked  the  Surveyor  General 
of  Ordnance,  Whether  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Machine  Guns, 
presented  to  Parliament  in  May  1881, 
which  recommends  the  adoption  of  the 
Gardner  rifle  Machine  Gun  for  use  in 
Her  Majesty's  Service,  in  preference  to 
either  the  Gatling  or  the  Nordenfelt, 
baa  been  acted  upon;  and  whether,  in 
spiteof  thatrecomm6ndation,alargenum- 
oer  of  Nordenfelt  5- barrel  rifle  Machine 
Gons  have  been  since  then,  and  are  now 
being,  manufactured  at  the  Roval  Small 
Arms  Factory  at  Enfield  Lock  r 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Nobthcotb)  (Exeter) :   The  Report  of 
this  Committee  and  all  other  Reports  on 
Machine  Guns  have  been  carefully  con* 
ndered  by  the  War  OfBce  and  Admiralty. 
Tbe  Admiralty  have  now,  either  com- 
pleted or  in  process  of   manufacture, 
about  twice  as  many  rifle  calibre  Gardner 
gtma  as  they  have  Nordenfelts.     The 
War  Department  has  a  still  larger  pro- 
portion.   All  these  Nordenfelt  guns  that 
bsTo  been  supplied  to  the  Admiralty 
baTe  been  supplied  by  special  request  of 
tbat  Department.    As  regards  the  last 
pvt  of  the  Question,  a  number  of  5-bar- 
^^Ued  Nordenfelt  guns  are  in  course  of 
nnuifSuture  at  the  Royal  Small  Arms 

VOL  OCX)XI.       [thied  sb»ibs.] 


AKMY— THE  ROYAL  ARTILLERY— RU- 

MOURED  REDUCTION  OF  THE 

FORCE. 

Sib  HENRY  TYI.ER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether,  and,  if  so,  to  what  ex- 
tent, it  is  proposed  to  make  any  prac- 
tical reduction  in  the  forces  of  the  Royal 
Artillery  in  men,  guns,  or  horses  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle) : 
The  changes  ordered  in  the  establish- 
ment of  the  Royal  Artillery  have  for 
their  object  the  most  effective  organiza- 
tion of  that  Force  for  the  defence  of  the 
Empire.  Taking  all  branches  of  that 
Service  there  will  be  an  increase,  not  a 
decrease,  of  278  men.  The  apparent 
decrease  in  guns  is  28,  owing  to  the  bat* 
teries  not  belonging  to  the  First  Army 
Corps  being  put  upon  a  peace  footing  of 
4  guns ;  but,  in  the  event  of  war,  they 
would  be  immediately  expanded  from  the 
Reserve  into  6-gun  batteries.  The  dimi- 
nution in  the  number  of  horsea  is  334  ; 
but  corresponding  additions  have  been 
made  to  other  branches  of  the  Service, 
so  that  the  total  number  of  horses  for 
the  Army  remains  practically  the  same. 

EMIGRATION  STATISTICS  FOR  188«— 
THE  RETURN. 

Mr.  S.  SMITH  (Flintehire)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  When 
the  emigration  statistics  for  1886  (which 
were  laid  upon  the  Table  a  fortnight 
ago)  will  be  circulated  ? 

Thb  secretary  (Baron  Henby 
Db  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
It  is  hoped  that  the  Return  in  question 
will  be  circulated  within  a  week. 

CORONERS'  INQUESTS -VIEW  OF  THE 
BODIES. 
Mb.  PAULTON  (Durham,  Bishop's 
Auckland)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether, 
considering  the  painful  nature  of  tbe 
process  of  viewing  dead  bodies  at 
coroners'  inquests  in  cases  of  colliery 
explosions  and  accidents,  he  will  take 
any  steps  to  enable  a  coroner  to  relieve 
the  jury  from  this  obligation,  when 
sufficient  evidence  is  forthcoming  of  the 
identity  of  the  deceased  ? 
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Thb  SEORBTABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Bicminghamy  E.)  :  I  have 
no  power  to  dispense  with  the  obligation 
impoeed  by  law  from  a  very  early  i>eriod 
on  a  coroner's  juxy  to  proceed  only  on 
view  of  the  body;  and!  should  not  feel 
justified  in  xecommending  to  Parliament 
acy  such  proposal  as  the  hon.  Member 
suggests.  Whi^re  numerous  deaths 
have  resulted  from  one  accident  it  is 
usual  to  hold  an  inquest  on  one  or  two 
only  of  the  bodies. 

EVICTIONS  AT  BURRADON  COLLIERY, 
COUNTY  NORTHtJMBERLAND. 

Mb.  FENWIOK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  he 
can  give  the  House  any  information  re- 
specting the  recent  evictions  at  Burradon 
Colliery,  in  the  county  of  Northumber- 
land ;  and,  whether  it  is  true  that  the 
workmen  evicted  offered  to  pay  rent  for 
the  houses  which  they  occupied^  and 
their  offer  was  rejected  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  B.) :  No, 
Sir ;  I  have  no  information  respecting 
these  evictions,  and  I  do  not  see  that  it 
is  a  matter  in  which  the  Soctetary  of 
State  can  interfere.  I  understand  that 
the  colliery  in  question  has'  ceased  to 
work  some  time  since. 

TRUSTEE  SAVINGS  BANKS-CARDIPP 
TRUSTEE  SAVINGS  BANK. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (BethnalGhreen,  N,E.) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  thie  Ex- 
chequer, Whether  thB  National  Debt 
Commissioners  paid  interest  on  the  sum 
of  £160,000  standing  to  the  credit  of  the 
Cardiff  Trustee  Savings  Bank  up  to 
September  1886;  whet&r  the  Trust^s 
of  that  Bank  refused  to  allow  any  into* 
rest  to  d^ositors  after  20th  November 
1886,  nearly  a  year  previously;  and, 
whe^er  the  amount  so  received,  as  inte- 
rest on  deposits  from  the  National  Debt 
Commissioners,  was  devoted  to  partidly 
replacing  the  deficiency  caused  by  the 
frauds  of  the  actuary  of  the  Cardiff 
Trustee  SaviuRs  Bank  ? 

TheCHANOELLOR  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Qosohen)  (St.  Qeorge's, 
Hanover  Square) :  There  has  not  been 
time  to  ascertain  the  facts;  but  I  am 
autiiorised  to  state  that  the  Government 
will  willingly  lend  any  assistance  to  any 
representations  regaming  an  alteration 


of  the  law  which  will  prevent  «uoh  a 
catastrophe  as  has  occurred.  The  Go* 
vemment  will  be  most  happy,  while  «ii* 
deavouring  on  the  one  hand  to  avoid  anj 
interference  with  Societies  of  this  kind, 
on  the  other  hand  to  give  a^y  assistaooe 
in  the  way  of  increased  securities  is 
their  power. 

«*  BOARD  OF  TRADE  JOURNAL  '*- 
ADVERTISING  AGENTS. 

Me.  ARTHUR  0'CONNOR(Done2sl, 
E.)  asked  the  Secretly  to  ike  Boaid^f 
Trade,  Whether  U  is  a  fact  that  adver- 
tising agents  are  being  employsdts 
collect  advertisements  for  TkeB^^  «/ 
7Vad0  Journal ;  what  saving  in  the  «oflt 
of  its  production  is  eSbcted  thersijr; 
and,  whether  it  is  intended  to  devebe 
this  new  line  of  Government  enterprise  r 

Thb  SECRETARY  (Barott  Hbkey 
Db  Wobms)  (liverpool,  Ea^t  ToEteth): 
Messrs*  Judd  and  Company  have  cod* 
tracted  with  Her  Majesty's  StatioMfy 
Offioe  for  the  privilege  of  advertising  is 
The  Board  of  Trade  Journal^  and  in  thsl 
ca^city  receive  adverliaementiB.  It  is 
hoped  that  by  thiaeontraot  aad  the  «aks 
of  the  copies  the  cost  of  produsiion  will 
be  defrayed.  There  ss  no  intention  -d 
bringing  out  aiM4ber  joamal. 

Mb,  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Is  this 
the  sole  privile^ifed  firm;  and,*if  fiOi 
what  are  the  teitnsf     ' 

Babow  henry  DE  worms  said, 
he  eottld  not  answer  the' Qaesftioa  witk- 
outNolioe* 

LAND  LAW  (lEflLAND)  ACT,  1681-. 
COUNTY  COURT  ftUUCS. 

Me,  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  Ibr  iratiid, 
Whether  the  County  Court  Bvles  made 
on  the  10  th  September  1861,  in  eonie- 

2aence  of  the  provisions  of  <<  The  Land 
law  (Ireland)  Aet,  1081,"  section  U, 
are  still  in  force ;  and,  whether  asy 
other  Rales  regulating  the  mods  of 
service  of  Civil  BiU  processes  have 
since  been  made  under  tiw  provisions  of 
said  enactment  or  otherwise? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  m 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmbs)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity): The  Rules  refeired  to  are  still 
in  force. 

QUEEN'S  PLAdPES. 
Mr.    MILDMAY    (Devon,  Totoss) 
aiAed  the  Secretary  to  the  Tressuryr 
Whether,    seeing   that    the    Qasen'« 
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Piafes  (professedly  granted  io  encourage 
the  breediog  of  borsee  in  this  country), 
in  yiew  of  the  poor  contests  they  hare 
preroked  of  late  years,  entirely  fail  of 
thdr  object,  he  will  consider  the  ad- 
TisabiHty  oi  applying  the  sums  to  ted 
for  this  purpose  in  some  way  which 
shall  more  effectively  carry  out  the 
original  object  for  which  the  Queen's 
PhSos  were  granted  ? 

CoLOKBL  NOLAN  (Qalway,  N.):  I 
rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  ask  your 
rtKag)  Mr.  Speaker,  whether  this  Ques- 
tion it  not  of  an  argumentative  cha- 
racter f  Does  it  not  assume  a  point 
whirii  h48  been  very  frequently  argued 
ift  this  House? 

Ma<  SPBAKBB :  The  Queetion  eer- 
timly  doee  amume  that  Queen's  Plates 
have  entlr^y  faiied  of  their  object.  If 
the  koQ.  and  gallant  Gtenj^eman  objects 
to  it,  that  may  be  omitted  from  the 
Question^  and  l^e  remainder  may  be 
aiked. 

OojffBTL  NOLAN :  I  object  to  it  in 
thatform. 

Si*  HERBERT  MAXWELL  (A 
lam  of  tihe  Tbsasury)  (Wigton)  (who 
r«f  Medl  said :  Without  entering  upon  the 
ar^mentative  part  of  the  Qoestioni  I 
may  be  allowed  to  inform  ^e  hon.  Gen- 
tleamft  that  wo  are  making  inquiries  into 
this  matter,  and  ift  will  be  ref  etred  to  the 
consideration  of  the  proper  authorities. 

INBIAr^-PfiKSIONa  FOB   QENEBAL 
SERVICES-AMOUNT  PAID  IN 
ENGLAND. 

He.  EJNG  (Hull,  Central)  asked  tiie 
Undersecretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 
tbr  he  can  state  the  total  amount  of 
psasieiui  pmd  in  England  for  Indian 
servioea  during  the  paist  financial  year, 
distingui^ing  the  totals  paid  reapee** 
tivdy  to  retired  oovenaatad  einlians, 
miUtaxy  officers,  and  offioera  of  the  un- 
omnaated  aerriee;  whether  the  pen*- 
nons  of  Indian  covenanted  civilians  and 
miliary  officers  are  fixed  and  paid  in 
sterling  currency ;  whether  all  unoove- 
nanted  service  pensioners,  drawing  their 
pay  in  England,  are  paid  in  rupees  at 
the  rate  ci  exchange  fixed  between  the 
Traasary  and  the  Secretary  of  State; 
ftnd,  what  was  the  total  sum  in  rupees  of 
Uicorenanted  service  pensions  paid  in 
Bngland  during  the  last  financiiu  year  ? 
5itt    UNim     SEOKETARY    of 

81ATB  (8ur  Jomc  Gobst)  (Chatham) : 

"Hie  total  amount  of  pensions  paid  in  Eng- 


land for  Indian  services  in  1885-6  was 
£2,032,905,  made  up  thus  : — Covenanted 
civilians,  £428,817  ;  military  officers, 
£1,459,593  ;  officers  of  the  uncovenan  ted 
service,  £81,219;  others  (#.#.,  High 
Court  Judges,  Indian  Navy,  Bengal 
Pilot  Service),  £68,276.  The  pensions 
of  covenanted  civilians  and  military 
officers  are  fixed  and  paid  in  sterling 
currency.  IJncoven  anted  service  pen- 
sioners who  elect  to  draw  their  pensions 
in  England  are  paid  at  the  rate  of  ex- 
change annually  fixed  between  the  Trea- 
sury and  the  Secretary  of  State,  except 
in  a  few  cases  in  which  pennons  fixed  in 
sterling  have  been  specially  granted. 
Excluding  these  special  pensions  the 
total  sum  in  rupees  of  uncovenanted 
pensions  paid  in  England  during  1885-6 
wasBs.9,20,000. 

INDIA— TELEGRAPHIC  MESSAGES. 

Mr.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  telegraphic  messages  from  England 
to  Australia  are  charged,  from  Bombay 
to  Madras,  500  per  cent  more  than  local 
messages  over  the  same  lines ;  and,  will 
he  take  steps  to  remedy  the  grievance  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  rSir  John  Gobst)  (Chatham)  : 
Telegrapnic  messages  are  charged  from 
Bombay  to  Madras,  75  centimes  per 
word.  Local  messages  are  charged,  if 
urgent,  45  centimes  ;  if  not  urgent,  22^ 
centimes.  The  Government  of  India  ob- 
ject at  present  to  incur  the  loss  of  revenue 
which  a  reduction  of  the  rate  on  Aus- 
tralian messages  would  cause. 

GRANTS  TO  lIBMBEitS  OF  THE  ROTAL 
FAMILY. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Government  intend  to  adhere  to  the 
promise  given  in  1885  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  on  the  Vote  for  an 
Annuity  to  the  Princess  Beatrice,  that  a 
Committee  should  be  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  question  of  Grants  to  Members 
ofthe  Royal  Family? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  only 
saw  the  Question  on  the  Paper  to-day, 
and  on  a  question  of  this  cnaraeter  I 
must  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  afford  me 
an  opportunity  of  conferring  with  my 
Colleagues.  I  will  state  the  course  the 
Government  will  take  very  shortly. 
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AFRICA  (SOUTH)— PROGRESS  OF  AF- 
FAIRS-LORD SALISBURY'S  LETTER 
IN  «*THE  TIMES." 

Mk.  0.  V.  MOEGAN  (Battersea) :  In 
the  interestB  of  our  fellow-ooimtrymen 
in  South  Africa,  I  bep:  to  ask  the  Seore- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
the  letter  in  Th$  Ttma  of  Tuesday,  bear- 
ing the  signature  of  the  Marqueaa  of 
Sidisbury,  is  authentic  f 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Siu 
HxHBT  Holland)  (Hampstead) :  The 
letter  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  is 
authentic.  The  language  clearly  indi- 
cated that  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  re- 
gretted and  deprecated  the  feeling  whieh, 
howerer,  the  oocnrrencee  of  the  last  few 
years  led  him  to  believe  existed  in  the 
minds  of  many  Members  of  Parliament ; 
but  that  he  thought  the  existence  of 
such  a  feeling  should  be  noted. 

Mb.  0.  V.  MORGAN :  Arising  out  of 
that  answer,  may  I  ask  whether  the 
opinion  expressed  in  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury's  letter  is  also  the  opinion  in 
general  of  Her  Majesty's  GoTonunent  ? 
Sib  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) : 
Before  that  Question  is  answered,  may 
I  ask  whether  the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury's letter  was  marked  ''Confiden- 
tial?" 

Sm  HENRT  HOLLAND:  I  hare 
stated,  fully  and  clearly,  1  hope,  the 
effect  of  the  language  of  the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury's  letter,  and  there  can  be 
no  doubt  that  that  is  also  the  opinion 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Sib  ROBERT  FOWLER:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  answered  my 
Question  whether  the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury's letter  was  not  marked  ''Confiden- 
tial." 

Sib  HENRY  HOLLAND :  That,  Sir, 
I  am  unable  to  say. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS-COMMITTEE  OP 

SUPPLY. 
The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  wished  to  say,  in  reference 
to  a  Question  put  yesterday  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler), 
that  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment,  con- 
sidering the  exigencies  of  the  Public 
Service,  thought  it  neoeesary  to  ask  the 
House  to  go  into  Committee  of  Supply 
on  the  Civil  Service  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates on  Monday  next. 


Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT(De%) 
said,  that  as  the  right  hon.  Gkntlefoan 
had  said  yesterday  that  he  would  ofily 
answer  this  Question  on  Monday,  it  had 
been  assumed  by  hon.  Gentlemen  ^at 
the  Estimates  would  not  oome  on  on 
Monday.  He  would  like  to  ask  when 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  on  ^ 
Army  and  Navy  would  be  delivered? 
They  were  already  near  th«  eiose  of  ths 
financial  year,  and  these  Estimates  wsre 
not  yet  d^vered .  He  also  took  this  op- 
portunity of  giving  Notice  that,  having 
regard  to  the  enormous  figure  of  the 
Supplementary  Civil  Service  Estimates, 
he  would  call  attention  en  these  Esti' 
mates  to  the  great  increase  of  expenditiTe 
beyond  that  whidi  was  estimated  at  the 
time  of  the  Budget,  and  especially  to  ths 
vast  increase  of  the  expenditure  on  the 
Post  Office  and  Telegraph  DefMrtnents. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  asked  in 
what  order  the  Ee^mates  would  hB 
taken? 

Mm.  W.  H.  SMITH  replied  Oiatihey 
would  be  taken  in  the  order  in  which 
they  stood  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEYBE  (BradlntI, 
Central)  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Poet- 
master  General  would,  before  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  came  on  for  diseussioe, 
lay  upon  the  Table  a  statement  conoem- 
ing  Aie  financial  results  of  6d,  tele- 
grams. 

The  postmaster  GENERAL(Mr. 
Raises)  (Cambridge  University)  said, 
he  thought  it  would  hardly  be  possible 
to  lay  such  a  statement  on  the  Table  on 
Monday ;  but  he  hoped  to  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  House  full  in- 
formation  on  the  subject. 

Mk.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  H  would 
be  very  convenient  if  the  right  hon.  C^ 
tleman  would  circulate  a  statement  b^ore 
the  discussion. 

Mr.  R AIEJBS  said,  he  woM  see  what 
ooukl  be  done ;  but  he  oould  not  promie^ 
anything. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  appealed  to 
the  Government  not  to  bring  on  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates  on  Monday,  ss 
many  Members  had  been  imder  the  im- 
pression that  an  important  disoassion 
upon  the  Rules  of  Procedure  would  take 
place  that  evening,  and  had  made  their 
arrangements  aocordingly. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  was  aot 
anxious  to  bring  on  the  Sapplemeitl07 
Estimates (m Monday;  but arepreeenitar 
tion  had  been  made  to  him  privately  wt 
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erening  to  the  effect  that  it  was  felt  on 
t}i6  other  side  of  the  House  that  sufficient 
time  would  not  be  allowed  for  the  dis- 
ciuflioii  of  the  Supplementary  Estimates 
if  they  were  not  brought  forward  at  once. 
Therefore,  he  felt  bound  to  afiEbrd  a  suf- 
ficient opportunity  to  the  House  to  discuss 
those  Estimates.  He  would  be  glad  if 
the  House  would  proceed  with  the  other 
pressing  Bodbaess  on  Monday;  but  it 
was  lor  the  House  to  say  whether  they 
would  not  think  it  right,  under  the  cir- 
comatances,  to  proceed  with  the  Esti- 
mates. 

Ifau  W.B.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian)  said,  it  so  happened  tiiat 
he  was  much  struck  by  the  lapse  of  time 
which  had  oecozred  without  the  Esti- 
sales  being  brought  forward ;  and,  re- 
mombering  his  rathe?  aore  experiences 
in  fermer  daye  over  the  Supplementary 
Eftimatos,  ha  had  beoome  afarmed  lest 
Her  Miyesty'a  €k>vemment,  in  their  de- 
sire to  press  forward  the  Eules  of  Fro- 
osdvre,  diould  get  into  some  legal 
emhamssmeni  with  reepeet  to  the  datea 
necessary  to  be  obserred.  He  therefore 
thought  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Shaw 
Letem)  would  feel  that  this  oMimdera- 
tiOE  of  lenity  ought  to  overbear  all 
ooBsideration  of  inconvenience. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that,  in 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  he  had 
toiav  that,  <>win|^  to  the  change  which 
had  been  made  m  the  Office  of  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Goechen)  felt  it  right  that 
bo  ahould  be  al  liberty  himself  to  ez- 
uune  the  Estimates  for  the  Army  and 
Na?7,  and  that  some  little  delay  had 
therefore  occorved  in  presenting  them  to 
the  House ;  but  they  would  be  presented 
in  the  course  of  a  few  days. 

Sir  aEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  if 
tto  6o?enimettt  bad  dedded  yet  as  to 
vhether  there  would  be  any  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  in  connection  with 
tbe  expenses  incurred  in  Egypt? 

Mr.  W.  K  SMITH  replied  that  there 
wotdd  be  no  delay  in  giving  full  infor- 
i&ation  to  the  House. 

UND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACTS—REPORT 
OF  THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION. 
Me.  p.  O'BKIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
«ked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
JWiea  the  Evidence  ti^en  by  the  Irish 
utkd  Acts  Commission  would  be  placed 
i&  the  haftds  of  if  embers ;  and,  also^ 
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when  the  Supplementary  Beport,  wliicli 
he  believed  was  being  presented  hj  Mr. 
Knipe,  would  be  supplied  ? 

Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster),  in  reply,  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was,  doubtless,  aware  that  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  were  not  in  pos- 
session of  the  Evidenoe.  It  was  in  the 
possession  of  the  Commission,  and  had 
not  yet  been  delivered  to  Her  Maiesty's 
Oovemment.  No  time  would  be  lost  in 
presenting  it  to  Parliament  when  it  had 
been  received.  The  Sopplementaiy  Be- 
port of  Mr.  Knipe,  one  of  the  Oommis- 
sioners,  had  not  yet  been  delivered  \o 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  he  was 
unable  to  say  when  they  would  re- 
ceive it. 


ORDJSR    OF  THE  DAY. 


BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE  (RULES  OF 
PROCEDURE)— RULE  1  (CLOSURE  OF 
DEBATE).--RES0LUTI0N. 

ADJOTIBNED  DEBATE.      [fIFTH  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  the  Ad- 
journed Debate  on  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed to  the  Main  Question,  as  amenaed, 

♦<  That,  after  a  Question  has  been  proposed, 
a  Motion  may  be  made,  if  ike  consent  of  the 
Chair  has  been  provioitsly  obtaiaed,  'That 
the  Question  be  now  put'  Such  Motion  shall 
be  put  forthwith,  ana  decided  without  Amend- 
ment or  Debate : 

**  When  the  Motion  *  That  the  Question  be 
now  put,'  has  been  carried,  and  the  Question 
consequent  thereon  has  been  decided*  any  fur- 
ther Motion  may  be  made  (the  consent  of  the 
Chair  having  been  previously  obtained)  which 
may  be  requisite  to  bring  to  a  decimon  any 
Question  already  proposed  from  the  Chair ;  and 
also  if  a  Clause  be  then  under  consideration,  a 
Motion  may  be  made  (with  the  consent  of  the 
Chair  as  aforesaid)  That  the  Question,  That  the 
Clause  stand  sart,  or  be  added  to  the  Bill,  be 
now  put.  Such  Motions  shall  be  put  forthwith, 
and  decided  without  Amendment  or  Debate : 

*' Provided  always,  That  Questions  for  the 
Closure  of  Debate 'shall  not  be  decided  in  the 
affirmative,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  unless  it 
shall  appear  by  the  numbers  declared  from  the 
Chair,  that  such  Motion  was  supported  by  more 
than  Two  Uundred  Members,  or  was  opposed 
by  less  than  Forty  Members,  and  supported  by 
more  than  One  Hundred  Members."  —  (if r. 
William  Henry  Smith.) 

And  whieh  Amendment  was, 

In  line  1,  by  inserting,  after  the  word 
"  Question,"  the  words  "  other  than  a  Vote 
in  Committee  of  Supply."— (ifr.  BarmU.) 
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Question  again  proposed,  "  That  those 
Tfords  be  there  inserted." 

Debate  reiumed. 

Me.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
I  was  much  interested  in  the  arguments 
used  on  the  Tory  Bench  last  night 
against  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Famell),  and  I  propose  to  give  the 
House  the  beneGt  of  the  opinions  that 
were  expressed  by  various  Members  on 
that  same  Bench  in  1882,  when  this  very 
Motion  was  before  the  House.  At  that 
time  new  Hules  of  Procedure  had  been 
introduced  into  this  House  by  the  then 
Liberal  Qoyemment,  and  they  were  op- 
posed by  the  then  Opposition,  which 
now  constitutes  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
ment.  The  opinions  which  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  then  expressed  were 
identical  almost  in  the  very  words  with 
the  objections  which  have  been  raised 
on  this  side  of  the  House  against  the 
Bules  90w  proposed.  One  of  the  Rules 
was  to  the  following  effect — that  when 
it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker,  or  to  the 
Chairman  of  Wa^s  and  Means  in  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  during  any 
debate,  that  the  subject  has  been  ade- 
quately discussed,  and  that  it  is  the  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  or  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  Question  be  now  put,  he 
may  so  inform  the  House  or  the  Com- 
mittee, and  if  a  Motion  be  made  ''  That 
the  Question  be  now  put,"  Mr.  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  shall  forthwith  put 
such  Question,  and  if  the  same  be  de- 
cided in  the  affirmative,  the  Question 
under  discussion  shall  be  put  forthwith. 
This  is  followed  by  a  proviso  which  it  is 
not  necessary  that  I  should  read  at  pre- 
sent. ^  An  Amendment  was  proposed 
by  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff,  then 
an  active  Member  of  the  Conservative 
Party,  and  a  Gentleman  who  received 
a  high  official  appointment  when  the 
present  Qovemmeut  came  into  Office. 
His  Amendment  was  to  leave  out  the 
words,  **  or  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  in  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House ; "  and  that  was  practically  the 
proposition  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House  last  night.  I  should  like 
now  to  call  attention  to  the  Gentlemen 
who  supported  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wolff's  Motion.  One  of  the  principal 
supporters  of  that  Motion  to  prevent 
the  cloture  from  applying  to  Committee 
of  Supply  was  the  present  Under  Secre- 


tary for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst),  xrLo 
made  a  powerful  speech  against  it; 
Lord  Ashbourne,  then  Mr.  Gibson, 
made  one  of  his  strongeet  speeches  in 
support  of  the  Amendment;  and  on 
that  occasion  the  Liberal  Government 
entered  into  a  conspiracy  of  silence,  just 
as  a  conspiracy  of  silence  has  now  been 
entered  into  on  the  Conservative  side  of 
the  House.    Mr.  Gibeon  said — 

**  He  wai  Terv  ^lad  that  tt  last  they  had  bad 
a  speech  from  the  rndependent  Bendiee  on  tlie 
oppoeite  side,  for  if  there  was  not  a  conspnacy 
of  silence,  or  a  confederacy  of  mates  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  there  -was,  st  ail 
orents,  an  extiaordinary  cooicideaee  vhich 
brought  forth  no  debate.' W3  JZoamt^,  [174] 
225.) 

That  is  the  position  of  the  opposite 
sid«  now.  That  Amendment  was  lost, 
and  than  I  find  from  Batusrd  thai  an- 
other Member  of  the  Tory  Par^  pro- 
posed an  Ameiidmant.  Thia  is  what 
H4miar4  says^ 

<']fj.  Selater- Booth  then  moved  as  an 
Amendment  of  the  proposed  let  Beeohitum  in 
line  3,  after  the  word  '  Honsei'  to  insert  the 
words  '  not  being  a  Committee  of  Supply.*  *'— 
{Ibid,  262.) 

That  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  ^t  ihe 
time  an  ardent  Member  of  the  T0J7 
Party ;  and  it  is  as  a  staunch  supporter  of 
the  Governm^it  that  I  presume  he  now 
opposes  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  to  exclude  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  from  the  process  of 
the  cloture. 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  (Hants, 
Basin^toke):  What  I  said  last  night, 
in  so  far  as  I  said  anything  at  all,  waf 
rather  in  support  of  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  iox  Cod:. 

Mb.  MOLLOY :  I  quite  understand 
that ;  but  I  was  referring  to  the  Amend- 
meot  proposed  in  1682«  I  am  not  at  all 
finding  fault  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, who,  if  he  is  oonsiatent  to^jr 
is  about  the  only  Member  of  the  Torj 
Party  who  is.  What  did  the  present 
Chief  Secretary,  then  speaking  from 
the  Benches,  say  ?  He  spoke  of  the 
right  of  free  discussion  in  Committee. 
He  called  **  the  privilege  of  debate  in 
Supply  the  proudest  privilege  of  the 
House,''  and  in  a  long  speech  he  sup- 
ported the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  and  spoke  in  the 
strongest  terms  against  the  Besolution 
to  include  Committee  of  Supply  in  the 
Cloture  Bule.  Then  Hansard  gives  ub  a 
long  speech  from  the  hon.  and  gallant 
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Hemb^  for  Horsham  (Sir  Walter  Bart- 
telpt),  who  also  spoke  strongly  in  favour 
of  tiid  Amendmeat ;  but  I  need  not  quote 
Lis  remarks.  I  come  now  to  the  right 
ion.  Geatleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
!rrea8arj  and  the  Leader  of  the  House 
of  Commoue.    He  8a.id  that — 

^  U  wa9  certainly  the  case  that  leas  time  had 
"bw  occupied  in  the  consideration  of  Supply 
duHtag  the  last  two  Sessions  than  at  any 
fonner  period  wrtiiin  his  experi^oe  of  14 
jemot  that  House.  Was  this,  then,  ihe  time 
to  take  away  opportonitieB  from  Hemhexs  of 
OQDfiidering  VoU«  in  Supply?  He  could  not 
imagine  anything  more  lisely  to  increase  delay 
than  the  operation  of  that  Rule." 

I  Tentured  to  make  the  same  assertion ; 
but  tiry  words  had  no  effect.  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman  went  on  to  say — 

"  The  np^*  ^<^°-  *^d  learned  Gentleman  (Sir 
IVtlliaia  Harconrt)  had  taken  the  illustration  of 
a  Vote  of  Cr«dit,  upon  which  might  depend 
rf^w  wai%"--(/W.  2Q6.) 

fhe  right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed  out 
that  a  free  discussion  npon  a  sadden 
defllaratioQ  of  war  might  become  im- 
possibly because  it  might  be  regarded 
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hon.  Gentleman  has  given  up  the  whole 
of  them  on  this  subject.  Has  anything 
happened  since  which  accounts  for  his 
having  found  a  new  salvation  ?  If  it  was 
wrong  in  1882  to  close  the  mouths  of 
this  House  in  discussing  the  Votes  in 
Committee  of  Supply,  why  is  it  not  wrong 
now  ?  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  spoke 
then  in  favour  of  free  discussion.  He 
said  that  not  only  was  discussion  right, 
but  he  suggested  that  still  more  discus- 
sion shoula  take  place,  and  the  work 
would  be  more  efficiently  conducted. 
Surely  this  is  ,an  extraordmary  change 
of  mind  for  the  Government  to  have 
made  on  such  a  point.  Every  Member 
of  the  Front  Bench  opposite,  except  ihe 
Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews^  and 
the  Attorney  General  (Sir  Bichard 
Webster),  who  were  not  Members  of 
this  House  in  that  Parliament,  strongly 
opposed  the  attempt  to  include  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  m  the  Bule  of  Pro- 
cedure which  enables  the  cloture  to  be 


applied.  The  late  Lord  Iddesleigh.  then 

Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  and  Leader  of 

as  an  act  of  patriotism  and  loyalty  to  put   the    Conservative    Party — holding  the 

in  force  the  cloture.  A  similar  argument   position  which  the  right  non.  Gentleman 


ifas  used  last  night  from  this  side  of  the 
House;  but  it  had  no  effect  upon  the 
Ti^ht  hon.  Gentleman,  although  it  was 
simply  a  repetition  of  the  arjgnment  he 
himself  had  used  in  1882.  But  this  is  not 
aU  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said. 
Again  quoting  the  words  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  from  Mansard,  I  find 
that  he  went  on  to  say— •• 

*'  He  believed  that  the  proposal  before  them 
vas  totally  unnecessary.  Instead  of  discourag- 
ing discussion  in  Supply,  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
GCTenun^t  to  encourage  it.  He  believed  that 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treaeary  would  far  better 
disehaige  hia  duty  if  ther^  were  more  discus- 
nons  tham  there  had  been.  In  his  opinion,  the 
result  of  cheddng  these  discussions  would  lead 
toa  larger  waste  ef  public  time  than  was  at  pre- 
•ent  the  caee.  If  a  discussion  was  cloeed  on  one 
f  ete^  it  weald  provoke  retalitttion  on  others, 
itqr  it  waf  not  in  homan  nature  that  men  should 
We  their  mouths  closed  wi^out  finding  some 
other  opportunity  to  bring  forward  their  griev- 

Those  are  strong  words  coming  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman;  and  yet  he  now 
proposes  to  include  Committee  of  Supply 
within  the  power  of  cloture.  I  will  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when,  where, 
and  how  he  found  a  ne^  salvation  which 
enables  him  and  his  Colleagues  to 
Bwallow  all  their  old  convictions  ?  These 
were  their  convictions  in  1882;  where 
are  those  conyictions  now  ?    The  right 


opposite  now  occupies  —  made  a  long 
speech,  and  adduced  strong  arguments 
in  favour  of  the  exclusion  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  Sir  Stafford  Northcote 
said — 

"  Surely  the  Liberal  Party  ought  to  be  con- 
tent witb  achieving  such  auTanta^es  as  those 
without  seeking  to  prevent  free  discussion  in 
Oomndttee  of  Supply*  He  had  certainly  been 
Burprised^although  people  were  ceasing  to  be 
surprised  at  many  things  now— at  the  action  of 
the  QoTernment  in  this  matter."— (i6/<f.  802.) 

I  have  given  quotations  from  the  speeches 
of  the  chief  Members  of  the  present 
Conservative  Government,  who  strongly 
opposed  the  proposal  to  close  free  dis- 
Qussion,  If  I  were  to  speak  for  all  the 
evening  I  feel  that  I  could  not  add  any- 
thing to  the  strength  of  the  arguments 
then  used  by  Members  of  the  Tory 
Party.  Nothing  has  since  transpired 
which  can  alter  that  opinion.  It  was 
admitted  on  that  occasion  that  discus- 
sions occasionally  took  place  upon  trivial 
matters,  and  that  such  discussions  were 
sometimes  carried  to  an  inordinate  length . 
They  admitted  all  this  and  a  great  deal 
more ;  but,  nevertheless,  they  maintained 
and  supported,  and  all  of  them  spoke  in 
favour  of,  full  and  free  discussion  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  The  Bule  submitted 
then  was  identical  with  the  Bule  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  now ;  and  the 
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Amendment  then  was  identical  with  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  now.  There  is  no  change  what- 
ever in  the  position ;  no  change  except 
in  the  convictions  of  the  Gh>vemment, 
who  are  now  willing  to  swallow  all  their 
old  convictions,  and  to  endeavour  to  im- 
pose still  more  binding  fetters  on  the 
freedom  of  discussion  in  Committee  of 
Supply. 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXOHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gosoheic)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):  The  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  says  that  nothing 
has  occurred  since  1882  to  justify  the 
change  of  view  of  those  who  in  that  year 
opposed  a  Motion  veiy  similar  to  that 
now  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. That  is  not  the  view  of  those  who 
sit  on  these  Benches.  They  think  that 
a  great  deal  has  happened  since  1882, 
and  that  the  additional  experience  gained 
in  the  intervening  time  leaves  no  room 
for  doubt  that  it  is  necessary  to  make 
the  cloture  applicable  to  Committee  of 
Supply ;  not,  as  has  been  already  said 
several  times  from  the  Benches  opposite, 
for  the  purpose  of  stifling  discussion, 
but  in  order  to  secure  amoresatisfaotory 
distribution  of  the  time  available  for 
discussion  over  the  various  items  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  Hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  never  tire  of  repeating  that  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  are  in- 
tended to  act  as  a  gag.  [Orw  of 
'*  Hear,  hear !  "from  the  Irieh  Memherej] 
Yes ;  that  is  what  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site say.  Parliament,  however,  will 
probably  sit  for  precisely  as  long  a  time 
as  it  does  now  after  the  Rules  shall  have 
been  agreed  to.  What  is  hoped,  not 
merely  by  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  but,  I  believe,  by  the  great 
majority  of  hon.  Members  opposite,  is 
that  by  the  operation  of  these  Rules  the 
House  may  make  better  use  of  the  time 
at  its  disposal.  I  should  bo  very  much 
surprised  if  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  do  not  take  that  view.  We 
certainly  should  not  make  much  pro- 
gress in  the  direction  in  which  they  de- 
sire to  go  if  the  closure  were  not  made 
applicable  to  Committee  of  Supply  as 
well  as  to  the  proceedings  ofthe  Wliole 
House.  The  Government  have  been  ac- 
cused by  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  of 
introducing  the  Rule  merely  in  order  to 
facilitate  the  progress  of  certain  pro- 
spective Bills  relating  to  the  Criminal 

Mr,  Ifolloy 


Law  in  Ireland.  \ Cries  of  "H<»ar, 
hear!"  from  the  Irieh  ifemhore.'^  Yes; 
but  the  injustice  of  this  charge  is  mani- 
fest now  that  it  is  seen  that  die  Oovem- 
ment  is  determined  to  apply  the  Rule  to 
Committee  of  Supply  as  well  as  to  any 
particular  Bill  that  may  be  eubmitted. 
Last  mght  the  Honae  was  lefl  in  Uiis 
position.  We  were  debating  the  ques- 
tion of  applying  the  cloture  to  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  and  also  the  epteial 
point  raised  by  the  Irish  Members  as  to 
the  effect  of  the  cl6ture.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  is  not  in 
his  place  at  this  moment;  but  he  m'A\ 
admit  that  the  Gt>vemment  were  chal* 
lenged  to  explain  the  full  meaning  of 
this  Rule.  I  will,  therefore,  ex^ain 
what  t^e  efifect  of  the  Rale  is.  The 
Motion 


*<  That,  at  any  time  after  it  Qaestion  btf 
been  proposed,  a  Motion  may  be  made,  if  tbe 
consent  of  the  Chair  has  l»een  preyiously  ob- 
tained, '  That  the  Question  be  now  put.'  Sudi 
Motion  shall  be  put  forthwith,  and  dedded 
without  Amendment  or  Debate.  When  &e 
Motion  *  That  the  Qaestion  be  now  put'  has 
been  carried,  and  the  Question  conse<}ii«st 
thereon  has  been  decided,  any  former  Motion 
may  be  made  (the  consent  of  the  Chair  having 
been  preTiously  obtained)  which  may  be  re- 
qoisite  to  bring  to  a  dedsion  any  Qaestion 
ahready  proposed  from  the  Chair." 

That  means  to  say,  the  Original  Ques- 
tion upon  which  an  Amendment  has 
heen  moved 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  That  is 
the  whole  thing. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Yes;  I  am  endea- 
vouriug  to  explain  the  effect  of  the  Mo- 
tion we  are  making,  and  the  Rule  we 
now  propose.  The  Rule  proceeds  in 
these  words — 

*'  And  also,  if  a  Claose  be  th»i  under  ooa- 
sideration,  a  Motion  may  bo  made  (with  the 
consent  of  the  Chair  as  aforesaid),  That  the 
Qoestion,  *  That  the  Claase  stand  piurt  of,  or  be 
added  to,  the  Bill,  be  now  pat.'  Sodi  MotioDB 
shall  be  pat  forthwith,  and  decided  withoil 
Amendment  or  Debate.'* 

Theoretically,  the  cloture  being  applied, 
and  the  whole  Vote  beingput*,  it  would 
be  in  the  power  of  the  House — not  of 
the  Gbyemment  alone— with  the  cosstnt 
of  the  Chair,  when  an  Amendment  had 
been  mored  to  the  original  sum.  Tfaeo* 
retioally  it  may  be  argued  that  all  far- 
ther Amendments  may  be  excluded. 
That  is  so.  But  it  was  pointed  out  last 
night  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  that 
that  power  is  already  possessed  by  the 
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Ohtitman  of  Ways  and  Means.  He  is 
perfectly  competent  at  the  present  mo- 
meiit  to  decide  in  that  way,  if  he  thinks 
that  it  would  be  the  tiroper  course  to 
take.  I  hare  ezplainea  what  would  be 
the  theoretioal  power  given  under  this 
Bule  to  the  majority  backed  up  by  the 
Ohairman,  And  now  let  me  put  before 
the  House  the  other  alternative.  What 
woald  happen  if,  frightened  at  this 
theoretioal  posaibility,  the  House  were 
to  refuse  to  pass  the  Role  in  its  present 
form  ?  It  would  be  within  the  compe- 
tsnee  of  hon.  Members  to  propose,  with 
an  obstructive  purpose,  any  number  of 
Amendments  for  the  reduction  of  a  Vote. 
Supposing,  for  example,  that  a  Vote  of 
£100,000  were  proposed  to  be  granted 
by  the  Oommittee  for  a  particular  par- 
pose,  it  might  be  proposed  successively 
to  strike  off  £10,000,  under  a  certain 
Bub-head ;  and  if  that  proposition  were 
defeated,  it  would  be  possible  to  go  on 
moving  that  it  be  reduced  by  £9,000, 
£8,000,  £7,000,  and  so  on.  There  might 
be  BO  end  to  such  Amendments,  Bon. 
Members  below  the  (gangway  opposite 
will  probablj  argue  that  the  course 
which  I  have  sketched  is  not  one 
which  even  obstructive3  are  at  all  likely 
to  take.  The  reply  of  the  Government 
is,  that  still  more  improbable  is  the  ful- 
filment of  the  allegation  that  the  Chair- 
man and  the  Qovernment  would,  by  a 
rigid  application  of  the  closure,  prevent 
a  Committee  from  legitimately  discuss- 
iog  the  items  set  down  in  particular 
Estimates.  We  have  to  choose  between 
two  extreme  theoretical  views,  and  the 
House  must  come  to  a  conclusion,  look- 
ing the  danger  on  each  side  fairly 
and  fnlly  in  the  face.  Hon.  Members 
below  the  (Jaufi^way  opposite  have  argued 
that  it  would  be  possible  by  this  Rule 
to  suppress  discussion  upon  particular 
items  altogether.  But  we  have  had  an 
emphatic  warning  as  to  what  would 
take  place  if  that  were  ever  done.  A 
niajonty  which  should  so  attempt  to  use 
its  power  would  be  shattered  in  a  very 
fow  weeks,  and  it  is  hardly  conceivable 
that  SQch  action  would  ever  be  attempted 
«▼»  in  acute  Party  warfare.  It  is 
•wrcelyto  be  conceived  that  it  would 
©▼er  be  the  wish  of  the  majority,  not 
<^  to  diorten  discusnon,  but  to  refuse 
^ttsassion  altogether  on  particular  items. 
Biit  suppose  that  it  were  so.  In  that 
««ie,  again,  you  have  the  protection  of 
the  Chair;  and  what  would  be  the  posi- 
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tion  of  a  Chairman  of  Committee  if  he 
were  to  refuse  to  the  House  the  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  a  matter  to  which 
serious  attention  had  been  called?  If 
hon.  Members  opposite  are  capable  of 
believing  that  it  would  be  possible  for 
the  Chairman  to  rule  out  altogether  and 
suppress  Motions  in  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply relating  to  important  objects,  I  do 
not  know  that  I  can  add  anything  to 
the  explanations  I  have  given.  I  want 
the  House  to  consider  the  issue  really 
before  it.  It  is  this — in  what  direction 
does  the  danger  lie — does  it  lie  in  the 
abuse  of  the  power  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means,  or  the  abuse  of  the 
means  of  Obstruction  which  would  exist, 
if  no  such  Bule  is  passed  ?  I  fully  reeoe- 
niie  Uie  power  which  is  theoretically 
placed  in  the  hands  of  a  majority,  and 
of  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  by  this 
Kule.  I  do  not  believe,  for  a  moment, 
that  suoh  a  case  could  possibly  arise ;  but 
upon  the  balance  of  argument  we  think 
it  wise  for  the  House  to  adopt  this  form 
of  cloture.  If  not  adopted  in  this  form  it 
would  be  of  little  use  to  apply  the  cloture 
in  Committee  at  all,  because  the  whole 
power  of  Obstruction  would  still  remain. 
Supposing  an  abuse  were  attempted  by 
the  Government,  would  the  Chairman 
be  likely  to  assent  io  it  f  The  Housa 
must  decide  which  is  the  more  likely — 
a  gross  abuse  of  power  by  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  and  the  Government,  or 
a  revival  of  that  Obstruction  which  has 
been  so  efifeotive  in  the  past.  If  it  is  held 
that  the  former  is  the  less  likely,  then 
the  applicability  of  the  Closure  Rule  in 
Oommiitee  of  Supply  ought  to  be  af- 
firmed. If  there  is  a  real  desire  to  baffle 
Obstruction  and  to  proceed  regularly  to 
work,  in  order  to  secure  freedom  of  dis- 
cussion, I  trust  the  House  will  see  its 
way  to  accept  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Mr.  BRA.DLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
The  answer  of  the  Postmaster  General 
last  night,  and  the  explanation  whi(^ 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  just 
given,  require,  I  think,  a  little  clearing 
up.  I  understand  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  say  that  the  Bule,  as  pro* 
posed,  is  theoretically  unjust. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  No. 

Ma.  BRADLAUGH :  That  is  what  I 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 

^B.  GOSCHEN :  What  I  said  was 
that  this  is,  of  course,  an  extreme  power 
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— theoretically  an  extreme  power— put 
into  the  Resolution  in  order  to  meet  the 
possibility  of  obstructive  tactics,  which 
we  do  not  think  can  be  regarded  as  im* 
possible. 

Mb.  BRADLAUQH:  May  I  be  al- 
lowed  to  put,  in  a  few  words,  how  far 
that  extreme  theory  will  go.  Suppose 
we  have  a  Vote  of  £500,000  lor  a  cer- 
tain service  under  discussion,  the  Ques- 
tion would  be  that  a  sum  of  £500,000  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  that  service. 
That  would  be  the  Main  Question  put 
from  the  Chair.  But  the  particular 
Vote  is  divided  into  sub-heads,  and 
there  is  an  Amendment  to  reduce  it  by 
a  particular  item  relating  to  one  of 
the  sub-heads.  The  discussion  is  directed 
to  that  item,  and  not  to  the  Vote  gene- 
rally, and  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
allows  it  to  go  on  upon  that  item,  which 
may  be  very  small  and  unimportant,  and 
altogether  separated  from  every  other 
item  of  the  Vote,  so  that  the  discussion 
of  the  Amendment  to  omit  that  particu- 
lar item  might  have  no  reference  what- 
ever to  any  other  item.  Suppose  that  a 
Member  intended  to  obstruct  purely  for 
the  purpose  of  obstructing  otlier  items 
in  the  Vote  which  hon.  Members  might 
legitimately  desire  to  discuss.  I  under- 
stand the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  Postmaster  General  to  convey 
that  such  a  step  will  be  possible  under 
the  proposed  Bule ;  and,  therefore,  the 
proposed  Bule  will  be  more  open  to 
wide  abuse.  We  have  had  experience 
more  than  once,  and  even  recently,  of 
hon.  Members  having  put  down  Notices 
admittedly  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
discussion  on  kindred  matters.  I  believe 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
have  already  suffered  since  the  Session 
commenced  from  tactics  of  this  kind. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchemier  and 
the  Postmaster  General  say — *' xou  will 
be  in  no  worse  position  if  this  Bule  is 
carried  than  you  were  before.  The  Chair 
has  the  same  power  now.''  Now,  that 
is  not  l^e  fact.  What  is  the  Bule  ?  It 
is  that  at  any  time  after  the  Question 
has  been  proposed  a  Motion  may  be  made 
that  the  Question  '*be  now  put;"  but, 
as  the  Bule  stands  on  the  Standing 
Orders  at  present,  no  such  proposition 
can  be  made  until  the  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man shall  be  of  opinion  that  adequate 
discussion  has  already  taken  place ;  and 
he  is  also  to  judge  of  what  Uie  evident 
sense  of  the  House  is.    It  is  put  to  us — 


Can  you  suppose  the  occupant  of  tbe 
Chair  being  guilty  of  such  an  improper 
practice  as  forestalling  the  consideratioa 
of  a  matter  which  would  otherwise  come 
on  ?  I  deeply  regret  that  the  Ooven- 
ment  shoula  have  put  the  Chairman  in  a 
position  in  which  he  can  possibly  come 
under  considerations  of  that  kmd.  1 
should  be  the  last  to  suggest  or  imply 
that  the  Chairman  woulcTbe  guilty  of 
colluding  with  anybody.  Let  me  put 
a  case.  If  the  Chair  is  satisfied  that  a 
Member  has  been  unduly  prolonging 
discussion,  and,  therefore,  permits  a 
Motion  to  be  made  that  "  the  Question 
be  now  put,"  having  done  ihat^  he  sub- 
jects other  Members  and  other  Amend- 
ments to  the  cloture,  the  whole  matter 
wiU  be  at  an  end.  [*'No!"]  Then  it  is 
a  pity  the  Government  do  not  say  wbat 
it  is  they  really  mean.  Of  course,  the 
words  may  have,  and  perhaps  do  have, 
an  entirely  different  meaning.  If  so,  it 
is  to  be  xegretted  that  they  do  not  say 
what  they  mean.  I  only  desire  that  the 
House  should  know  exactly  what  it  is 
doing  if  it  votes  the  Bule  in  the  vaj  in 
which  it  is  now  proposed.  I  maintain 
that  it  would  be  possible  for  any  Mem- 
ber to  prevent  a  discussion  on  the  real 
Question  aod  the  Original  Question  hj 
raising  a  sham  and  tiresome  debate  on 
a  matter  of  no  importance  at  all  At 
any  rate,  the  effect,  of  this  New  Bule 
should  be  made  plain,  definite,  and 
clear. 

Mb.  SCLATEB  -  BOOTH  (Haute, 
Basingstoke):  I  have  been  reminded 
that  some  years  ago  I  certainly  did  ex- 
press the  opinion  that  the  closure  ought 
not  to  be  applied  to  Committee  of  Supply- 
I  have  now,  however,  though  with  some 
reluctance,  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that 
some  restriction  must  be  placed  upon 
discussion  in  Committee  of  Supply;  hut 
I  own  that  I  was  not  prepared  for  so 
great  an  extension  of  the  Sesolutioo  as 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  now  can- 
didly admits  to  be  intended  by  the  Iw- 
guage  of  the  Bule.  No  one  who  heard 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  GenUe- 
man  can  doubt  that  the  issue  is  a  de^ 
one,  and  that  if  the  Bule  is  adopted 
without  Amendment  it  will  allow  of  we 
Leader  of  the  House,  by  putting  the 
closure  in  force  against  one  Amendment, 
sweeping  all  other  Amendments  aw^* 
If  this  power  were  only  to  be  exercwed 
as  at  present,  after  the  Chairman  has 
declared  that  the  questioo  has  been  ada- 
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qaateljr  discussed,  I  iriglit  be  satisfied. 
Bnt  the  Hale  is  chanp^ed  in  this  respect ; 
and  who  can  doubt  that  under  pressure 
of  Odmmittee  of  Supply  there  will  be  a 
great  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  adopt  this  compendious  mode 
of  disposing  of  Amendments  ?  I  should 
hare  preferred  that  the  Bule  should 
hare  been  left  as  it  was  last  year — 
namely,  that  the  Speaker  or  Chairman 
would  alone  ha?e  authority  to  state  that 
the  time  had  arrived  for  the  cloture  to 
be  put  in  force.  With  that  limitation  I 
should  have  been  satisfied ;  but  now  we 
have  a  double  function — the  fVLuction  of 
the  Chair  and  also  the  function  of  a 
mvate  Member.  We  are  giving  the 
Oovemment  a  very  dangerous  mode  of 
fisposittg  of  Amendments  if  they  desire 
to  make  progress  with  Supply.  If  the 
Oovemment  reallv  desire  this  power  let 
them  say  so;  but  it  certainly  shows  a 
very  voracious  appetite  for  closure, 
irhtch  is  the  more  surpridng  to  me  be- 
cause five  Members  of  the  Government 
ir«re  on  Uie  Committee  with  me  which 
sat  last  year,  and  they  then  displayed 
no  such  voracity.  I  think  that  some 
wotds  of  limitation  ought  to  be  inserted 
in  the  Kule,  so  that  the  closure  when 
aj^lied  should  onlpr  apply  to  the  Amend- 
m^tthen  under  discussion,  and  not  pre- 
judice the  others.  If  these  others  were 
frivolous,  then  they  could  each  be  suc- 
eeasively  dealt  with  by  the  closure ;  but 
to  provide  this  limitation  some  altera- 
tion of  the  language  of  the  Bule  will  be 
necessary. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  I  am  afraid  we  are 
diacQssrng  the  question  without  clearly 
understanding  in  our  own  minds  what 
is  the  existing  Bule  presuming  that  no 
change  whatever  were  proposed  by  the 
Qovemment.  Do  not  the  evils  already 
exbt  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Sdater-Booth)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  have  alluded  to  ?  I  listened  at- 
tentively, last  night,  to  the  statement  of 
the  Postmaster  General,  who  was  for- 
meity  Chairman  of  Committees,  and  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  I  think  he  stated 
the  case  not  only  with  great  clearness, 
hut  with  great  accuracy — namely,  that 
tmder  the  existing  Standing  Order,  no 
change  whatever  being  made  in  it,  it  is 
in  the  power  of  the  Chairman,  if  he 
thinks  fit,  to  apply  the  cloture  to  the 
whole  of  a  Vote  of  Supply,  and  at  once 
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to  put  the  Question.  Take  the  case 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton  put  just  now — that  there  was  a  Tote 
of  £600,000  before  the  House,  divided 
into  a  number  of  sub-heads,  and  that  an 
Amendment  was  made  to  omit  the  first 
sub-head  and  so  reduce  the  Vote.  Aftor 
the  debate  had  proceeded  for  some  time, 
if  it  came  under  the  description  of  an 
obstructive  debate,   and  the  Chairman 

Eut  the  Question,  the  Question  put  would 
e  ''that  the  sum  of  £490,000  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty."  If  that  were 
negatived  he  would  then  put  from  the 
Chair  the  Original  Question  —  namely, 
that  the  sum  of  £500,000  be  granted  to 
Her  Majesty;  and,  accompanying  the 
Question  with  the  statement  that  in  his 
opinion  the  Question  had  already  been 
fully  discussed,  the  Leader  of  the  House 
would  move  that  the  cloture  should  be 
applied,  and  the  Division  would  be  taken 
on  the  sum  of  £500,000.  The  Post- 
master General  was  perfectly  right,  last 
night,  when  he  stated  that  there  would 
practically  be  four  Divisions,  and  that 
in  those  four  Divisions  the  whole  Ques- 
tion would  be  put.  No  doubt,  the  exist- 
ing Kule  provides  that  the  initiative 
should  rest  with  the  Speaker,  whereas 
the  present  Rule  does  not.  But  this  is 
not  the  point  upon  which  the  discussion 
now  turns.  It  appears  to  me  that  there 
is  no  danger  of  any  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man or  majority  abandoning  all  rules 
of  fair  play.  There  is  also  the  protection 
afforded  by  the  fact  that  every  Vote 
passed  in  Committee  of  Supply  has  to  be 
re- voted  on  the  Report  with  the  Speaker 
in  the  Chair,  so  that  the  whole  question 
can  be  fully  discussed  the  very  next 
night,  and  again  upon  the  Appropria- 
tion Bill.  There  is  thus  very  little  chance 
of  this  Rule  being  abused.  I  do  not 
believe  that  there  is  any  intention  of 
gagging  hon.  Members,  but  simply  of 
promoting  full  and  fair  and  free  discuS" 
sion.  If  the  closure  is  ever  used  in  any 
other  way  there  will  be  such  a  tempest 
in  the  country  that  the  repeal  of  the 
Rule  would  become  inevitable.  If  you 
are  to  have  closure  at  all  it  should  cer- 
tainly, in  my  opinion,  be  extended  to  all 
Committees  of  the  House  and  to  all 
proceedings  of  the  House. 

Mb  .SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  believe  that  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  to  the  dignity  of  the  House 
that  the  Rule  should  extend  to  Commit- 
tee of  Supply ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I 
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secure  ibat  some  words  ftre  iDirodnted 
into  the  Kule  so  that  there  shall  be  a 
discaesion  allowed  apon  the  Main  Ques- 
tion as  well  as  upon  the  suhsequent 
items?  

Mr.  FBNWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) :  I  think  there  would  be  a 
considerable  amount  of  dereliction  of 
duty  on  the  part  of  thia  House  if  it 
failed  to  make  amfde  proTiaion  lor  the 
discussion  of  the  Estimates  in  Oommittee 
of  Supply ;  and  I,  therefore,  wish  to 
poiut  out  the  circumstance  which,  to  my 
mind,  gives  force  to  the  Amendment  ^ 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  (Mr.  ParneU). 
Since  the  Oovemment  came  into  Office 
two  very  distinguished  Meqibers  of  it 
have  seen  reason  to  tender  their  resigna* 
tions,  and  the  reasons  th^y  have  assigned 
for  the  step  they  took  has  been  that  aa 
unjustifiable  and  unnecessary  expendi- 
ture was  being  incurred  in  oonnectioa 
with  the  difPerent  Departments  ot  the 
State.  With  this  knowledge  before 
them,  and  also  the  fact  that  the  present 
Gt)vemment  are  responsible  for  having 
secured  the  appointment  of  a  Boyal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  what  the  late 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Iiord  Bm- 
dolph  Churchill)  described  as  a  series 
of  Departmental  scandals— taking  those 
things  into  consideration,  togetiier  with 
the  language  of  the  present  Chaneellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goscben),  de- 
claring that  he  would  refuse  most  em- 
phatically to  give  a  blank  cheque  to 
Lord  Salisbury,  I  think  the  present 
Leader  of  the  House  should  take  no 
step  which  would  prevent  the  discussion 
of  any  Vote  in  the  Estimates  when  the 
House  is  in  Committee  of  Supply.  My 
own  opinion  is  that,  when  the  Votes  are 
under  discussion,  every  hon.  Member 
should  be  at  liberty  to  cM  in  question 
every  single  item  of  expenditure  which 
shows  an  increase. 

Mb.  OSBOENE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire, E.) :  I  think  the  House  ought 
to  choose  the  least  of  two  evils.  Qhae 
thing  is  certain^that,  if  this  Amend- 
ment  is  carried,  there  will  be  no  use  in 
having  any  cloture  at  all.  I  would  ap- 
peal to  the  experience  of  h(m.  Membm 
to  say  whether  a  good  deal  of  the  time 
occupied  in  Committee  of  Supply  is  not 
absolutely  wasted  ?  I  do  not  say  that 
much  of  the  criticism  given  to  the  Esti- 
mates is  not  valuable ;  but  I  am  bound 
to  assert  that  it  has  very  little  prac^eal 
effect,  because,  during  the  19  years  I 


am  lound  to  say  that  1  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Hampshire  (Mr.  Sdater-Booth)  that  it 
would  not  be  fair  to  give  to  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  the  power  to  close 
all  further  discussion  upon  a  Vote  when 
one  item  has  been  dotured.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  put  this  illus- 
tration— that  a  proposal  might  be  made 
to  reduce  a  Vote  by  £10,000,  and  if  that 
were  rejected  one  of  £9,000  might  then 
be  moved,  and  then  of  £8,000,  and  so 
on.  Li  that  case  it  would  be  quite  clear 
that  the  same  discussion  was  taking 
place  upon  each  Amendment.  But  then 
the  Vote  might  include  a  number  of 
items  totally  distinct  and  separate  from 
the  one  on  which  an  Amendment  had 
been  moved.  In  that  case  it  would  be 
manifestly  unfair,  by  the  application  of 
the  cloture,  to  shut  out  the  consideration 
of  such  items.  I  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment carefully  to  consider  this  point  and 
see  whether  some  Amendment  cannot  be 
introduced  into  the  Eule,  so  as  to  enable 
the  different  items  to  be  taken  one  by 
one.  Subject  to  the  introduction  of  some 
such  Amendment  as  this,  I  strongly  sup- 
port the  proposal  of  the  (Government  to 
extend  &e  closure  to  Committees  of 
Supply.  It  would  allow  the  time  to  be 
devoted  to  more  important  items  which 
is  now  given  to  trivial  ones,  although, 
perhaps,  a  Government  is  not  always 
sorry  that  the  time  of  the  House  should 
be  wasted  on  smaller  items,  because 
more  important  ones  which  would  be 
likely  to  call  forth  full  discussion  are 
thus  relegated  to  the  small  hours  of  the 
night.  When  no  proper  consideration 
can  be  given  to  them,  I  think  it  is  to  the 
interest  of  the  public  service  that  some 
effort  should  be  made  to  stop  immaterial 
discussions  upon  the  less  important  items 
in  order  to  secure  greater  attention  being 
paid  to  those  which  are  more  important. 
With  this  understanding  I  shall  give  my 
support  to  the  Bule  as  it  stands. 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SDRY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  ask  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  to  enable  me  to  promise  that 
the  Government  will  carefully  consider 
whether  it  is  possible  to  introduce  any 
words  to  secure  the  ol^ect  which  has 
been  referred  to.  The  Govemment  de- 
sire that  there  should  be  full  discussion 
upon  every  important  item. 

Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork):  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  endeavour  to 

Mr.  Shaw  Le/evre 
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haT6  boen  a  Member  of  tbe  House,  I 
do  not  think  that  upon  more  than  one, 
or,  at  the  most,  two  ocoasions  any  Mem- 
ber who  ever  moved  to  reduce  a  Vote 
saoceeded  in  carrying  his  Motion.  I 
have  been  struck  by  the  observations 
which  were  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
)aug^)as  to  &e  effect  of  this  Rule  in 
dosiag  disouseion  on»  each  item  on  a 
Vote;  but  that  danger^as  far  as  it 
10  a  daoger-^^ziats  at  present,  because 
the  present  practices  will  not  be  changed 
by  the  proposed  Eule.  In  fiact,  we  must 
come  back  to  this — that  we  must  trust 
\a  t^  Ohadrmaa  and  to  the  justice  and  to 
the  sense  of  the  majority  of  the  House. 
Indeed,  I  eiinnct  conceive  how  any 
Minister  or  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment conld  be  so  foolish  as  to  bring 
down  upon  his  head  the  odium  and  un- 
foj^ttlarity  wbi(^  the  oppressive  use  of 
this  Bule  would  entail.  What  better 
wei^on  could  the  hon.  Member  for  Coric 
(Mr.  Psmell)  have  than  soch  an  abuse 
of  this  Bole  as  would  enable  him  to  go 
UdE  to  Ireland  and  say  that  a  qnestion 
of  vital  interest  to  Irriand  had  been 
bnwght  forward  in  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply, and  that  the  Chairman,  and  a 
ttsjorily  composed  of  Englirii  Mem- 
ben,  had  refused  to  allow  it  to  be  dis- 
eused? 

Mr.  M,  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid): 
The  right  hon.  GenUemaa  asks  what 
weald  be  said  in  Ireland  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  went  there  wit^  a 
story  that  the  Irish  Members  had  been 
lefiMed  a  discussion  of  thm'r  grievances 
m  Committee  of  Supply  ?  Now,  I  think 
that  the  Irish  people  are  somewhat 
familiar  with  eomplaiats  of  that  kind, 
ttnd  it  would  be  futile  to  go  back  to  our 
oowtituents  with  t^at  old  and  threadbare 
sloiy.  All  we  desire  is  that  we  should 
have  such  opportunities  of  discussion  as 
we  enjoy  now,  and  that  we  should  not 
he  controlled  by  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
tad  Means  when  the  House  is  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  The  right  hon.  Oen- 
tfeman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
hss  said  that  he  will  carefully  consider 
whether  it  is  not  possible  to  introduce 
words  into  the  Bule  which  will  prevent 
the  dotttve  upon  one  item  of  a  Vote 
fcem  shutting  out  a  discussion  upon 
ofter  items.  Now,  we  had  a  discusuon 
iMt  ni^  upon  that  point,  and  we  re- 
^^md,  an  explanation  from  the  Fost- 

"^wte  General,  and  since  then  there 
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has  been  plenty  of  tame  to  elaborate  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  explanation  and 
re-draft  the  Bule.  I  am  afraid  we  have 
no  guarantee  at  the  present  moment 
from  the  Leader  of  the  House  that,  if 
we  accept  the  assurance  he  has  given, 
he  will  consider  the  matter  in  a  manner 
that  will  be  at  all  satisfactory.  I  should 
like  to  know  any  instance  in  which  a 
discussion  upon  a  Vote  in  Supply  has 
not  been  fairly  and  properly  conducted. 
What  we  object  to  is  that,  as  the  Hule 
stands,  as  soon  as  it  has  been  applied  to 
the  discussion  of  one  item  in  the  Vote,  it 
can  be  applied  to  the  whole  Vote,  and 
the  discussion  of  other  items  prevented ; 
and  it  is  only  reasonable  that  this  result 
should  be  guarded  against.  I  am  very 
sorry-  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Hampshire  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)  does  not  see  his  way  to 
vote  with  us  on  this  question.  In  1882 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  uttered  words 
upon  this  very  question  which  are  so 
applicable  to  tbe  present  situation  that  I 
will  venture  to  quote  them.  He  proposed 
that  well-known  Amendment  to  exclude 
Committee  of  Supply  from  tbe  operation 
of  the  C16ture  Kule,  and  one  of  his 
reasons  in  support  of  that  proposal  was — 
**  That  everyone  knew  what  the  proceedings 
in  Committee  of  Supply  were.  They  came  on 
generally  at  a  very  inconvenient  hoar — at  an 
hour  of  the  day,  lometimos,  when  the  Attorney 
General  for  Irefaud  (Mr.W.  M.  Johnson)  declined 
to  make  a  speech  or  address  the  House  at  all.'* 
—(8  Hantard,  [274]  268.)   • 

If  we  are  to  place  full  confidence  in  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  there  is  no 
need  to  pass  any  Bule  beyond  one 
placing  absolute  power  in  his  hands.  No 
doubt  the  regular  Chairman  of  Com^ 
mittees  may  be  above  Party  or  other 
improper  influences ;  but  it  must  not  be 
fbrgotten  that  he  is  always  a  strong 
political  partisan.  The  present  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  who  is  a  Gentleman 
above  influences  of  that  kind,  made  a 
very  strong  speech  last  night  on  this 
very  question.  But  if  the  regular  Chair- 
man of  Committees  becomes  ill,  what 
happens?  We  may  have  a  succession 
of  casual  Chairmen — perhaps  four  or  five 
in  the  course  of  a  single  evening,  who 
ate  generally  selected  from  tbe  Gfovem- 
ment  Benches — minor  officials,  who  would 
naturally  be  only  too  delighted  to  do 
anything  that  would  please  their  own 
Party  and  their  own  Colleagues  and 
serve  the  interests  of  the  Government  of 
the  day.     Therefore,   with  respect  to 
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sucli  casual  Chairmen,  the  House  could 
not  have  the  same  confidence  in  them  as 
to  their  impartiality.  It  is  against  that 
sort  of  abuse  we  are  anxious  to  provide ; 
and  I  think  the  Government  ought  to 
have  no  objection  to  state  now  what  is 
the  nature  of  the  change  they  propose 
to  make  in  the  Rule  so  as  to  meet  our 
wishes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
spoke  last  said  that  he  did  not  remember 
an  instance  in  which  a  private  Member 
had  succeeded  in  obtaining  a  reduction 
of  a  Vote. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN :  I  think 
I  admitted  that  there  was  one  instance. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY :  And  a  rery  im- 
portant  instance,  too.  Not  only  are 
the  Estimates  considered  in  Committee 
of  Supply,  but  also  Votes  of  Credit. 
Some  time  ago  a  Vote  of  that  kind,  in- 
volving to  some  extent  tbe  question  of 
peace  or  war,  was  brought  on  when  the 
Chairman  was  in  the  Chair,  and  a  pro- 
posal was  made  to  ffrant  a  sum  of 
£4,000,000  at  2  o'clock  in  the  morning. 
A  case  of  that  kind  might  happen  again, 
and  matters  of  most  vital  importance 
to  the  country  may  be  discussed  at  a 
very  early  hour  in  the  morning  when 
this  Rule  may  be  made  the  jpretext  for 
closing  discussion.  Debates  have  been 
prolonged  because  Ministers,  including 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  liave 
declined  to  speak  in  the  dinner-hour. 
As  a  consequence  of  such  refusal  and 
the  necessary  prolongation  of  the  debate 
to  a  late  hour,  the  length  of  a  debate 
and  the  lateness  of  the  hour  may  be 
pleaded  as  an  excuse  for  the  closure,  the 
application  of  which  will  effectively  stop 
debate  upon  Ministerial  explanations. 
I  think  these  are  reasons  which  ought 
to  induce  the  Government  to  make  some 
alteration  in  the  Rule.  When  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone)  first  introduced  the  Rule, 
and  an  Amendment  was  moved  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  North  Hamp- 
shire, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dis- 
tinctly stated — 

"  He  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  would  be  moat  caref  al  of  the  Privileges  of 
the  House  in  regard  to  Supply ;  and,  anziooa 
as  he  was  to  see  efficienoy  restored  to  their  Pro- 
cedure, he  should  be  most  jealous  of  limiting  the 
right  of  any  Member  of  the  Committee  to  speak 
as  often  as  he  thought  necessary,*' — {Ibid.  269.) 
That  was  the  language  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  who  was 
originally  responsible  for  this  Resolution 
— namely,  that  he  was  anxious  to  guard 
Mr.  M,  J,  Kmny 


the  rights  of  Members  in  tliis  House  to 
discuss  Votes  in  Supply  and  Votes  of 
Credit.  I  think  that  idso  forms  a  strong 
reason  why  the  Government  should  assent 
now  to  insert  some  provisroh  in  the  Rule 
to  preserve  the  rights  of  Membem.  In 
the  former  debate  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Hants  (Mr.  iclattr- 
Booth)  urged  the  House  to  careMy 
guard  its  Privileges  in  l^upply,  jealoudy 
preserving  the  right  of  Members  to 
speak  as  often  as  they  desired,  snd  it  is 
to  be  regretted  that  the  -  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  now  prepared  to  main- 
tain his  former  attitude. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansek,  Town): 
We  have  been  reminded  that  Votes  in 
Supply  have  to  be  reported  to  the  Hous^j 
and  that  the  stage  of  Report,  and  also 
the  Appropriation  Bill,  afford  furtbier 
opportunities  for  debate;  buttheteisa 
great  difference  between  those  op^r- 
tunities  and  a  discussion  in  OommittelB 
of  Supply )  anS  what  I  want  is  ia  pre* 
serve  the  privilege  of  discussing  in  Oom* 
mittee  all  the  items  of  a  particular  Vote. 
It  may  be  possible,  when  the  Committee 
are  discussitig  the  Estima1»8  in  Supply, 
for  the  cldtufeto  be  applied  to  one 
Amendment,  and  then  to  predtide  uny 
discussion  upon  the  remaining  ttems  oif 
the  Vote.  That  is  what  we  harve  to 
fight  against,  and  I  think  we  are  bound 
to  do  so  as  Representatives  of  the  ped|)Ie 
desirous  of  taking  care  of  the  public 
purse.  I  have  handed  a  form  of  WMtIs 
to  the  Leader  of  the' House,  which  inay, 
perhaps,  meet  the  difficulty;  and  tt  will 
be  a  satisfaction  to  the  House  to  hear 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  is 
the  result  of  his  consideration  ^f  the 
matter  sines  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  at  the  former  Sitting. 

Mr.  lane  (Oork  Co.,  B.) :  It  has 
been  pointed  out  that,  in  the  year  1B69, 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  now  iijtm 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  took 
the  same  line  of  argument  against  this 
Rule  for  closing  debate  as  we  «re  pur- 
suing now — ^namely,  that  Committee  of 
Supply  should  be  excluded  from  it.  I 
think  it  is  incumbent  on  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen to  give  some  explanation  of  why 
it  is  that  to-day,  sitting  on  the  Treasuijr 
Bench,  they  are  endeavouring  to  enforce 
upon  the  Members  of  this  House  Rtds^ 
which  they  formerly  stionrfy  opiposed. 
The  onlv  explanation  which  the  Ohim- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  gave  on  behalf 
of  his  Colleagues  for  tl^  change  of 
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opioicA  was,  ihiit  a  good  many  things 
hare  happened   since   then.     What  I 
maintain  is,  that  we  ought  to  do  all  we 
can  to  induce  the  Members  of  the  Qo- 
Tenunent  to  accept  some  modification  of 
the  Rale  as  applied  to  Oommittee  of 
Supply,  even  if  we  canjiot  induce  them 
to  acc^t  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  alto- 
gether.   If   that  were    done   it  would 
cany  out>  to  a  considerable  extent,  the 
object  which    we    have  in    view.    At 
present  we  Irish  Members  get  very  few 
o^ortnnities,  and  I  am  afraid  we  shall 
get  still  fewer  in  the  future,  of  bringing 
important  matters  under  the  notice  of 
the  House.     Under  these  circumstances 
we  are  bound  to  leave  no  effort  untried 
iaor^r  to  secure  the  continuance  of  the 
opportunities  we  now  possess  lor  bring- 
isg  Irish  grievances,  and  oases  of  injus- 
tiM  «nd  maladministration  on  the  part 
d  the   Irish    Departments,  under  the 
aotice  of  the  Hosse.    Allow  me  to  state 
what  oocarred  to  myself  last  year.    I 
dedred  to  bring  forward  a  question  of 
¥^  greatimportance  to  my  constituency 
when  the  Navy  Estimates  were  under 
discussion-;  but  an  hon.  and  ffallant  Ad- 
miralyaad  one  or  two  other  gfJlant  Mem- 
bers opposite,  took  the  Navy  Estimates 
isto  Uieir  own  hands  night  after  night, 
and  occupied  the  attention  of  the  House 
hoar  after  hour.    I  sat  here  for  three  or 
four  nights  waiting  for  an  opportunity 
of  ^^eaking  upon  the  matter  which  so 
de^y  concerned  my  constituents.    One 
evsnlsg  I  left  the  House  for  a  few  mo- 
menlB,  and  while  I  was  away  the  subject 
ia  which  I  was  interested  was  put  from 
the  Ohair  and  disposed  o^  and  I  had  no 
faitiiier  legitimate  opportunity  of  direct- 
ing the  attention  of  the  House  to  it. 
Now,  I  contend  that  there  is  no  pressing 
necessity  for  including    Committee    of 
Supply  in  the  Cloture  Bule,  and  I  will 
reound  the  House  that  last  year  there 
was  actually  less  discussion  in  Committee 
than  had  taken  place  for  many  years 
previously.    I  would  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  devise  some  means  by  which 
the  phraseology  of  the  first  Bule  may 
be  altered   by    giving   the  Chairman 
powsr  in  Committee  of  Supply  to  put 
the  question  in  regard  to  any  particular 
item  without  bringingthe  entire  discus- 
lioa  npon  the  whole  Vote  to  a  dose.    I 
ihould  strongly  object  to  the  discussion 
of  the  whole  Vote  being  stopped   by 
dosore  on  one  item.    I  think  that  is  a 
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very  small  concession  to  ask  for  in  the 
event  of  the  Gt)vernment  refusing  to 
give  us  the  whole  of  the  Amendment 
which  has  been  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork. 

Ma.  JOHN  O'CONNOE  (Tipperary, 
S.) :  The  discussion  has  proceeded  on 
the  line  of  the  money  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment. Ceriainly,  the  voting  of  money  ia 
the  most  important  function  of  Parlia* 
ment»  and  over  that  a  right  of  bringing 
forward  grievances  before  granting  Sup- 
ply many  of  the  greatest  struggles 
which  are  recorded  in  the  history  of 
Parliament  have  occurred.  I  protest 
against  the  passage  of  a  Bule  by  which 
the  cloture  might  be  brought  to  bear 
upon  a  whole  Vote  or  any  single  item 
contained  in  it.  It  was  my  duty,  last 
Session,  to  bring  under  the  notice  of  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  certain 
cases  of  hardship  in  the  county  I  repre- 
sent, and  I  made  accusations  of  mal* 
administration  against  certain  officials 
in  Ireland.  ISince  that  time  many  things 
have  happened.  Other  diapters  have 
been  written  of  the  history  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  I  may  find  it  my  duty  next 
Session  to  bring  forward  such  cases  of 
hardship  and  tyranny,  and  of  mal* 
administration,  as  may  shock  the  ears  of 
the  British  public.  Now,  the  right  of 
inquiry  and  of  punishment  is  inherent 
in  Parliament,  and  yet  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  and  the  Oovernment 
seem  to  be  prepared  to  vote  away  that 
inherent  right  of  Parliament  with  a 
light  heart  I  beg  most  respectfully  to 
point  out  that  in  doing  so  they  are  vio- 
lating the  Constitution  itself.  Charles 
James  Fox  said  on  one  occasion  in  this 
House  that  Parliament  mi^ht  forbear 
the  exercise  of  this  right  of  inquiry  and 
punishment,  but  that  they  could  not  di- 
vest themselves  of  it,  because  it  was  the 
veiT  essence  of  Parliament  itself.  Never- 
theless, the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
comes  down  here  with  a  light  heart  and 
proposes  to  vote  away  the  inherent  right 
of  Parliament  and  to  violate  the  Consti- 
tution. I  am  surprised  to  find  that  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  opposite  is  so 
light-hearted  and  gay  over  the  matter. 
I  should  rather  haye  thought  that  he 
would  be  in  the  position  of  Bichard  III. 
in  the  play,  wnen  he  found  himself 
haunted  by  the  ghosts  of  those  he  had 
murdered.  I  should  have  thought  that 
the  apparitions  of  all  the  great  men  who 
have  figured  in  history  as  the  cham- 
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pions  of  the  rights  of  Parliament,  8uch 
as  Hampden,  Pym,  and  Somers,  would 
hare  troubled  his  dreams  last  night, 
and  that  he  might  have  heard  the  excla- 
mation^-'^ Let  me  sit  heavy  on  thy  soul 
to-morrow."  It  seems,  however,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  so  supersti- 
tions as  to  believe  in  ghosts  and  dreams, 
even  although  he  tears  the  British  Con- 
stitution to  rags.  I  maintain  that  it  is 
our  right  to  bring  forward  grievanees 
in  this  Parliament  before  voting  Supply. 
That  right  is  a  most  ancient  one,  yet  it 
is  about  to  be  stifled.  There  was  one 
occasion  in  the  Oonstitational  history  of 
the  ODuntry — in  1636  I  thiok— when 
Oharles  I.  demanded  money  from  his 
Parliament,  and  their  reply  was  tb«t  it 
would  be  granted  when  Members  had 
settled  their  grievances  and  had  received 
His  Majesty's  Graoious  Answer  thereto. 
If  this  cloture,  however,  is  passed,  it 
would  be  in  the  power  of  any  Govern* 
ment  who  sits  on  the  Front  Bench  to 
deny  the  right  of  Pariiament  to  stato  its 
grievances,  and  by  the  exercise  of  the 
power  which  you  are  about  to  place  in 
the  hands  of  the  Ohairman  of  Commit- 
tees and  the  Speaker  of  enforcing  the 
cloture  they  will  not  be  afforded  an  op- 
portunity of  stating  their  grievances. 
We  have  heard  from  the  First  Lord  that 
neither  the  Gbvernmeat,  the  Speaker, 
ftor  the  Chairman  of  Committoes,  will 
exercise  this  great  power  even  if  we 
should  confer  it  upon  them.  Well,  Sir, 
we  have  not  yet  had  the  sacred  word  of 
the  King,  but  only  the  assurance  of  a 
Prime  Minister  who  may  be  relieved 
of  Office  upon  34  hours'  notice.  I 
mentioned  the  reply  of  Parliament  to 
Oharles  I.  just  now,  and  the  rejoinder 
of  the  King  was  this— 

"Remember  that  Parliaments  are  in  my 
power  for  their  calling,  sitting,  and  dissolution, 
and  therefore,  as  I  find  the  efforts  of  them  to  be 
good  or  evil,  they  are  to  continue  or  not  to  be.** 

Are  we,  in  this  case,  to  be  bound  by 
what  the  Leader  of  the  House  may  con- 
sider to  be  good  or  evil  ?  I  say  that  it 
is  a  violation  of  the  Constitution  to  in- 
vest any  Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees with  power  at  the  instigation  of 
the  Government,  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  or 
the  Prime  Minister,  to  put  a  stop  to  full 
and  free  discussion,  and  thus  deprive 
Members  of  this  House  of  the  first  rights 
they  enjoy  under  the  British  Oonstitn- 
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tion.  As  a  Eepresentative  of  a  country 
which  has  many  grievances  to  rectify,  I 
desire  to  protest  in  the  strongest  way 
against  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  being  entrusted  with  the  power 
of  dosing  a  discussion  on  any  single 
Vote,  and  by  that  means  of  preventing 
the  discussion  of  the  remaining  items  of 
that  Vote.  I  shall  ever  offer  the  most 
strenuous  opposition  to  that  proposition ; 
but  I  trust  the  Government  will  see 
their  way  to  the  adoption  of  some  reason- 
able concession.  Before  I  sit  down,  I 
should  like  to  call  attention  to  the  state 
of  the  Front  Bench.  Night  after  nig^t 
we  have  complained  here  of  an  empty 
Front  Government  Bench.  To-nirfit, 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  do  not  feel  it 
worth  their  while  to  keep  in  the  House 
the  veriest  tyro  among  them  to  reply  to 
us.  They  ought  to  remember  that  they 
may  not  always  be  sitting  on  that  sido 
of  the  House,  and  that  the  time  may  come 
when  they  may  find  the  Pules  whidi 
they  are  now  passing  with  light  hearts 
exercised  against  themsi^lyes.  They  will 
then  in  rain  protest  against  the  exercise 
of  this  power;  thev  will  struggle 
against  the  fetters  they  are  forging 
to-day,  and  will  regret  the  day  when 
they  were  induced  to  pass  Rules  and 
Resolutions  to  bind  up  freedom  of 
speech,  and  to  spoil  the  beauty  and 
symmetry  of  their  own  boasted  British 
Constitution.  For  these  reasons  I 
strongly  oppose  the  passing  of  this 
Rule,  and  I  protest  against  it  emphati- 
cally as  one  who  has  personal  and 
general  grievances  to  lay  before  the 
House. 

Mb.  PICKARD  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Normanton) :  I  do  not  rise  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  a  speech,  but  I  wish  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  is 
not  a  single  Member  of  tiie  Government 
present  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  I  do 
not  think  that  we  ought  to  go  to  t 
DiviNon  in  the  absence  of  every  Mem* 
her  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  It 
is  somewhat  unfortunate  that  the 
Government  do  not  appear  to  consider 
it  necessary  even  to  hear  the  suggestions 
and  arguments  proposed  in  the  course 
of  the  debate.  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  suggest  that  it  is  also  impor- 
tant to  except  Amendments  to  the 
clauses  of  a  Bill  from  the  cloture  as 
well  as  discnssions  in  Oommittee  of 
Supply. 
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QueBtion  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  92  ;  Noes 
261:  Majoritj  169.— (^Div.  List,  No. 
24.) 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W. ) :  I  rise  to 
propose    the    ioeertion   after  the  word 
«  Qaestion  "  of  the  words  **  Dot  being 
a  Question  relating  to  the  Prooedure  of 
the  House."     So  far  as  we  have  pro* 
eeeded  in  the  discussion,  the  Oovem- 
ment  have  steadily  refused  to  modify  in 
any  degree  the  rigid  applioation  of  this 
Bale.     It  is  one  thing,  of  course,   to 
apply  to  discoBsion  all  tiie  Boles  which 
ha?e  been  oarried  by  the  Cbyemment, 
but  it  is  altogether  another  thing  to 
apply  the  first  of  a  series  of  Bules  to 
eheok    discussion    on    the   remainder. 
This  is  not  the  first  time  that  we  have 
been  engaged  in  considering  Rules  of 
PKxrodure  here.    When  the  Tory  Party 
▼ere  in  power  in  1880,  tbey  passed  cer- 
tain Bules,  and  while  ihej  were  under 
the  oonsi^eraiion  of  the  House  there 
▼as  no  attempt  made  to  restrict  freedom 
of  debate  with  regard  to  any  of  them. 
I,  therefore,  appeal  to  the  Qovernment, 
oa  theb  own  action  Bef?eral  years  ago, 
to  assent    to    the   proposal  I  make. 
Again,  in  1882,  when  the  right  hon. 
Goitleaian  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.   £.    Gladstone)  was   at   the 
head  of  the  €k>vemmant,  an  elaborate 
Code  of  Bules  was  passed,  the  first  of 
which  was  the  Bute  of  CUoture ;  and  I 
believe  I  am  accurate  in  saying  that 
dtmng  the  discussion  no  attempt  was 
made  to  apply  that  Bule  to  the  dis- 
eaasions  on  the   rest     We  have  now 
come  to  the  third  occasion  on  which  the 
House  has  been  engaged  in  the  ceD«> 
sideration  of  Procedure  Bules^  and  I 
aak  the  Oovemment  to  apply  to  the 
piesent  discussion  the  prinoiide  which 
was  applied  on  former  occasions;  and, 
BO  &r  as  this  House. can  determine  it, 
that  it  shall  apply  in  the  future.    Some 
of  the  Bules  will  abrogate  the  usages 
and  customs  of  the  House  which  have 
Btood  the  test  of  centuries ;  and  when 
we  are  engaged  in  digging  up  what  has 
Btrock  its  roots  so  d^^y  into  the  past, 
^  replaetng  it  by  what  may  strike  its 
'oots  so  deeply  into  the  future,  I  think 
▼e  are  justified  in  askinp^  that  this  Bule 
^7  not  be  adopted  without  due  oon- 
Bideration.    I  venture  to  point  out  that 
Ae  rights  of  private  Members  who  con- 
Btitate  the  great  body  of  the  House  are 
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very  valuable  to  the  country ;  and  that 
if  Qovernments  manage  the  Business  of 
the  country ,  the  private  Members  are  sent 
here  to  look  after  them.  Some  of  these 
Bules  enlarge  the  powers  of  the  Speaker, 
and  as  I  am  sure  that  the  Speaker 
would  be  slow  to  stop  any  debate  that 
was  taknig  place  upon  his  relation  to 
the  Prooedure  of  the  House,  so  I  think 
that  the  Gbvemment  should  also  be 
slow  to  object  to  the  full  discussion 
of  the  Bules  which  relate  to  the  con- 
duct of  Public  Business.  Farther, 
I  propose  this  Amendment  on  the 
ground  of  public  expediency;  for 
it  is  desirable  that  the  discussion  of 
Bules  so  far-reaching  in  their  character 
should  be  absolutely  free.  I  renture  to 
say  that  the  debates,  so  far,  have  been 
conducted  at  a  reasonable  length  and 
with  moderate  temper,  and  I  sulmiit 
that  the  best  way  to  induce  a  reasonable 
attitude  of  hon.  Members  would  be  to 
satisfy  us  that  no  attempt  will  be  made 
to  impose  upon  us,  when  we  are  upon 
the  subsequent  Bules,  the  drastic  Bule 
which  stands  first  on  the  Paper.  With 
regard  to  those  Bules,  allow  me  to 
assure  the  Government  that  if  when 
they  are  passed  there  remains  the  im- 
pression that  they  have  been  unfairly 
pushed  through,  it  will  not  tend  to  the 
amicable  reception  of  the  Bules  here- 
after. For  these  reasons--on  the  ground 
of  public  e]q>ediency — I  ask  the  QoTera- 
ment  to  accept  the  Amendment  which  I 
propose.  There  is  a  French  saying, 
that  nothing  is  saered  from  the  sapper ; 
the  right  hon.  Ghentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  is  the  sapper  of  the  Consti- 
tutional Bules  of  this  House,  and  I  make 
this  appeal  to  him  to  reserve  one  sacred 
spot  in  the  undermined  arena  of  puUio 
debate. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  by 
inserting,  after  the  word  "Question," 
the  words  ''not  being  a  Question  re- 
lating to  the  Procedure  of  the  House." 
— (ift-.  Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  FIBST  LOBD  of  the  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  The  hon.  Member  for 
Belfast  has  made  an  appeal  to  me  the 
spirit  of  which  I  am  inclined  to  agree  to. 
r  think  this  Bule  should  not  be  put  in 
operation  so  as  to  suppress  adequate 
discussion  and  check  any  fair  opposition 
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to  thote  whioh  have  not  yet  be^n  «oa-^ 
siderod.  I  should  be  eorrj  if  it  were 
supposed  poesible  Uiat  the  Goremment 
should  seek  to  put  in  operatioii  a  Bule 
of  this  kind  unlairt  J.  The  hon.  Member 
baa  said  that  the  Go^emment  were 
about  to  ohauge  the  usages  and  eustoms 
of  centuries;  but,  6ir^  I  submit  that 
what  we  intend  to  do  now  is  rather  to 
revert  t6  the  usages  and  oostoms  of  the 
pael,  and  that  with  the  desire  to  restore 
to  thie  House  freedom  of  discussion. 
With  regard  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member,  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  Gbvernment  to  make  any  dis- 
tincti<m  whatever  in  the  operaUon  of 
the  Bules  with  regard  to  lame ;  but,  8ir» 
the  Ohairman  of  this  Assembly  would, 
I  am  confident^  intervene  to  prevent  the 
undue  applica^on  of  this  Bule,  if  a 
Member  of  the  Government  should  seek 
to  pnt  it  in  force  so  as  to  prevent  the 
due  discussion  of  a  question  that  ought 
to  be  discussed  by  the  Hmise^  We 
regard  1^  authority  of  the  Ohair  as  the 
most  valuable  che<^  upon  th^  applica^ 
tton  of  the  Bule  |  we  regard  it  as  a  per- 
feet  seourity  to  the  House ;  and  although 
it  is  proposed;  Sir,  to  fnvest  you  with 
larger  auth6iify,  I  believe  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  and  below  the  Gang- 
way are  satisfied  that  the  tmditions 
whK^  surround  the  Speaker  of  thk 
House  will  prevent  him  at  anj  time 
exerctsdlig  the  authority  with  whioh  he 
is  dothed  to  the  disadvantage  of  ^e 
House,  to  the  injury  of  the  privileges 
and  rights  of  private  Member,  or  to  the 
prejudice  of  any  question  whioh  might 
be  of  interest  to  hon.  Members  in  that 
or  any  other  part  of  the  House.  The 
proposal  we  make  will  not  admit  of  any 
exception.  We  believe  that  the  autho- 
rity with  which  we  propose  to  invest  the 
Speaker  is  necessary  in  the  interest  of 
the  House,  nebessary  to  protect  discus^ 
sion,  and  necessary  Ix)  prevent  injury  to 
the  Public  Business  of  the  country. 

Mr.  PABNELL  (Cork) :  Sir,  I  think 
that  this  is  one  of  those  questions  on 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
have  shown  his  tact,  by  yielding  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr. 
Sexton).  It  is  not  an  Amendment  which 
could  have  a  very  Extended  application,' 
and  it  eeems  to  me  that  where  f&e 
Government  are  asking  the  House  to 
fetter  themselves  iov  all  time,  tite  House 
may  in  return  petition  the  Government 
for  a  little  delay  so  that  some  oppor- 
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tunity  may  be  given  the  Bouse  id  eoter-^ 
cise  its  remaining  eiieigies  without  the 
application  of  the  very  stringent  Bule  of 
the  Closure.  It.  has  not  been  contended 
by  the  right  h<yn.  Gentlems^that  so  far 
there  has  been  any  undue  diseussioft  or 
prolongation  of  debate  on  this  question 
of  Procedure  ;  it  has  not  been4»nteDdsd 
by  him  that  th^e  exists  any  pretext  lor 
the  applieaUon  of  this  First  Bule  in  ike 
disoassions  whieh  havo  yet  taken  -^ptaca 
an  this  Rule  and  the  Ameiidttisnta 
thereto.  Why  dbm  the  right  kou. 
Gentlesdan,  if  he  is  desirous  of  meethig 
his  opponents,  I  wiU  not  sa^  hi^  way, 
bnt  pwrt^f  the  way,  not  seite  the  dpfMv- 
tunity  of  making  a  gnoefnl  ooocesskm 
whioh  would  be  appreciated  by  the 
House,  fltnd  whioh  undoubtedly  woald 
be  reciprocated  by  the  House  ?  I  ata 
afraid  tiie  right  hon.  Gentiemanirmam* 
taining  a  stubborn  oppoeitiott  to  aUsug- 
gestioDs  whidi  are  being'  made  Isr  any 
alteration  or  amendment  of  these  B^es 
of  Prooedure;  that  he  has  set  b^ibrs 
himself  the  duty  of  appearing  finn  and 
steel-Jike  in  his  manner  and  action  ;  atad 
that  he  has  resolutely  made  up  hisianid 
to  decline  all  aatiendment  in  order  thai 
he  may  build  for  himself  a  repntaifon  &« 
Leader  of  this  House-  upoft-ihe  prostrate 
bodies  of  his  pc^tical  opponents^'  Ido 
not  think  such  a  desire  will  b«  satisfied^ 
or'Uiat  it  willlead  to  a  deam  on  "Ae 
part  of  all  sections  of  the  House  to  lor** 
ward  the  proceedings  of  the  Govera^ 
mrent.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
announced  ^at  the  Government  are 
determined  to  apply  thia  Bule  of  Gloaure 
to  the  discussions  on  the  remainder  of  the 
Bules.  But  will  the  right  hon.  Oantle- 
man  aeeompany  me  a  little  fhrther,  and 
consider  what  wUl  be  their  posttioa 
after  having  rejected  thia-^^nendment  f' 
This  Bule  will  apply  not  only  tot  oar 
discussion  of  the  present  Bules,  but  also 
to  any  changes  whioh  the  aueoesaova  of 
the  preseeut  Government  may  propose  ia 
reference  to  these  Bules.  it  ta^kmnrA 
that  it  is  the  policy  of  tiie  Liberal  Pai4y 
to  make  these  Boles  as  drastic  and  as 
stringent  as  possible.  I  should  have 
been  willing  to  second  the  Liberal  Party 
in  that  undertaking  were  it  not  for  the 
fact  that  we  have  a  Coercion  Bill  in  pros- 
pect whibb  biasses  my  thoughts,  and  seta 
me  against  Bules  whioh  otherwise  I 
should  have  been  glad  lo  aifsMt  in 
making  more  stringent.  I  am  like  otiier 
men— willing  to  saoriSee  something  lor 

Digitized  by-VJ^VJV  IC 


m 


(Bul^cJ 


{Februaey  26,  1887} 


Proe$iuri)* 


614 


aa  ultimate  good,  although  I  am  not 
nifficieiitly  weak  tafall  into  the  trap  laid 
for  ua  bj  the  right  hon.    Gentleman 
opposite^      It   may    happen    that    the 
Ltbexal  Party  will  seek  to  improfo  on 
theaa  Bulea  hereafter  and  make  them 
more  drastic  atill;  and  if  theOonseryative 
Far^   ware    now    to   adopt    my  hon. 
Eaead's    Amendment    they  would   be 
pzteladed  from  using  this  Bale  for  the 
paipes^*     How  will  it  be  if  the  right 
kon.  Member  fur  Mid  Lothian  should 
comA  into  Office  and  try  his  hand  at 
ivriker  reform  in,  this  direction  in  order 
to.oany   out  great  measures  for  the 
alberatioQ.  of  the  Constitutional  arrange- 
meats  between  England  aod  Ireland; 
or  wheb  some  great  Badical    at  pre- 
set not  in  a  position  to  become  an 
oooipant  of  the  Treasury  Bench  shall 
psopcte  BadioaL  measures  with  regard 
to  thi9  owitership;  of  land  ?      Would 
TQanol  then  wish  that  yon  had  heark- 
ened to  my  bon.  Friend  the  Member 
&r  Belfast,  and  thereby  preyented  the 
light  hon. .  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
and  others   irom   using   the  weapons 
a^iast  yonrselyes  which  you  are  now 
forging  for  ufl  ?    It  is  a  fact  that  when 
ban*  Membexs  get  upon  the  Treasury 
Ben«h  they  a^ppear  to  forget  all  those 
tsadttions  of  which    they  thought    so 
much  when  they  were  in  Opposition. 
Xhese  sudden  changes  of  opinion  haye 
done  mu(Ai  to  sap  my  belief  in  the  in- 
tegrity of  those  who  haye  goyerned  this 
QMiatiy;    aad  they  make   mie  belieye 
tkal  there  is  something  deteriorating  in 
pcditios,    Mid    something   winch  takes 
amy  the  aeoBe  of  what  is  fitting  and 
daa^  to  one's  self.    In  October,   1882, 
tU  right  hon.  Qentlemau  the  Leader  of 
tbo  Bouse,  in  speaking  on  the  then  pro- 
PDsids  to  amend  the  Bales,  said  it  was 
better  ta  bear  patiently  with  Obstruc- 
tioii  rather  than   make  the  Bules  too 
•Irii^ent^a  course  that,  he  said,  would 
oaly  inepraase  the  delay  in  the  progress 
of  Uie  Business  of  the  House.  The  right 
boa.  Qentleman  added  that  he  felt  that 
tbs  old  ways  were  better  than  the  pro- 
posed Hules.    Not  only  has  the  right 
boa.  Gentleman  turned  his  back  on  what 
be  said  in  1882,  but  he  has  turned  his 
baak  apon  the  proceedings  of  his  Party 
^^ofore  the  Select  Committee  appointed 
to  consider  the  Procedure  of  the  House, 
^  reeenUy  as  last  year.    Why,  then, 
baf0  these    changes   come   oyer   the 
^iaom  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 


There  has  been  no  exhibition  <^  con* 
tinuous  Obstruction  since  then  which 
calls  for  that  change  of  ground.  I 
appeal  again  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  meet  my  hon.  Friend  in  this 
matter.  Surely,  this  is  not  so  great  a 
concession  in  the  face  of  a  discussion 
which  he  admits  has  been  so  fairly  cour 
ducted,  and  which  I  haye  no  wish  to 
exceed.  Surely,  the  right  hon.  Gentler- 
man,  admitting  that  the  proceedings 
haye  been  fair  and  within  limit,  and 
that  he  could  not  fairiy  haye  asked  for 
the  application  of  this  Closure  Bule  up 
to  the  present  time,  will  show,  by  his 
acceptance  of  this  Amendment,  that  his 
spirit  is  not  an  obstinate  and  unyield- 
ing one,  and  that  he  is  willing  to  adopt 
the  suggestions  made  by  hon.  Members, 
where  there  is  no  public  injury  or  inogn^ 
yenience  attached  to  them. 

Mb.  E.  EOBEBTSON  (Dundee) :  Sir, 
I  do  not  think  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  has  dealt  quite  fairly  with  the 
conduct  of  the  Leader  of  the  Honee  with 
regard  to  these  Bules.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  said  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  possessed  of  an  unyielding  and 
obstinate  spirit,  and  that  he  has  refused 
to  accept  all  Amendments  proposed  to 
these  SUiles, 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  I  caUed  on  t^e 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  show  such 
a  spirit 

Mb.  E.  BOBEBTSON  :  I  accept  the 
correction  of  the  hon.  Member.  At  the 
same  time,  I  wish  to  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  t^at  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has,  before  we  haye  passed  the 
iirst  line  of  this  Bule,  accepted  two 
Amendments.  Haying  regard  to  the 
decision  at  which  the  House  arriyed 
last  night,  I  think  we  should  be  stultify- 
ing ourselyes  by  accepting  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hoB.  Member  for  West  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  Sexton).  After  refusing  to 
exclude  questions  which  might  affect  the 
personal  liberty  of  all  the  citizens  of  this 
country,  I  do  not  think  Her  Majesty's 
Goyeroment  could  assent  to  the  proposal 
to  exclude  from  the  operation  of  the 
Bule  questions  which  affect  debate  in 
this  House.  It  is  perfectly  natural  for 
the  hon.  Member  to  propose,  and  for  the 
whole  of  the  Irish  Party  to  support, 
such  an  Amendment ;  but  the  argument 
by  which  it  has  been  pressed  on  the 
Goyemment  that  the  Tory  Party  might 
soon  be  in  Opposition,  and  haye  the 
closure  applied  to  themselves,  although 
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ingenious,  BuppHea  the  very,  reason 
wmch  compels  me  to  vote  against  its 
adoption. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  declined 
to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast,  and  he  has 
done  BO  on  grounds  that  are  untenable. 
The  mpst  curious  point  about  the  state- 
ment given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  that  it  is  diametrically  opposed  to  that 
which  he  has  said  oa  former  occasions. 
la  the  debate  ia  1882,  the  Tory  Party 
supported  the  very  Amendment  which 
they  now  reject.  That  Amendment  was 
proposed  by  one  of  the  Members  for 
Ireland,  and  it  was^  as  I  have  said,  sup- 
ported by  the  Tory  Party.  Lord  Ash- 
bourne, then  Mr.  Gibson,  dealing  with 
the  Amendment,  said  that — 

**  It  was  very  advkable  that  they  ahonld  €a- 
■nre  lor  these  diseussions  the  most  pecfect  &ee^ 
dom  of  debate ; " 

and,  speaking  oa  behalf  of  the  Toiy 
Party,  that — 

'<he  must  therefore  enter  a  grave  protest 
against  that  Ist  New  Rule  passing  in  a  shape 
that  would  enable  it  to  be  applied  so  as  to  fetter 
the  abe<date  freedom  which  they  onght  to  enjoy 
in   the  discussion  of  the  remaining  Resolu* 


I  am  reading  from  Mantartly  vol.  274, 
pp.  814-15,  and  we  have  an  instance  of 
the  Toiy  Party  sittiag  oa  this  side  of 
the  House  in  1882,  and  suppc^ting  this 
identical  Amendment ;  now  we  have  the 
spectacle  of  their  opposing  that  Amend- 
ment on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  no 
infringement  of  the  Privilege  of  the 
House  to  put  the  1st  Kule  in  force  to 
close  discussioa  on  the  remaining  Kules. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal):  I  am  sure  the  First  Lord  was 
speaking  in  all  sincerity  when  he  dis- 
claimed the  intention  of  putting  this 
Rule  in  operation  during  the  discussion 
of  the  other  Rules. 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  op  thb  TREA- 
BURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  beg  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's pardon.  I  did  not  say  it  would 
not  be  put  ia  operatioa.  All  I  could 
say  was  that  the  Qoverameat  were 
aazious  to  secure  full,  complete,  and 
adequate  discussioa. 

M!b.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  I  do 
aot,  of  course,  wish  to  misrepreseat  the 
statemeat  of  the  right  hoa.  Geatleman. 
I  gathered  that  he  disclaimed  the  iatea- 
tioa  of  putting  this  Rule  in  force,  at  any 


rate,  arbitrarily  or  unreasonably.  Nd 
doubt,  that  is  the  intention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wil],  ia  consequence  of  pass- 
ing this  Rule,  have  in  his  hands  a  very 
exceptional  power,  and  at  a  tiiae  when 
the  temptation  to  abuse  it  will  be  va? 
strong.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemaa  has  carefully 
ta^en  stodc  of  the  position  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  regiu^  to  Public  Biui- 
aess.  We  are  getting  towards  the  end 
of  the  financial  year ;  the  Gk>Tera«eAt 
have  introduced  Supplementary  £sti« 
mates ;  it  is  necessary  to  pass  an  k^ 
propriation  Bill,  whidi  requires  a  cer- 
taia  aumber  of  days,  acoordiag  to  law. 
But  before  you  can  have  the  first  stage 
of  that  Bill,  you  must  have  the  fint 
stage  of  Committee  of  Sopply,  for  the 
opeaiag  of  which,  however,  the  Govern- 
meat  have  made  ao  arrangement  Are 
we  to  pass  these  Rules  before  Supj^  is 
brought  forward,  or  are  they  to  make 
way  lor  Committee  of  Supply  ?  I  thijik 
I  hear  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezeheqtt«r 
say  **  Yes;  ^  but  if  that  be  so,  it  is  a 
modifieatioa  of  the  plaa  originally  pio- 
posed  by  the  Goverameat. 

THBCHANOELLORoPTHaBXOHE- 
OTJER  (Mr.  Goschebt)  (St.  George's, 
Haaover  Square) :  I  thiak  the  boa. 
Geatlemaa  is  ia  some  error  oa  tiiis 
poiat.  The  hoa.  Member  is  jMMsibly  aot 
aware  that  it  was  stated  earlier  ia  the 
evening  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
First  "Lov^  of  the  Treasury  that  Supply 
would  be  taken  on  Monday. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  regret 
my  absence  from  the  Bouse  when  the 
statement  was  made.  But  the  argument 
remains  unaffected  by  it — thttt  tiie  Go- 
verament  will  have  ia  their  kaads  an 
exceptionally  strong  power  just  at  a 
time  when  they  are  under  the  strongest 
temptation  to  use  it.  We  have  not  only 
as  much,  but  a  great  deal  more  intereat 
thaa  English  Members  ia  seeing  good 
Rules  passed  for  the  guidaace  of  thu 
House,  oa  which  we  desire  to  model  the 
aew  Chamber  we  hope  to  have  ia  Ire- 
laad,  aad  where  we  ck>  aot  waat  to  try 
experiments  in  Procedure.  The  passing 
of  this  Rule,  ia  its  preseat  form,  would 
be  to  place  the  Goverameat  ia  aa  in- 
vidious positaoa,  for  the  resultof  pridding 
to  the  temptation  which  will  be  iahersat 
in  the  position  will  aot  oaly  be  dis- 
creditable to  the  House,  but  disastrooi 
ia  its  ooasequeaces.    For  these  reasont, 
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I  bope  the  OoTernment  wUl  consmt  io 
tAoipi  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton). 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
Sir,  the  fact  that  there  will  be  oppoei- 
tioa  to  these  Bules,  and  the  feeling  of 
iiritation  that  will  exist  owing  to  the 
i^^emty  of  interrupting  the  proeeed- 
iogsforthe  purpose  of  talking  Supply,  is 
one  reason  mhj  we  should  set  ourselres 
agaiasttoy  possible  action  of  the  Go- 
TMninent    in    the    application    of  the 
dosnrew    These  Bules  mean  in  reality, 
BOtwithstanding  that   the   right   hon. 
Qeutleman  has  said   that  they  are   to 
effect  a  return  to  ancient  usage  and 
evstom,  a  total  reTolution  in  the  Pro- 
eedure  of  this  House.    The  conduct  of 
tks  Goreniment  is  in  direct  opposition 
to  their  conduct  when  Rules  of  Pro- 
eedare  were  foimerly  under  discussion. 
Xhs  argumenis  in  fttvour  of  the  Amend* 
mokt  dt  my  hon.  Friend  are  not  new,  for 
in  1882  the  present  Secretary  for  Seot- 
kad  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  proposed  to 
dsfer  tiiie  consideration  of  the  Ist  Eule 
vntll  the  others  were  considered.    That 
waamade  in  order  to  prevent  the  Gk>- 
Terament  using  tiie  closure  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ibrdtig  the  other  Bules  through 
the  House.    Well,  Sir,  we  are  now  pro- 
fiting by  the  example  of  the  right  hon. 
6eitieman,  atid  I  trust  that  in  proposing 
00  bat  and  reasonable   a    thing,    we 
•re  putting  forward  what  the  Oovem- 
me&t  will  be  able  to  accept ;  or  at  least, 
tiiat  we  shall  have  from  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  a  little  stronger  assurance 
&t]|  we  have  yet  recei^rsd  that  there 
vili  he  no  undue  enforoetnent  of   ^e 
Bii^    Bveryone  knows  that  the  Bules 
vill  not  a*  all  meet  the  great  require- 
neots  cf  Parliament,  and  that  we  are 
enly  taking  some  shvort  steps  towards 
fts  goal.    It  is,  therefore,  well  to  have 
it  eetaUiriied  now  as  a  prhiciple  that  the 
^floiittioB  on  Bules  of  Procedure  when 
ftey  oome  to  be  considered  hereafter 
iisll  not  be  suhiect  to  any  interference, 
hnt  that  there  sliali  be  free  and  ample 
W»t».      That  ia    the  reason  why  I 
npedaByjpr^ss  for  the  Amendment  of 
^  hen.  Kiend.    I  believe  that  the  dis- 
(masi«i  on  these  Bules  would  not  be  un- 
^7  prolonged   through  the  adoption 
of  tids  proviso ;  we  have  certainly  no 
weh  wiih.    Our  desire  is  to  have  every- 
tUig  ftilly  explained  as  we  go  along, 
*iA  to  see  that  the  House  makes  no 
iteration  which  will  press  in  any  un- 


fair  way  upon  the  Members  of   this 
Honse.     ^ 

Mb.  p.  J.  POWEE  (Waterford,  E.) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  we  must  all  acknowledge 
that  in  the  conduct  of  debate  in  l^is 
House  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has  had  conaderable 
experience,  and  that  since  he  became  the 
Leader  of  the  House  he  has  managed 
a£RGtirs  with  great  tact.  But  we  must 
remember  that  whatever  his  tact  and 
discre^on  is  he  is  not  altogether  inde- 
pendent; he  is  to  a  great  extent  at  the 
meroy  of  his  followers,  amongst  whom 
there  are  many  ardent  spirits.  We  be- 
Heve  that  if  this  Bule  is  passed,  and  any 
discussion  is  somewhat  prolonged  pres- 
sure will  be  brought  to  bear  upon  him  to 
Eut  the  cloture  into  operation  which 
e  will  find  it  hard  to  stand  against. 
We  consider  it  to  be  our  duty  to  offer 
a  certain  amount  of  opposition  to  these 
Bules,  and  particularly  to  the  applica- 
tion of  the  let  Bule  to  the  discuseion  of 
the  remaining  Bules.  We  know  that 
were  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  left  to  your  own 
discretion  you  would  be  very  slow  to 
exercise  arbitrary  powers,  but  we  main- 
tain that  if  these  Bules  are  passed  the 
independence  of  the  Chair  will,  to  a 
great  extent,  be  destroyed.  We  know, 
also,  that  influence  will  be  brought  to 
bear  upon  the  Ohair  to  induce  him  to 
sanction  the  application  of  the  1st  Bule 
tothedisoussion  of  the  subsequent  Bules. 
Now,  if  it  is  necessary  that  there  should 
be  freedom  of  discussion  at  all,  it  is 
particularly  necessary  there  should  be 
perfect  freedom  to  discuss  resolutions 
such  as  these. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  P.  J.  POWEB,  resuming,  said: 
If  the  Government  assent  to  the  gagging 
of  Members,  and  to  the  passage  of  these 
Bules  without  full  and  free  discussion  of 
these  Bules,  they  may  find  that  they 
have  acted  unwisely.  If,  on  the  con- 
trary, ample  discussion  is  allowed,  and 
the  cloture  is  not  applied  to  the  sub- 
sequent Bules,  hon.  Members  will  not 
resent  the  application  of  the  cloture  to 
the  extent  they  otherwise  will.  The  Go- 
vernment themselves  are,  by  the  con- 
tents of  Barnard,  pinned  to  the  senti- 
ments we  now  express.  The  substance 
of  this  Motion  was  pressed  with  vigour 
by  the  present  occupants  of  the  Treasury 
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Bench  on  the  Qovornmeut  in  1S82.  We 
believe  that  these  Bules  are  unwise. 
We  believe  that  the  Amendment  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Sexton)  hat  proposed  is  one  which  ought 
to  commend  itself  to  all  sections  of  the 
House.  It  has  not  been  proved  that 
since  Her  Majesty's  present  Government 
came  into  Office,  any  undue  prolongation 
of  debates,  either  in  Committee  or  when 
you,  Sir,  have  been  in  the  Chair,  has 
taken  place.  No  doubt,  when  the  Bules 
of  Procedure  were  under  discussion  in 
1882  there  was  very  prolonged  discus- 
sion, and  then  thd  Members  of  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  occupied  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Beach,  and  were  anxious  that  the 
Cloture  Bule  should  be  put  off  to  the 
very  last.  We  claim  to  be  consistent  on 
this  point,  as  on  all  other  points,  and  we 
certainly  think  that  it  woidd  greatly  ex- 
pedite Business  if  the  Government  would 
grant  our  present  request. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  being  found  present, 

Me.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.)  said :  I  rise  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Belfast,  and  in  doing  so,  I  do  not 
think  I  am  stultifying  myself  in  the 
least.  If  the  House  were  to  pass  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  cannot 
agree  with  the  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  Dundee  (Mr*  E.  Bobertson) 
&at  the  House  either  would  stultify 
itself.  Considering  that  no  attempt  has 
been  made  to  restrict  the  scope  of  the 
debate  up  to  the! present;  considering 
that  you.  Sir,  have  had  no  occasion 
whatever  to  exercise  the  authority  that 
is  already  vested  in  your  hands;  and 
considering  that  the  liberty  of  speech 
that  Members  of  the  House  already  en- 
joy has  not  been  abused,  I  do  not  think 
the  Government  are  wise  in  declining  to 
accept  this  Amendment.  When  we  en- 
tered upon  the  discussion  of  the  Main 
Question  a  few  days  ago,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  stated  that  he 
expected  a  very  long  debate.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  scope  or  extent  of  the 
debate  has  exceeded,  if,  indeed,  it  has 
come  up  to,  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man expected.  Tou,  Sir,  have  ruled  that 
if  this  first  Bule  is  passed  it  will  imme- 
diately become  an  Order  of  the  House. 
That  decision  of  yours,  Mr.  Speaker,  is 

iff.  P.  J.  Power 


emphatic,  and  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton)  is  designed 
with  a  view  of  relieving  the  Chair  of 
the  difficulty  under  which  it  labours  by 
reason  of  that  ruling.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  your  ruling  is  consistent  with  pre- 
cedent ;  and  therefore  there  is  all  the 
more  reason  for  the  proposal  of  my  hon. 
Friend ;  and  all  the  more  reason  for  its 
acceptance  by  the  Government,  if  Hiey 
wish  to  give  legal  and  constitutional 
effect  to  the  practice  observed  during 
the  course  of  tnis  debate.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leadecr  of  the  House  has 
stated  at  much  length — and  the  most 
wearisome  repetition— that  the  object  of 
these  Bules  is  to  restore  to  the  Efouse 
the  power  over  its  own  Business.  I 
have  no  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  perfectly  sincere  in  his  statentent. 
But  with  every  respect  to  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman,  I  maintain  we  ought  to  be 
suspicious  of  him.  We  believe  Qiat  tibe 
effect  of  this  Bule  wiH  be  to  repose  the 
powdr  over  titie  Business  of  the  House 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government^  and 
we  have  reason  fo  suspect,  by  our  know- 
ledge of  human  nature  in  general,  and 
British  Governments  in  pamcular 

Mb.  O'HANLON  (Oavan,  E.):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beg  to  move  that  the  House 
be  counted. 

Me.  SPEAKEB:  In  the  exercisonf 
the  discretion  vested  in  me  I  shidl  de- 
cline to  count  the  House.  '  I  have  re- 
cently satisfied  myself  tiiat  there  is  a 
quonim  of  the  House  present 

Me.  JOHN  O'OONNOB  (Tipperary, 
S.) :  Now,  Sir,  it  requires  a  great  strotoh 
of  credulity  to  trust  the  Government,  or 
to  trust  any  institution  in  this  House 
in  connection  with  the  Gk)vemmeitt.  It 
requires  a  great  amount  of  confidence, 
a  confidence  which  may  be  reposed  in  a 
Government  by  its  natural  supporters, 
but  a  confidence  which  cannot  possibly 
be  expected  of  the  political  opponents  of 
the  Government;  and  there  are  times 
when  confidence  of  the  character  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  expects  from 
us  becomes  a  crime,  and  when  jealousy 
itself  becomes  a  virtue.  I  believe  diat 
this  is  one  of  the  cases  in  which  con- 
fidence of  the  kind  expected  from  us 
would  be  a  crime,  and  in  which  joalousy 
becomes  a  virtue.  We  would  fritt^ 
away  our  rights  and  privileges  if  we 
acceded  to  the  request,  blandly  expressed 
by  the  Rrst  Lord  of  the  Treasmy,  to 
trust  the  Government,  to  trutttheOhidr, 
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to  traatfe  tbe  Chairmaa  c^  Oommiitee  of 
Ways  and  Means;  not  to  apply  in  a 
harsh  manner  the  Bule  that  is  about  to 
he  passed.    Kow,  this  Amendment  of 
my  lion.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton)  is  most 
reasonable,  because  it  seeks  openly  to 
give  effect  to  what  tjbie  Qoyemment  in 
already  profesainj^^    Its  object  is  to  pre- 
Teni  the. application  of  the  first  Bule  to 
the  discoasion.of  the  subaequent  Bules, 
We  liave  the  assurance,  no  doubt^  from 
the  Firpt  Ix)rd  pf  the  Treasury,  that  the 
doeure  will  not  be  applied  harshly,  but 
that  greatly  depends  upon  your  action* 
Mr*  Speaker.     I  have  not  the  least 
doubt  but  that  the  great  powers  which 
this  Bute  will  confer  upon  tke  Chair 
will  bo, exercised  with    that   i]aodera- 
tion  and    good  sense  and    good  feel- 
ing, that  liaye    already   characterized 
yoior  rulings  f  but  still*  Sir,  when  we 
r^nembex:    that    there    are    such   im- 
portant,  Bule^  to  be  passed  as  those 
a&cting  tbe  bouvs  of  tb^  Sittings  of  the 
Hoqsa,  and  Motipus  for  Adjournment  at 
Q^estipn  time— that  d^erished  privilege 
,4e>iE  .Members  of  the  House  which  enable? 
hoD,  Members  to  bring   forward   the 
different  grievances  under  which  their 
Qfnstitaenta  labour-^when  such  Bules 
have  stUl  to  be  considered,  and  when,  if 
the  first  Bule  is  passed  in  its  present 
&nn»  the  cloture  may  be  applied  to  the 
remaining  Bules  before  they  haye  been 
ad^eouately  discussed,   we   haye   eyery 
right  and  reason  to  look  with  jealousy 
upon  the  power  thus  given  to  the  Go- 
yenunent.      Tbe  limitation  of  debate 
willliaye  a  considerable  effect  upon  the 
future  of  theee  Bules,  just  as  the  limita- 
tioi  of  discussion  upon  the;  grievances 
of  a  country,  or  the  limitation  of  the 
disoussibn  pi  a  Bill  that  may  be  brought 
forward  by  private  Members,  will  have 
a  considerable  effect  in  the  country,  and 
will  diminish  the  force  of  any  law  that 
may  be  passed  by  Parliament  for  the 
government  of  the  people  at  large.    If 
the  cloture  be  applied  to  these  Bulea, 
there  will  not  be  that  respect  for  the 
^es  and  that  obedience  to  the  Bules 
that  there  would  otherwise  be.    That  is 
a  good  and  su£B.cient  reason  why  the 
Government  should  accede  to  the  request 
contained  in,  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Sexton),    It  is  an  absolute 
waste  of  time  to  propose  Amendment 
after  Amendnient,  and  to  make  speech 
after  i^»eech  if  the  ears  of  the  Qoyemment 
are 4^000.    I. support  the  Amendment, 


and  I  regret  that  the  cogent  reasons  and 
arguments  urged  on  bolialf  of  its  adop- 
tion by  its  proposer  and  supporters 
have  produced  no  effect  upon  tne  Go- 
vernment.   

Sir  BOBEBT  FOWLEE  (London) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  many  thingshave  happened 
since  last  we  discussed  theBules  affect- 
ingj  the  Procedure  in  this  House.  It  is 
quite  true  that  in  1 882  the  Conservative 
Farty  opposed  the  cloture.  At  that  time 
we  had  the  greatest  confidence  in  the  im- 
partiality and  the  dignity  of  the  then 
Speaker,  Sir  Henry  Brand,  but  we  had 
some  fear  as  to  what  his  Successor  might 
be.  We  believed  Sir  Henry  Bri^nd  was 
superior  in  dignity  and  in  impartiality 
to  many  of  those  who  had  preceded  him 
in  that  Chair ;  and  knowing  that  he  con- 
templated retiring  at  no  very  distant 
date,  we  feared  his  Successor  might  not 
be  equally  impartial.  Since  his  retire- 
ment we  have  had  the  great  advantage 
of  sitting  under  your  presidency,  and  all 
faon.  Members  who  have  been  aome  years 
in  the  House  will  beat  me  out  when  I 
say  we  hare  the.  vimost  oonfidenoe  in 
your  decisions.  It  is  not  yery  ^ften  I  am 
able  to  speak  in  praise  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr,  W.  E.  Gladstone),  but  I  am  very 
g^ad  to  avail  mys^f  of  this  opportunity 
to  say  how  much  I  think  the  country 
owes  to  him  in  having  nominated  you  to 
fin  the  Qhair.  Those  who  recollect  the 
Bouse  of  Commons  at  the  time  Sir 
Henry  Brand  retired,  know  that  it  was 
in  the  right  hon*  (Jentleman'a  (Mr.  W. 
B.  Gladstone's)  power  to  appoint  the 
new  Speaker  as  he  could  appoint  a 
Junior  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  We  had 
the  fear  that  a  partizan  Speaker  might 
be  appointed,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  seek  amongst  his  supporters 
for  anyone  who  was  likely  to  fulfil  that 
position  in  a  partizan  spirit ;  but  selected 
a  gentleman  who  was  generally  looked 
upon  as  one  admirably  fitted  for  the  posi- 
tion of  Speaker  of  this  House,  and  who, 
I  am  sure,  has  discharged  the  duties 
of  his  Office  in  a  manner  which  even 
exceeds  the  very  high  expectation  we 
had  when  he  was  placed  in  that  Chair. 
The  fact  that  we  have  added  another 
Gentleman  to  the  illustrious  list  of 
Speakers  is  a  reason  why  we  may  with 
consistency  extend  somewhat  the  Bule 
we  made  some  years  ago.  I  shall  have 
pleasure  in  voting  with  the  Government 
on  the  present  occasion. 
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The  House  divided^ Ayes  80;  Noes 
170  :  Majority  90.— (Div.  List,  No.  25.) 

Me.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  S.) ;  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beg  to  move  after  the  word 
'*  Question,"  in  line  1,  the  insertion  of 
the  words — 

"Other  than  the  Qaestion,  on  goioff  into 
Committoe  of  Supply, '  thai  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Caiair.*  '^ 

The  effect  of  my  Amendment  is  that  the 
Motion  that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the 
Ohair  be  excluded  from  the  operation  of 
the  cldture.  The  right  to  raise  discus- 
sions on  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  the  Ohair,  is  one  of  the  oldest 
privileges  which  Members  of  this  House 
nave  ever  claimed  to  exercise.  There  is 
an  ancient  Parliamentary  maxim  that 
discussions  upon  grievances  shall  precede 
the  granting  of  Supplies.  A  debate  upon 
the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the 
Ohair  is  an  older  form  of  considering 
Questions  raised  in  Supply,  than  even 
the  discussion  upon  the  details  in  the 
Votes  of  Supply ;  and  it  is  a  far  more 
effectual  means  of  reducing  the  Estimates 
and  of  bringing  public  attention  to  the 
expenditure  of  the  country,  than  a  dis- 
cussion raised  upon  individual  Yotes, 
and  individual  items  in  Oommittee  of 
Supply.  On  going  into  Oommittee  of 
Supply,  questions  are  often  raised  upon 
principles  that  involve  great  expenditure. 
Having  regard  to  the  European  situation 
and  the  part  that  England  seems  in 
danger  of  playing  in  European  affairs, 
the  House  ought  to  be  much  more 
jealous  of  parting  with  the  privilege  I 
speak  of  than  it  might  be  at  a  less 
perilous  time.  Any  day  we  may  be  asked 
by  thepresent  Government  to  consider  a 
large  War  Vote,  and  if  we  part  with  the 
privilege  of  discussing  questions  of  ex- 
penditure upon  the  Motion  to  go  into 
Uommittee  of  Sopply,  we  shall  part  with 
a  very  important  weapon,  and  a  very 
important  engine  of  reform.  Another 
reason  for  excluding  from  the  operation 
of  the  cloture  this  privilege  of  the  House, 
is  the  fact  that  besides  the  more  irregular 
form  of  Motions  for  Adjournment,  the 
going  into  Oommittee  of  Supply  is  really 
Uie  only  occasion  upon  which  matters  of 
urgent  public  importance  can  be  dis- 
cussed. If  you  take  away  this  privilege, 
or  if  you  limit  it  or  restrict  it  in  any  way, 
Members  will  have  to  fall  back  upon 
Motions  for  Adjournment,  and  even  the 


latter  priyilego  some  of  the  Bales  In  this 
schemed  Procedureare  threateniDg  very 
seriously.  If  you  have  the  right  of  mov- 
ing Motions  for  Adjournment  and  the 
right  of  laising  debates  upon  soiag  into 
Oommittee  of  Supply  restricted  by  these 
Oloture  Bules,  you  will  have  one  of  the 
most  dearly  cherished  privileges  of  ire^ 
debate  wrested  from  the  hands  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  whole  tendency  of  these  Beeo* 
lutions,  and  it  is  nowhere  more  manifest 
than  in  the  operation  it  will  have  upon 
this  particular  privilege,  ia  to  increase  die 
powers  of  the  Executive  Govemmani  at 
the  expenseof  the  liberties  of  Parliameat 
It  is  rather  significant  to  see  that  it  is  a 
Tory  Government  that  is  urging  these 
Besolutions  f^ward.  The  funoticma  of 
this  House  do  not  merely  consist  in 
making  laws  and  in  passing  Votes  in 
Supply.  There  is  another  function  that 
l&is  House  y>soossos,  aad  which  k  exer* 
cises  at  no  time  more  ooospictiousily  than 
upon  the  occasion  to  which  this  Amend- 
ment refers,  and  that  is  the  fvnotion  of 
free  debato--of  free  speedi.  With  the 
permission  of  the  House,  I  will  read  what 
Lord  Palmerston  said  in  1861  upon  this 
very  point.   He  said — 

'^lliiB  House  has  another  function  to  dis- 
charge, and  one  highly  conducive  to  the  puhlic 
interests^namely,  that  of  heing  the  moatk- 
piece  of  the  nation;  the  organ  hy  whiek  all 
opinions,  all  complaints,  all  notions  ol  grier- 
ances,  all  hopes  and  expectations,  all  wishes  and 
suggestions  which  may  arise  among  the  people 
at  large,  may  he  hrought  to  an  expression  h^ 
may  he  disouseed,  examined,  answered,  re- 
jected, or  redreaeed.  That  I  hold  to  he  as  impor- 
tant a  function  as  either  of  the  other  two."  (3 
JEraf7f^<;,[i62j  1492) 

Well,  Sir,  I  think  the  prominence  which 
this  Parliament  enjoys  amongst  the  other 
Parliaments  of  the  world  is  due  to  its 
debates  rather  than  to  its  capacity  for 
making  laws,  or  to  any  other  function 
which  it  exercises.  It  has  been  urged  by 
several  of  the  supporters  of  these  Reso* 
lutions  that  every  other  Parliament  in 
the  world  but  this  is  possessed,  in  some 
form  or  another,  of  the  cloture.  This 
Parliament  has  been  possessed  <^  the 
cloture  since  1883,  but  we  may  take  it 
that  this  is  the  occasion  upon  which  the 
cloture  is  to  be  formally  and  actively 
inaugurated  as  a  working  instltutioii  of 
this  House.  But,  Sir,  is  there  no  other 
respect  in  which  this  Parliament  difjers 
from  other  Parliaments  besides  dotaref 
I  say  these  debates  wield  an  inflaenoe 
upon  the  a&irs  of  this  oountiy  which  the 
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debates  of  jio  other  Parliament  ezeroieo 
upon  theafbirs  of  their  partietilar  ooun- 
tms.  Fmreign  papers  do  not  think  of 
retorting  at  any  length  the  proceedinga 
of  Faxliaaient* 

Ma.  SPEAKER :  I  must  remind  the 
hon«  Gentleman  that  the  House  ia  dis- 
easBiDg  the  qneoitton  of  the  apfdioation 
of  doSTire  on  the  oceastoa  of  debate  on 
tko  Motiim  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  leave 
the  Chair. 

MB.T.P.aiIiLt  Xbov  to  yonr  ruling 
with  ike  greatest  respect.  All  I  want 
the  House  to  do  is  to  preserve  this  one 
oeeasion  on  which  theore  can  be  free  dis- 
CMon  of  the  ^ievaacee  wbteh  may  call 
lor  pubUo  discussion.  let  us  retain  this 
tt  an  axiom  of  Parliamentary  Procedure 
that  &e  dtscuaaion  of  grievances  shall  be 
the  munediate  preface  of  Uie  granting  of 
Siqyply.  It  strikes  me  as  an  extra- 
or&iaTy  iihing  that  the  pride  .and  the 
Bentiment  of  this  House  ia  not  mexe 
efoked  than  it  is  upon  the  occasion  of 
the  disettaaion  of  theae  Bules.  You  sit 
mste;  oae  after  another  of  the  dearest 
pmilegea  for  which  your  ancestors 
Btntg^ed  is  being  struck  away.  One 
Bide  of  the  House  vote  away,  without 
demar^  Constitutional  principles  for  the 
Bake  of  a  passing  convenience.  I  will 
not  detain  the  House  any  longer  with  my 
views  on  the  subject,  but  simply  express 
my  hope  that  the  Government  may  see 
their  way  to  exclude  from  the  operation 
of  the  cloture  the  ancient  privilege  of 
tbe  House  to  raise  discussiona  on  the 
Metien  to  go  into  Oommittee. 

Amendment  proposed  in  line  1,  after 
tbe  word  *•  Question,"  to  insert  the 
words  **otherthan  the  Question,  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply,  *  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair.'  **^(Mr. 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thb  first  lord  ojp  thb  TREA- 
8UEY(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand,  West- 
lunster) ;  I  regret  that  it  ia  not  in  my 
power  te  accede  to  this  AnLendment»  and 
I  do  not  apprehend  that  the  hoa.  Gen- 
tlfittan  the  Member  for  South  Louth 
(Hr.T.  P.  Oill)  has  much  expectation  that 
I  flhftU.  The  hen.  Geatlemaa  asks  that 
in  going  into  Oommittee  of  Supply  spe- 
^  exception  i^all  be  made  to  the 
opttation  of  the  Rule.  There  are  only 
^^  coeasionB  in  the  course  of  the  See- 
^  on  whicfa,  with  regard  to  operative 
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Supply,  it  is  possible  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  the  Chair — that  is  to  say,  on  the 
first  occasion  of  going  into  Supply  on 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Civil  Service  Bb- 
timates. 

CoLOOTL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  And 
on  Friday  nights. 

Mr,  W.  H.  smith  ;  Yes;  and  on  Fri- 
day nights.  The  hon.Gentleman  propoaes 
that  on  these  occasions  the  debate  shall 
be  continued  just  a«  long  as  it  may  be 
in  the  power  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
take  part  in  it  to  speak.  Now,  if  it  is 
necessary  that  grievances  should  bo 
stated  in  this  Houae,  I  should  be  the 
last  person  in  the  world  to  say  that  they 
should  not  be  atated  before  going  into 
Supply ;  but  the  effeot  of  this  Amend- 
ment, if  adopted^  would  be,  in  all  pro- 
bability, to  prevent  debate  on  all  ques- 
tiona  but  one.  That  one  question  would 
hang  round  Supply  until  at  last  it  became 
absolutely  intolerable^  and  would  prevent 
the  discussion  of  queslions  which  might 
be  of  the  greatest  importance.  It  is 
utterly  impossible  for  tl^  Government 
to  accept  the  proposal.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman desires  to  have  unlimited  discus- 
sion for  one  particular  topic,  and  if  that 
were  conceded,  as  I  say,  it  would  pre- 
vent the  discussion  of  other  matters  which 
hon.  Members  might,  from  time  to  time, 
desire  to  bring  before  the  House.  It  is 
the  duty  of  the  Governnient»  whatever 
their  individual  feelings  may  be^  to  en- 
deavour to  conduct  the  Business  of  this 
House  so  that  the  affairs  of  the  country 
will  be  conducted  with  advantage  to  the 
country,  it  is  only  in  the  discharge  of 
that  duty  that  they  undertake  the  very  un- 
pleasant task  of  reconunending  these  Re- 
solutiona  to  the  House ;  and  it  must  be 
clear  beyond  doubt  that  they  cannot  ac- 
cede to  any  restriction  being  put  upon 
the  power  of  exercising  the  doture  in  a 
case  where  a  subj^t  has  been  adequately 
discue^ed,  and  the  Chair  itself  feels  that 
the  debate  should  terminate.  What 
the  hon.  Member  proposes  to  do  is  to 
place  a  restriotion  on  the  power  of  the 
cloture  that  already  exists.  The  Speaker 
now  has  the  power  to  represent  to  the 
House  that  there  has  been  adequate  dis- 
cussion on  a  question  before  the  House, 
and  that  power  can  be  exercised  with 
regard  to  any  Motion  that  may  be 
under  debate,  or  any  stage  of  any  Bill. 
I  think  the  experience  of  the  House  is 
distinctly  in  favour  of  the  extensioni 
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rathev    than    tho    restrictioD)    of   ihat 
power, 

8iE  EDWARD  EEED  (Cardiff) :  As 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  saye, 
if  this  Motion  be  carried  it  wUl  enlarge 
the  powers  of  the  Houee ;  and  I  really 
must  protest  against  the  assuropti<m  put 
forward  by  the  Treasury  Bench  that 
when  we  have  placed  ourselves  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  of  the  day — 
for  that  ia  what  I  consider  the  passing 
of  BUohProcedure  Sules as  these  amounts 
to— we  shall  always  be  treated  with  the 
utmofit  fairness  and  consideration,  and 
that  the  power  we  have  given  to  the 
minority  will  never  be  used  to  onr  dis- 
advantage. Sir,  that  is  a  fundamen- 
tal proposition  to  which  we  take  the 
most  oomplete  exception.  Why,  only 
last  night,  when  we  were  diacuasing 
whether  or  not  there  should  be  freedom 
of  disoussion  in  Committee  of  Supply ; 
and  when  we  had  only  been  coasidering 
tiie  matter  for  abo«t  an  hour,  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  ike  Chanoellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Lord  John  Man- 
ncors)  rose  and  said  that,  in  his  o^- 
nion,  it  was  pretty  evident  that  the 
subject  -*-  perhaps  the  largest  subject 
we  shall  have  to  discuss  in  con- 
nection with  these  Bules  — had  been 
discussed  enough.  But,  there  is  another 
assumption  which  ia  even  more  objec- 
tionable to  mie-— namely,  that  while  we 
are  always  to  assume  that  these  Cloture 
Hules  will  be  put  into  force  with  the 
greaiest  consideration  for  Parliament 
and  all  its  Members — ^if  on  any  subject 
whatever  the  House  retains  freedom  of 
debate,  it  is  certain  aa  a  House  to  abuse 
the  liberty  whkh  it  possesses.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  with,  to  my  mind, 
astounding  confidence  of  assumption, 
represented  that  if— even  on  (he  only 
three  nights  of  the  Session  when  we  are 
allowed  to  discuss  grierances  on  going 
into  Committee,  we  retain  freedom  of 
debate — it  will  be  used  to  bring  about 
useless  and  unnecessary  discussion  and 
endless  obstruction.  I  object  in  the 
strongest  manner  to  this  repeated  as- 
sumption that  the  Government  are  de- 
serving of  all  trust  and  confidence,  and 
that  this  House  is  deserving  of  none  at 
all.  I  think  the  doctrine  is  most  mon- 
strous, and  I  think  the  time  is  coming 
when  it  will  be  understood  and  appre- 
ciated.   I  would  ask  that  we  may,  at 
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least  during  the  continuance  of  these 
debatep,  be  spared  the  assumption  that 
the  House  itself  is  undeserving  of  all 
trust  and  confidence,  that  its  Members, 
as  a  body,  require  to  have  their  mouths 
dosed;  but  that  when  we  have  given 
the  majority  of  the  day  power  to  close 
our  mouths,  we  may  then  depend  on  all 
consideration  and  courtesy.    I  am  pre- 

Sared  to  sf^  that  if  there  be  any  hon. 
[ember  of  this  House  who  is  entitled 
to  claim  from  it  confidence  ihat  in  so  far 
as  he  is  concerned,  he  wonld  es^QiBe 
any  power  that  he  might  possess  as  the 
Leader  of  the  House  with  disoretioii 
and  oourteey;  I  think  the  rieht  hoa. 
Gentleman  the  Pint  Lord  of  ws  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  is  entitled  to 
claim  it.  I  think  he  deservedly  stands 
very  high  in  the  c<mfideiice  of  the  House 
genesaUy  on  all  aides ;  but  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  if  the  right  hon.  Oentktinan 
were  tenfold  as  trustworthy  as  he  i%  I 
should  utterly  distrust  his  notion  when 
he  became  master  of  this  Honse.  I 
object  to  any  set  of  men  beoconing  the 
masters  of  the  House.  I  knww  I  speak 
under  greatdisadvantage^beeause  I  meak 
at  a  time  when  there  is  a  very  justinable 
anxiety  in  the  House  and  in  the  oouatty 
that  Public  Business  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with  with  greater  despatdi  than 
it  has  been.  I  am  perfectly  seoMsiUe  of 
the  necessity,  and  I  wish  we  could  see  a 
way  bv  which  we  could  pass  Bules  of 
Proeedure  that  would  really  tend  to  faci- 
litate Public  Businesa  without  aweeping 
away  the  liberties  of  the  House*  I  osn- 
not  help  feeling  that  these  Bules  of  Pro- 
cedure—both those  which  now  exist  and 
those  that  are  now  being  paseed— have 
been  introduoed  into  the  House  at  the 
sacrifice  of  many  of  its  rights  and  (oiri- 
leges,  in  order  to  meet  a  deplorable  but 
a  passing  stato  of  circumstances.  Hav- 
ing known  the  House  long  before  Ob- 
struction was  initiated  by  me  Conserva- 
tive Party,  I  do  not  forget  that  in 
years  gone  by  hon.  Members  of  this 
House  used  to  come  down  night  after 
night  to  hear  one  set  of  hew.  Qea- 
tlemen  on  that  ndoi  and  another  set 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  tiiis  side^  talk 
needlessly  and  endlessly.  We  had  a 
worse  state  of  thinp;s  then  than  has  ever 
existed  since.  It  is  hopeless  to  expect 
the  Government  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment; and  I  can  only  say  that  the  polloy 
of  denying  all  freedom  to  the  House 
generally  is  a  policy  so  fraught  with 
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eWland  dic^aster  to  Pftrliftment  in  the 
tour©  that  I  enter  tny  protest  against 
it.  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  look  with 
an  J  particular  adoration  at  Ministers.  I 
believe  myself  that  they  are  very  often 
wanting  in  many  ways,  and  I  am  rery 
pleased  indeed  to  take  my  stand  with 
any  set  of  hon.  Memhers  who  make  any 
kind  of  fight  on  behalf  of  the  general 
freedom  of  the  House  in  this  time  of 
trial. 

GoDowEii  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Trewnry  (Mr.  W.  H,  Smith)  has, 
I  think,  been'an^Bwered  very  fully  on  the 
general  question  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  Reed) ;  but  I 
Bheold  like  to  say  a  word  about  the 
most  teehnieal  pbrtibn  of  the  right  hon. 
OmiU^nan's  remarks.   I  understood  him 
teargtiethat'on  the4iiree  nights  when 
privEte  Member^  are  able  to  &*iDg  sub- 
jeets^fore  thd  Hou^,  the  cloture  may 
he  desirable  on  the  first  Motion  in  order 
to  gfite  an  opportunity  for  Motions  num- 
Wtttwb,  three,  and  idur.   I  think,  how- 
ever, ihl^t  by  oloturing  the  first  Motion 
a  will  prevent  subsequent  Motions 
eoming  on  at  all  unless  you  amend 
the  Role.    The  question  on  a  Friday 
Bight,  for  instance,  will  be  **That  Mr. 
^aiker   do   now   leave   the  Chair;" 
there  may  be  three  Notiees  of  Motion — 
o«e  by  the  hen.  Member  for  Cardiff, 
drawing  attention  to  the  state  of  our 
ireii-eladff;  another  by  some  Irish  Mem- 
be»-perhapB  myself— in  reference  to 
^e  Arterial  Drainage  Commission,  whi^ 
has  not  yet  n^rted ;  and  a  third  by 
WHn^^valry  general  dealing  "wi^  some 
Toductton  in  the  Cavalry  Forces  of  Her 
Mj^esly*    The  cloture  will  opera<»  in 
tfaiB^way— having  step][ied  the  Motion  in 
wferenoe  to  iron-dads  I  shall  be  pre- 
sented firom  deiSUfng  with  artenal  drain- 
age^;  ilnd  the  oatalry  general  will  be 
Bnable  to  call  attention  to  the  fact,  per- 
^pB,  that  the  Artillery  has  been  re- 
dticed  by  a  half  or  a  tenth.    I  do  not 
^w,  Sir,  that  you  will  rule  that  the 
«P|ilio«tion  of  the  ol^re  to  the  first 
MotSofii  stops  the  second  and  third  Mo- 
JWDsj  still,  you  may  do  so.    I  should 
like  to  hare  that  point  decided.    You 
y^  hardly  give  a  ruling  on  a  hjrpothesis, 
I  know ;  ti^refote,  I  would  urge  the 
^t  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
JwTieasury  to  insert  in  the  Resolution 
^I^Aow  that  after  a  first  Motion  has 
*^Q  ^spoekl  ci  under  the  circumstanoes 
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I  have  described,  the  second,  and  third, 
and  fourth  may  be  taken ;  each  one  re- 
quiring—if it  is  thought  necessary  to 
stop  it — a  separate  application  of  the 
cl6ture.  I  say,  8ir,  that,  as  the  Rule 
stands,  it  may  be  technically  impossible 
for  you  to  permit  that ;  for,  according  to 
the  Standing^  Crders,  it  is  impossible  for 
you  to  put  the  Question,  so  as  to  take  a 
Division  on  it,  that  you  do  leave  the 
Chair  on  any  but  ike  first  Question.  If 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  oanndt 
speak  agnin  on  the  subject,  I  would  ask 
that  some  other  Menober  of  the  Oovern- 
ment  reply  to  the  teohnteal  point  I  have 
raised.  On  the  general  question,  I  de- 
sire to  say  I  look  with  the  greatest 
horror  upon  the  prospect  of  these  oppor- 
tunities of  expressing  grievanoee  being 
taken  away  from  prirate  Members.  For 
a  great  many  years  there  have  been 
many  small  grievances  existing  in  Ire- 
land. I  do  not  refer  to  the  question  of 
Home  Rule,  or  to  the  Land  Question, 
because  those  are  big  questions  which 
force  themselves  to  the  front.  But  owii^ 
to  our  being  ruled  in  London  and  not  in 
Dublin,  we  have  a  great  many  grievanees 
that  are  never  redressed,  and  that  we 
have  no  opportunity  ocf  bringing  before 
the  House  except  in  Committee  of 
Supply,  or  on  those  nights  when  the 
Question  ie  formally  put  that  you,  Sir, 
do  leave  the  Chair.  Our  attempts  to 
obtain  redress  in  Committee  of  Supply 
may  be  ol6tured ;  but  we  still  hope  that 
if  we  are  successful  in  the  ballot  we 
may  be  permitted  to  bring  forward 
Questions  on  the  Motion  that  yon  do 
leave  the  Chair.  We  desire  to  ventilate 
our  grievances  in  this  House,  because 
although  we  are  only  briefly  reported  in 
the  L^don  and  the  English  provincial 
Press,  still  a  little  of  what  we  say  does 
get  into  the  Press  of  this  oouatry,  and 
the  people  of  this  country  have  some 
means  of  seeing  that  we  have  grievances 
unredressed.  When  this  Cloture  Rule 
is  put  in  force,  it  will  be  found  that  the 
British  Constitution  is  working  in  a  dif- 
ferent manner  to  the  manner  in  which 
it  has  been  working  for  the  past  two  or 
three  oenturies.  I  do  not  say  whether 
the  new  mode  will  or  will  not  be  better 
than  the  old ;  I  do  not  set  up  to  be  a 
prophet,  but  the  whole  thing  will  be 
changed.  Tou  are  dosing  the  mouths 
of  hon.  Members  in  many  different  ways. 
Tou  are  providing  yoursHslves  with  arms 
by  which  you  can  dose  our  mouths. 
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You  fay — **  Trust  ns— wo  will  not  use 
these  arms  against  you."  You  say — 
*'  You  always  have  this  great  proteotion 
in  the  noble  Marquesa  the  Member  for 
Bo88eBftdale<the  Marquessof  Hartingtan) 
and  his  Party,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Birmin^am 
(Mr.  J.  Ohamberlain)  and  his  Party. 
They  willoome  to  your  resoue,  and  the 
Conservatives  will  be  beaten."  But  I 
would  rath^  not  trust  to  that.  I  believe 
it  is  a  vaaishiug  Party.  In  a  short  time 
it  will  either  become  Conservative*-*and 
we  should  not  veory  much  object  if  it  did 
—or  will  join  us,  or  divide  between  the 
Conservatives  and  Badioalau  There  is 
no  guarantee  that  that  Party  would  pre- 
vent the  exercise  of  the  cloture.  A 
despotism  works  well  so  long  as  you 
have  an  intelligent  Administration^  and 
so  may  these  Bules;  but  directly  a 
despotism  is  woriced  badly,  it  becomes 
very  bad  and  very  wicked.  I  say  it  is 
neeeseary  for  us  to  have  good  Bales 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  (Gen- 
tleman to  the  fact  that  he  is  not  speak- 
ing to  the  Amendment  before  the  House. 

CotiOiYEii  NOLAN !  I  spoke  very 
teehntcidly  at  first;  but  I  am  afraid  I 
was  betrayed  into  departing  from  the 
technical  part  of  the  question  by  the 
remarks  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I 
stuck  very  etrictly  to  the  Amendment 
until  I  was  so  betrayed.  I  think  the 
proper  course  to  pursue  will  be  to  put 
into  the  Resolution  words  to  the  effect 
that  second,  third,  and  fourth  Motions 
may  be  taken  on  private  Members' 
nights  unless  they  are  specially  dotured. 

Mr.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.):  So  far 
as  I  can  see,  there  is  nothing  in  these 
BesolutionB  to  repeal  the  existing  Rules, 
and,  if  the  Amendment  were  rejected, 
the  Chair  would  have  the  dosing  power 
it  already  possesses.  There  is  nothing 
in  the  Rule  to  guide  the  C&air  as  to 
how  it  is  to  proceed  in  giving  its  consent. 
The  Rule  says — *<If  the  consent  has 
been  previoudy  obtained."  It  does  not 
say— — 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  This  Amendment 
is  to  exempt  from  Closure  Motions  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply  on  the 
question  that  I  now  leave  tiiie  Chair. 
We  are  not  now  discussing  the  general 
question  of  the  closure. 

Mn.  MAHONY :  I  bow  to  your  rulmg, 
Sir,  but  I  was  merdy  answering  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 

Vohnel  Nolan 


the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  who 
gave  that  tm  the  reason  why  this  Amend- 
ment was  unnecessary.    Therig^hon. 
Ghentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea^ 
sury  also  told  us  that  the  object  of  aH 
Ae  Rules  is  to  ensnre  the  progress  of 
the  Business  of  tiie  country;  but  tbs 
power  private  Membeie  have  of  raisiag 
spedal  looal  grievances  on  going  into 
Committee  of  ^hipply  is  a  power  that  we 
should  be  unwilling  to  part  with.  Tc^ios 
may  be  referred  to  here  tiiat  may  be  of 
gr^  importance  toapartiouiarloeafi^, 
though  some  han.  Members  may  think 
their  discussion  antagonistic  tottegeae* 
ral  Business  of  the  oonntry,  and  eal^ 
culated  to  delay  it.    It  appeaiv  to  me. 
Sir,  that  it  wonld  be  ivxy  reasonable  to 
reserve  to  hon.   Members  one  apgat- 
tunHy,  at  any  rate,  on  which  they  mogkt 
still  have  full  o^iportunity  to  diarassqpe^ 
dal  grievances  that  affect  koalitieesnd 
do  not  affect  the  country  in  gei^sral.    We 
are  told  that  in  regard  to  all  these  Rules 
of  Procedure  we  may  trust  to  the  fair* 
ness  of  the  House.    Sir,  thefBimte84>f 
the  House  means  the  fairness  of  the  ma* 
jority  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  ^m^-^ 
port  the  Government.  Wdl,  I  was  very 
much  struck  by  what  occurred  last  ni^^i^ 
Whilst  we  were  disouesiwg  an  Amend- 
ment that  wiould  hove  had  a  very  te* 
reaching  efieot  as  regards  IreUndy  wet 
were  met  by  conatant  intetrvptionB  ftom 


hon.  GentlenMU  opposite-^l^  ^rka  of 
•*  Divide,  divide,  divide ! "  If  it  is  in 
that  spirit  we  are  to  be  met,  it  certaiBfy 
would  induce  me  to  offer  all  the  oppoK* 
tion  in  my  power  to  these  Rules^  There 
is,  however,  in  tiie  passage  of  these 
Rules,  a  certain  amount  of  satkfapfckm. 
There  is  satisfaction  in  the  prospeottfast 
at  no  very  distant  date  we  shall  have  ^e 
opportunity  of  seeing  hen.  Members  en 
the  Gbvemment  side  of  the  House  writh< 
ing  under  the  lash  themselves* 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  Year  by  year  it  becomes  more  im- 
portant than  ever  to  preserve  those  lew 
opportunities  that  now  are  left  to  private 
Members  for  bringing  forward  griev- 
ances. Some  years  ago,  a  Standiag 
Order  was  passed  by  wlodi  the  <^poi^ 
tuaities  of  disousdng  grievames  booore 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply  vinere 
considerably  curtailed.  By  tm  Sist 
Standing  Order  of  the  House  of  the  year 
1882,  it  was  laid  down  that  wheneorer 
Supply  was  put  down  as  tiie  first  Order 
of  theDay  on  MJondi^Qar  Thursday^  the 
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Speaker  sbould  leave  the  Qhair  without 
anj  question  put  or  debate  allowed,  ez* 
oept  on  the  first  oecasion,  cm  whieh 
eitW  the  Army  or  the  Navy  or  the 
Qifil  Service  Estimates  were  proceeded 
with.  Well,  since  that  date  the  terms 
of  the  Besolution  were  mled  by  the  late 
Speaker  to  indade  even  Supplementary 
Ktmates.  The  consequence  is,  that 
there  is  only  one  day  in  the  whole  year 
on  which  a  discussion  of  a  general  cha^ 
cacter  can  be  raised.  No  doubt  in  this 
particnlar  year  there  are  a  large  number 
of  hon.  Members  who,  properly  enough, 
are  anxious  to  addr^  the  House  with 
regard  to  matters  conoeming  the  Army 
Eathnates.  We  should  have  ample  op- 
portunity for  several  days  of  discussing 
UMffonghly  the  condition  of  the  Admini- 
atraiive  Department  of  the  Army,  espe- 
cbHy  with  regard  to  guns  and  arms 
genmlhr — not  only  their  manufacture 
and  qualify,  but  the  administrative  sys- 
tan  nnder  which  the  Army  is  supplied 
vith  them.  It  will  be  in  the  recolleo- 
fion  of  everyone  that  some  months  ago 
the  eountry  was  startled  by  a  letter 
written  by  an  eminent  naval  authority 
it  leCarence  to  the  construction  of  the 
Naifj.  That  alone  would  supply  matO' 
rial  for  a  careful  and  close  debate,  to  the 
ezdoaicn  of  all  other  subjects  whatever. 
Bitirithregardtothe  Oivil Service  Esti- 
matea,  the  question  is  still  more  urgent 
and  important.  There  is  Sir  Henry 
Brummond  WolflTs  Mission ;  the  griev- 
anaea  of  British  subjects  in  the  Pacific ; 
and  a  whole  host  of  subjects  which  it  is 
^ain  the  opportunities  of  discussing 
undsr  the  New  Bule  will  be  attenuated 
fthooat  down  to  vanishing  point.  It  is 
proposed  to  enable  ^e  Government  to 
dase  the  debate  as  soon  as  they  have 
beea  able  to  wake  their  followers  up  to 
a  sufficient  degree  of  warmth  to  keep 
np  constant  interruptions  and  cries  of 
"Divide,  £vide,  divide!*'  The  ques- 
tioa  of  Army  administration — which  has 
been  le&rred  to  I  do  not  know  how 
laasy  Commisnons  and  Oommittees — 
le  one,  and  cannot  be  properly  and  ade- 
^utaly  discussed  at  a  single  Sitting  of 
the  House ;  but  now  it  is  proposed  %at 
oveatkat  Bittingdiall  be  curtailed  when- 
«wrihe  Government  are  able  to  manu- 
^>0tare  the  appearance  of  a  strong  sense 
^^e  part  of  a  large  section  of  the 
Honae  that  the  debate  ought  to  close.  I 
^^  that  if  any  Amendment  is  justified 
DjtheoiieQmstaneeBel  Uie  case  it  is  that 


under  the  consideration  of  the  House  ; 
and  I  fail  to  see  that  the  answer  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  any  way 
explained  any  point  which  I  have  made. 
I  aonot  know  whether  the  Gbvemment 
intend  to  pursue  the  same  policy  that 
was  witnessed  in  an  earlier  debate  when, 
in  spite  of  repeated  representations — 
in  spite  of  the  fact  that  numerous 
substantial  points  were  adduced  to  con« 
test  their  general  position — no  answer 
was  made  by  anyone  of  the  considerable 
number  of  Ministers  sitting  on  the  Go« 
vemment  Bench.  I  hope  we  shall  have 
some  answer  to  these  points— which  I 
submit  are  substantial  ones^^at  I  have 
ventured  to  lay  before  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dividsd ;— Ayes  78  ;  Noes 
210 :  Majority  132.— <Div.  List,  No.  26.) 

Mb.  speaker  :  Next  on  the  Notice 
Paper  stand  two  Amendments  of  a  similar 
character— the  one  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  lor  the  Citj  of  Oork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  and  the  o^er  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Nor^ 
Galway  (Oolonel  Nolan).  The  first  of 
these  Amendments  is  to  insert  in  Rule 
1,  line  1,  after  "proposed"  the  words 
<^  and  debated  in  the  House  for  six  hours, 
or  in  Committee  of  the  whole  House  for 
one  hour  ; "  and  the  second  is  to  insert 
after  **  proposed  "  the  words  ^*  and  has 
been  deoated  for  two  hours  in  the  whole 
House  or  for  one  hour  in  Committee."  I 
would  suggest  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  mt  North  Galway  that  he 
should  move  his  Amendment  as  an 
Amendment  to  that  of  the  hon.  M^nber 
for  the  City  of  Cork  by  moving  to  leave 
out  "  six  '*  and  to  substitute  "  two." 

CoiiOOTL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  : 
After  the  diseossion  on  my  hon.  Friend's 
Amendment  I  will  eith.er  adopt  your 
suggestioa,  Sir,  or  withdraw  my  pro« 
poeal  altogether. 

Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork):  The  Go- 
Temment  have  repeatedly,  during  the 
discussion  of  these  Rules  of  Plrocedure^ 
asserted  that  it  is  not  their  intention  un« 
duly  to  limit  debate  or  trespass  upon  the 
rights  of  minorities.  Now,  Sir,  if  I 
had  had  the  gift  of  prevision,  and  had 
been  able  to  foresee,  or  rather  to  hear,  in 
advance  before  they  had  been  uttered, 
Uie  arguments  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  I  could  not  have  better  fallen  in 
with  those  arguments,  and  met  them  in 
a  more  fair  and  candid  spirit — not  in 
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oppoait£on,  but  in  agveemont— ^than  I 
have  doD6  by  putting  down  this  Amend- 
ment. Either  we  are  to  be  allowed  to 
debiUe  questioos  fully  and  freely  under 
this  proposed  New  Hule,  or  we  are  not. 
If  we  are  to  be  allowed  to  debate  them, 
surely  it  is  reasonable  that  there  should 
be  some  limit  of  time  aocorded  for  it. 
The  House  will  reoolleot  that  I  am  not 
now  dealing  wit^  the  Hmit  of  an  indi- 
vidual speech.  I  am  dealing  with  the 
queation  of  the  limit  of  a  whole  debate 
composed  of  several  speeehes,  when  I 
ask  that  there  may  be  time  given  within 
which  it  may  be  permitted  to  debate  the 
question,  and  Ministers  will  not  be 
allowed  to  intervene  with  the  cloture. 
Now,  Bir»  I  like  my  Ammidment  better 
than  that  of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Galway  (Oolonel 
Nolan);  and  your -suggestion  that  the 
latter  should  be  taken  as  an  Amendment 
to  my  proposal  I  should  like  to  consider 
for  a  little  while  and  judge  of  in  aoeord- 
anoe  with  the  nature  of  3ie  debate,  and 
the  reply  that  we  may  receive  from  ihe 
QovemmenL  Thou^  I  prefer  my 
Amendment,  if  it  were  a  question  of 
half-a-lea£  being  better  than  no  bread,  I 
should  be  willing  to  accept  the  half-loaf 
in  the  shape  of  the  Amendment  moved 
by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  I  have 
placed  my  Amendment  oa  the  Paper 
without  oonsuLbiBg  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  and  he  placed  his  on  the  Paper 
without  previous  oensultation  with  me, 
and  without  knowledge  of  the  Amend- 
m^t  I  intended  to  move.  The  fact 
that  he  has  chosen  a  margin  of  two 
hours,  and  I  have  chosen  a  margin 
of  six  hours,  is  a  clear  indication 
of  the  different  diaraeters  of  our  minds. 
As  the  Bule  now  stands,  it  oainot  be 
too  much  impressed  upon  the  House 
that  it  will  be  in  the  power  of  the  Oo- 
vemment  to  move  the  stoppage  of  the 
debate  before  there  has  been  any  debate 
at  all.  It  Will  not  even  be  neceasary  for 
them  to  initiate  a  debate  or  carry  on  a 
debate  on  their  own  part.  We  had  a 
little  discussion  last  night  about  the  ne- 
cessity of  securing  that  there  shall  be 
power  to  speak  on  an  Amendment ;  but 
under  this  Rule  not  only  will  there  be 
no  power  to  speak  on  an  Amendment, 
but  there  will  be  no  power  of  proposing 
one  or  of  voting  on  one;  attd  more  than 
that,  if  Ministers  choose  to  prevent  it, 
there  will  be  no  power  of  speaking  on 
the  Main  Question  at  all.   A  more  abso- 

Mr.  Pamell 


lute  Bute  than  the  one  under  eoAAdem* 
tion  has  never  becm  placed  on  the  SUad- 
iog  Orders  of  any  Legislative  Asaembly. 
You  may  search  the  Beoords  of  other 
Parliaments,  and  you  will  find  that  no- 
where  does  there  exist  a  Hule  of  Cloture 
of  so  abrupt,  unrestricted  and  wholesale 
a  character  as  the  one  we  are  now  pro- 
ceeding with.    How  does  it  read'sinc^ 
it  has  befen  Amended  f  why,  that  the 
clfiture  may  be  applied  after  the, Ques- 
tion has  been  applied;  it  need  not  be 
after  a  debate,    lb  may  be  that  a  Mi- 
nister of  the  day  will  come  down  and 
propose  a  Yote,  and  then,  confident  d 
his  majority,  without  argument,  mar 
consider  himself  entitled  to  ask  the  Ohair 
to  allow  him  to  propose  **That  AeQues- 
tion  be  now  put ;"  the  Question  may  be 
put,  and  then  the  Yote  mty  be  passed 
without  opportunity  having  been  given 
to  move  an  Amendment.    Sir,  we  ban- 
not  rely  upon  general  declarations — we 
cannot  rely  upon  the  general  dedara- 
tion  we  have  heaid  from  the  ri^t  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Rrst  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury that  it  is  not  his  intention  to  adopt 
the  course  I  have  pointed  out.  We  have 
had  some  experience  of  the  brevity  of 
Office  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  We 
have  had,  for  example,  his  celebrated 
24  hours'  tenure.  Though  we  were  glad 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  enabled 
during  those  24  hours  to  make  the  prac- 
tical acquaintance  of  the  green  shores  of 
our  own  countipr;  still,  while  not  exactly 
thinking  that  it  may  be  an  example  of 
the  brevity  of   his  present   tenure  of 
Office,  at  all  events  it  is  a  reminder  to 
us  of  the  change  of  character  and  muta- 
bility of  all  human  affairs.    Thoug;h  we, 
value  very  highly  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's statement  that  it  is  not  his  inten- 
tion to  act  harshly,  or  to  unduly  Morten 
the  scope  of  the  debate,  yet  we  have  to 
anticipate  the  time  when  even  a  more 
formidable  Bismarck  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  come  upon  the  scene ; 
and  when  we  may  have  to  encounter  a 
foeman  who  may  do  that  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  he  never  means  to 
do.    I  remember  what  happened  on  one 
occasion.    A  number  of  Irish  Members 
were  suspended  for  unduly  proloo^ng 
the  debate  and  wilfully  disregajrding  the 
Chair,  who  had  not  been  in  the  ^Hiae 
at  all  during  the  progress  of  die  debate. 
I  think  notmng  could  show  more  dearlj 
than  that  the  nec0ssitgrof  avoiding  hiksty 
action,  and  of  inserting  in  this  Besola* 
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tkQ  soeli  wor4«  at  will  teonre  that  the 
eipresdoiis  of  opioion  which  we  hear 
£rom  thePront  Bench  will  be  practically 
cftrded  out  bj  the  Sacoeseors  of  right 
koi.  Gentlemen  opposite. 

"  Wni  you  walk  into  my  parlour  P 
Said  tiie  spider  to  the  fly." 

But,  Sir,  we  hope  there  will  be  some 
mode  of  escape  for  us  from  the  parlour 
of  the  Qoyernment.  Is  the  Amendment 
which  I  ask  the  House  to  adopt  an  un- 
reasooable  one  as  regards  its  extent? 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  m^y 
tluDk  that  these  hours  would  be  too  long 
a  time  for  some  purposes,  and  too  short 
atiitte  for  others.  I  will  not  pin  myself 
down  to  any  soecifio  L'mit  of  time.  I  do 
not  9isk  hon.  Members  to  vote  for  these 
six  hours  then ;  I  will  ask  them  to  vote 
for  the  principle  that  there  should  be 
80010  limit*  say  of  four,  three,  or  two 
hours,  before  this  summary  Bule  can 
poaaibly  be  enforced.  We  have  had  de- 
bates on  Irish  coercion,  and  we  have 
been  beaten  on  that  Question;  and  that, 
I  think,  is  perhaps  the  strongest  daim 
we  have  made  yet  for  the  adoption  of  a 
limit.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  will 
probably  admit  that  the  minority  should 
have  the  right  of  expressing  their  views 
on  the  policy  of  the  Government ;  two 
boora  is  not  an  excessive  period,  and  I 
submit  that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
diould  consider  the  proposal.  These 
points,  I  believe,  were  raised  four  years 
^  by  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
iaterest  of  his  own  Partv  when  these 
Boles  were  first  discussed ;  yet  still  the 
right  hon.  Gentlenxan  may  fairly  saj 
tbat  as  a.  Minister,  that  his  mind— bis 
Hiniaterial  mind — has  only  just  been 
attracted  to  the  consideration  of  this 
queetion ;  and  I  should  be  glad  to  with- 
^v  my  Amendment  if  I  had  the 
wwrance  that  he  would  favourably 
consider  the  proposal  that  a  limit  of 
the  time  should  be  given  as  an  absolute 
right  to  the  minority  if  they  choose  to 
^lart  it,  lor  the  discussion  of  a  question 
before  the  cloture  can  be  applied,  either 
yth  or  without  the  consent  of  the 
Chair, 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  Kne  1,  by  inserting,  after  the  word  *'  pro- 
P^^'tiie  words  '*and  debated  in  the  House 
««  ^  koon,  or  la  Oommittee  of  the  Whole 
3wM  far  onehoM/Mi^'-.  iVn^^O 

QMtion  pft^^osed,  ''That  those  words 
»^&«e  inserted." 
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The  first  LORD  of  the  TRBA* 
8URY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith):  I  am  ex- 
ceedingly sorry  so  often  to  advise  tbe 
House  that  I  am  unable  to  accept  Amend- 
ments. I  fully  appreciate  the  tenour  of, 
and  the  kindly  feeling  expreesed  in  the 
speech,  in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Oork  (Mr.  PameU)  has 
proposed  his  Amendment  to  the  House ; 
but  I  am  almost  tempted  to  imagine  that 
he  can  hardly  be  in  sober  earnest  in 
making  this  proposal.  Its  meaning  is 
that  upon  every  Motion  and  every  Order 
of  Debate  six  hours  of  discussion  is  to 
be  permitted ;  and  that  upon  every 
Motion  and  every  Order  the  cloture 
would  be  considered  a  fitting  and  pro- 
per thing  after  six  hours'  debate.  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  any  limitation  of 
this  kina  might  be  too  long  a  peri6d  of 
debate  or  too  short  a  period.  The  truth 
is  that  it  is  impossible  to  regulate  the 
period  during  which  a  debate  should 
last,  which  must  always  be  checked  by 
the  control  and  judicial  opinion  of  the 
Speller  or  Chairman ;  it  is  impossible 
to  lay  down  beibrehand  the  limits  within 
whidi  a  debate  would  not  be  excessive, 
or  to  say  to  what  extent  it  should  be 
prolonged.  It  is  impossible  to  judge 
the  amount  of  debate  which  may  be 
necessary,  or  to  say  what  question  may 
remain  behind  with  regard  to  which  the 
time  of  the  House  should  be  occupied. 
Reference  must  be  had  to  the  pro- 
portional importance  of  the  question 
under  consideration,  and  to  the  ques- 
tions which  will  succeed  it  Now,  the 
time  of  the  House  is  only  a  limited 
quantity,  and  one  most  important  oon- 
siderationfor  the  House  will  be  whether 
there  will  remain  sufficient  of  the  time 
of  the  House  after  the  debate  has  taken 
place.  For  these  reasons  I  am  unable 
to  accede  to  this  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Oentleman.  I  trust  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  feel  that  the  House,  having  by  a 
considerable  majority  affirmed  the  prin- 
ciple of  closure,  ought  now  to  proceed 
to  the  grave  and  important  questions 
which  remain  for  its  decision.  Farther, 
I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  have 
attained  his  object  by  making  a  protest 
in  this  House,  and  calling  public  atten- 
tion to  the  course  we  have  thought  it  our 
duty  to  pursue.  We  wish  to  represent 
to  him  that  very  little  can  be  gained  by 
insisting  on.  principles  whid^  a  little 
consideration  must  satisfy  him  cannot 
be  agreed  to  by  the  present  Government 
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or  those  who  think  it  ueoesBarj  to  bring 
these  Bales  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  says, 
no  doubt  sincerely,  that  he  is  desirous  to 
meet  us  in  an  amicable  spirit,  but  that 
hard  fate  prevents  him  from  carrying 
out  his  wish.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  if  this  Amendment  were  carried 
every  question  might  occupy  the  House 
for  six  hours,  or  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  one  hour.  If  bo,  there  is 
greater  force  in  the  complaint  of  my  hon. 
iViend  the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
that  on  any  question  which  comes  before 
the  House  we  may  not  be  allowed  one 
hour  or  one  minute  for  discussion.  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  forget  that  the 
Old  Bule  is  still  in  Existence  whereby  the 
Speaker  will  still  be  able  to  declare  to 
the  House  that  the  question  has  been 
adequately  discussed,  and  that  it  ought 
to  be  put  ?  The  New  Bule  absolutely 
excludes  all  question  of  time.  You  are 
not  at  liberty,  Mr.  Speaker,  under  the 
Old  Bule  to  suggest  the  closure  of  debate 
unless  you  are  satisfied  of  two  things : 
first,  that  the  question  has  been  ade- 
quately debated ;  and,  secondly,  that  the 
House  has  manifested  its  sense  ''that  the 
Question  be  now  put ; "  now  you  will  be 
asked  to  satisfy  yourself  that  a  question 
has  been  adequately  discussed  before  it 
has  been  discussed  at  all.  The  moment 
you  have  put  the  Question  that  a  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time,  for  instanoe,  a 
Minister  may  follow  up  that  Motion  by 
another  ''That  the  Question  be  now 
put.''  In  those  circumstances  I  maintain 
that  there  is  ci  total  absence  of  security 
for  any  minority  in  this  House,  and  if 
that  is  so  when  you  are  in  the  House, 
Mr.  Speaker,  how  much  more  will  it  be 
so  when  you  have  left  the  Chair  and  it 
is  occupied  by  others ;  and  whena  Min- 
ister of  the  Crown  suggests  to  his  own 
nominee  that  the  Question  should  be  put 
— a  proceeding  which  will  very  much 
resemble  the  head  of  a  commercial  firm 
asking  one  of  his  junior  clerks  if  he  may 
take  a  holiday  ?  The  Select  Committee 
of  last  year — one  of  the  strongest  t^at 
was  ever  appointed — adopted,  after  long 
consideration,  what  practically  amounted 
to  a  Time  Bule.  They  recommended  not 
a  closure  which  should  be  applied  at  any 
time,  but  a  closure  which  should  be  ap- 
plied five  times  a  week  and  on  no  other 
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days^aamely,  at  12  o'doek  on  Monday, 
Tuesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday,  and  mt 
half'past  5  o'clock  on  Wednesday. 
Now,  as  the  House  meets  at  4  o'eb^ 
on  Monday,  Tuesday,  Thursday,  aad 
Friday,  and  as  Public  Q^esttons  usually 
come  on  for  consideration  ai  half-past 
,4 ;  the  Select  Committee  of  last  year  re- 
commended a  Bule  which  would  give 
half  an  hour  longer  for  debate  than  that 
which  is  proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend. 
Well,  Sir,  there  are  four  Parties  in  the 
House—the  Party  led  by  the  ri^t  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  the  Irish  Party, 
the  Government  Party,  and  that  non- 
descript Party  which  sits  on  one  sido  of 
the  House  and  votes  on  the  other.  None 
of  these  Parties  will  know  how  to  act 
if  the  closure  can  be  applied  at  any 
time ;  they  would  not — unless  they  know 
how  long  a  debate  is  likely  to  lastn-be 
able  to  put  forward  their  strongest  men, 
and  the  debate  could  not  therefore  be 
effectively  conducted.  My  hon.  Friend 
has  asked  for  the  concession  of  a  point 
essential  for  due  and  intelligent  diacat- 
sion  ;  and  if  the  Government  Reject  the 
proposal  they  will  turn  debate  in  Uiis 
House  into  hopeless  chaos  and  have 
cause  to  regret  so  doing  hereafter. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
There  is  not  a  single  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  hon.  Memhers  on  these 
Benches  which  has  not  in  au  exag- 
gerated form  been  supported  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  now  occupying  the  Treasury 
Bench.  I  am  now  quoting  from  ETatuard^ 
and  I  see  that  in  1882  the  noble  Ijord 
the  present  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  moved  an 
Amendment  to  the  effect  that  when  it 
appeared  to  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  at  any  time  that 
the  subject  had  been  adequately  dis- 
cussed, and  that  the  discusmon  had  been 
prolonged  for  the  purpose  of  obstnie- 
tion,  he  might  so  inform  the  House  or 
Committee.  The  Amendment  was  sap- 
ported  by  the  noble  Viscount,  now  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Viscount 
Cross),  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Sie  Sleaford  Division  of 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Goitleman  the  Member  for 
Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer),  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  Under  Secretary 
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d  Slate  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Stnsrt  Wordej),  the  hon.  Gentleman 
ik»  Member  for  the  Oswestry  Division 
of  ffiixopdiire  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton),  j 
and  by  the  then  Leader  of  the  Tory  * 
Vwrtj  [Six  Stafford  Northoote).  Now, 
ikb  Amendment  which  was  dien  pro- 
posed is  Aat  which  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tteman  opposite  has  rejected  to-day — ^it 
is  the  ideniioftl  Amendment  which  the 
whole  of  the  Tory  Party  supported  in 
1882.  Further,  I  point  out  that  the 
argimieats  now  need  by  my  hon.  Friends 
ire  the  same  as  those  nsed  by  the  Tory 
Pirty  en  the  occasion.  I  think  we  may 
kave  the  pnblio  to  judge  of  the  con- 
sciiDtionsnees  of  the  Tory  Party. 

Mb.  MAO  N£ILL  (Donegal,  S.):  I 
take  great  interest  in  this  question,  be- 
enise  I  feel  that  I  am  exercising  for  the 
kst  time  the  right  of  ftree  speech  in  this 
Bouse.  The  right  hon«  Gentleman  the 
^ttA  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
&Bith)  wishes  to  give  to  the  people  of 
these  Eingpdoms  a  new  reading  of  the 
upression — '*  Silence  is  golden."  This 
mnge  of  front  on  the  part  of  the  occu- 
pants of  the  Treasury  Bench  is  most 
tsmsrkablo.  It  will  remain  for  the 
liistorian  of  this  century  to  describe  the 
Party  opposite  as  men  who  got  into 
power  by  preaching  certain  principles 
and  retained  it  by  abandoning  them. 
Throughout  the  course  of  this  debate 
we  hae?e  heard  &e  tyrant's  plea — 
"6i?e  me  power  and  I  will  not  use  it." 
Again  and  again  has  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
naed  that  argument;  but  let  me  say, 
while  I  am  permitted  to  speak,  that  I 
prefer  ^e  snield  and  protection  of  the 
andent  liberties  of  this  House  to  the 
«mtiiigent  good  nature  of  the  right  hon. 
Oendeman,  who  is  assuming,  with  in- 
herent success,  the  character  of  firm- 
BSBs  and  resolution.  I  ask  for  some 
Manrance  that  the  freedom  of  debate 
•hall  not  be  greatly  curtailed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentteman  has  changed  his 
zaisd  on  this  subject,  and  he  may  change 
il  again.  I  hope  he  will  change  his 
nund  even  a  third  time,  and  consider 
^t  it  may  be  better  for  a  Goyemment 
to  protect  the  privileges  of  a  minority 
tkau  to  break  up  the  Oonstitution  and 
pelt  &em  with  its  fragments. 

Mb.  W.  A.  MAODONALD  (Queen's 
Cwaly,  Ossory) :  I  think  it  is  rather 
*Md  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Kut  Lord  ol  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
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Smith)  should  place  a  construction  on 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  which 
that  Amendment  does  not  bear.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  speak 
as  if  it  were  implied  that  if  the  debate 
had  lasted  for  six  hours  in  the  House, 
or  for  one  hour  in  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  that  the  closure  should 
be  applied.    My  hon.  Friend  intends 
nothing  resembling  that.    He  simply 
argued  that  it  was  only  reasonable  to 
ask  that  this  power,  which  is  absolutely 
new  in  the  form  in  which  it  is  now  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  shall  not  be  ez^- 
cised  until  there  has  been  reasonable 
discussion.    I  would  ask  the  House  to 
consider  whether  that  is  not  a  perfectly 
reasonable  suggestion,  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's   Government,    on   their  own 
principles,  ought  not   to  accept  it.    I 
understand  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  to 
say  that  the  closure  will  not  be  used 
arbitrarily,  unjustly,  or  unfairly,  or  with- 
out full,  ample,  and  reasonable  discus- 
sion.   Why,  then,  do  they  object  to  the 
Particular  Amendment  before  the  House? 
'he  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  find  that 
it  requires  more  than  his  logic  to  answer 
that  question.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  nas  said  that  he  would  actually 
withdraw  his  Amendment  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  consider  the  proposal ;  and 
that  he  will  be  disposed  to  accept  not 
six,  but    four,  or    two  hours,  if  they 
would  meet  him  half  way.    Is  the  Gt>- 
vemment  prepared  to  say  that  they  will 
not  do  this  ?    If  so,  they  will  show  their 
unfairness  towards  us,  and  increase  their 
own  difficulties  hereafter.    If  you  refiise 
this  Amendment,  and  if  it  goes  forth  to 
the  public,  as  it  will,  that  you  have  not 
been  willing  to  allow,  without  closure, 
six  hours'  discussion  in  the  House,  or 
one  hour  in  Committee ;  the  effect  will  be 
to  produce  in  the  minds  of  the  people  a 
conviction,  which  every  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment will  only  confirm,  that  you  are 
animated  by  an  animus — a  bitter  and 
unreasoning  animus — against  my  hon. 
Friends  and  myself.    Ji  a  proposal  of 
this  sort  had  been  made  by  an  English 
Member  guarding  the  interests  of  Eng- 
land, it  would  have  been  considered  in  a 
very  different  spirit  to  that  which  was 
manifested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  to-night.    It  is  be- 
cause this  Amendment  is  moved  by  the 
Leader  of  the  Irish  Party  and  of  the 
Irish  people,  that  it  is  treated  with  con- 
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tnmeljandoemdemiied  by  the  ri^t  boti. 
Gentleman  andhishon.Friends.  Wehare, 
bj  this  Amendment,  strengthened  cmr 
position  in  the  country.  We  hare  proved 
that  we  do  not  want  any  powers  of  Ob- 
struction, but  simply  a  reasonable  oppor* 
tunity  of  debate.  8aoh  opportunity  is 
denied  by  the  Gentlemen  who  now  hold 
Office.  It  is  quite  evident  tirey  are 
anions  to  obtain  this  Rule,  that  they 
may  gag  the  Irish  Bepresentatives  and 
pass  an  Act  which  will  destroy  the 
uberties  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Ma.    FLTNN    (Cork,    N.) :      Mr. 
Speaker,  we  have  b^n  infbrmed   in 
solemn  tones  by  ^e  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  that,   notwithstanding   the 
eidstence  of  this  Bule,  fall  and  free  dis- 
cussion will  be  obtained  on  all  occasions. 
The  present  Amendment  brought  ^r- 
ward  so  moderately  and  dearly  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  OoA  (Mr.  Pamell)  puts 
the  ttncerity  of  ttie  Government  to  the 
test.    If  they  will  notlacceptit,  #e  may 
take  it  that  very  little  reliance  is  to  he 
placed  on  the  promises  of  the  Front 
bench.    The  arguments  with  which  they 
meet  the  contentions  from  this  side  of 
the  House  are  arguments  sllowing  the 
dodlity  and  submission  of  the  majority. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  have  been  re- 
minded of  spe^hes  they  made  in  188^, 
speeches  directly  opposite  to  the  present 
Amendment,  the  very  terms  of  which  are 
identical  with  it,  but  notwithstanding 
that,  they  meet  us  by  trooping  in  when 
the  Division  bell  rings  and  outvoting  us. 
The  soft  words  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  are  very  little  consolation  to 
the  minority  ih  tMs  House  if  the  argu- 
ments of  the  minority  are  met  with  a 
decided  nonp6iMfnU9,  and  met  withou 
any  reference  whatever  to  the  relevancy 
or  reasonableness  of  arguments.    The 
Goremment  are  going  a  little  too  far  in 
this  matter.    We  can  all  und^frstand  the 
discipline  of  Party;    but  the  discipline 
exhibited  on  the  other  side  has  become 
degraded  to  that  of  the  merest  sub- 
servience.   No  matter  what  the  profes- 
sions of  hon.  Gentlemen  may  have  been 
years  ago,  no   matter  how  eloquently 
they  may  have  inveighed  against  the 
tyrannical  Bules  brought  forward  by  the 
then  €k>vemment,  not  one  of  them  has 
the  manliness  to  stand  up  now  and  make 
a  protest  on  behalf  of  liberty  of  speech. 
I  have  no  doubt  we  shall  be  outvoted  on 
this  Amendment  as  we  have  been  OA 
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others;  but  though  that  may  he  the^sie 
the  lessons  to  be  drawn  fi^om  these  Biti* 
sions  win  live  long  after  Hie  preseat  day. 
Bight  hon.  and  hon.  GenUemen  who 
are  now  oontent  to  lounge  i^y  oa  1^ 
Benchear  opposile,  and  make  ae  replj  to 
these  reascnmble  and  mockvatepropsd- 
tions  will  eome,  in  the  days  of  thnr 
darkness  and  adversity,  to  i^sgret  that 
they  do  not  associate  themaelfes  with  a 
course  of  FiKMsedure,  which,  in  the  fatns, 
will  foe  their  ottiy  safsgaacd,  and  tfasir 
only  protection. 

Mb.     EDWABD     HABBINQfiXm 
(£eny,  W.):  Myhon.  Friend  the  Mm- 
b«r  for  West  Bel&st  (Mr.  Sexton)  \u 
shown  thai  the  (Miair  has  lairge  powen 
under  the   eadstiag   Bules,   and  that 
these  New   Bulea  are    not   neceinrj 
for   what   the  €krveniinent  profess  to 
want.    Ani^er  hon.  Friend  of  mine  has 
said  we  asre  asked*  to  tmst  in  the  good 
nature  of  the  Leader  of  the  House.  Tliat 
may  be  veiy  well)  especially  when  it  is 
described  aa  eonthigeat  good  nature.   I 
will  not  quarrel  witkthe  desefeiptiaii,  but 
it  does  not  afmear  to  be  eontagvoosfood 
nature.    Anotiier  hon.  MemberBaid  that 
the  Okrremment  had*  gii»en  a  ii«w  iAte^ 
pretation  of  the  pMverb,   '^SiieMsiB 
g<^den.''    They  have  given  a etUl  never 
one,  and  one  which  they  wiU  eariy  tito 
effect,  as  wifi  be  eeen.    SUenee  will  be 
golden  with  them  when,  on  nights  of 
Supply,  they  will,  withenat  voiee  b^g 
raised,  absorb  t^  tfolden  millions  paid 
by  the  taxpayers  of  the  oountiT .    I  do 
net  think  we  have  asked  anyming  un* 
reascmable.    We  have  asked  that  there 
should  be  a  Umit  to  the  brevity  of  the 
time  wit^n  ii^ch  a  Minieier  cem  mete 
the  closure  of  a  debate.     It  woald  be 
becoming  in  hon.  and' right  hon.  Oeatle* 
men   opposite,   and   conducive  to  the 
closure  of  tMe  portion  ci  the  debate,  at 
leaet,  if  they  would  endeai^mirtaanmrer 
the  arguments  which  have    been  ad- 
dressed to  the  House  by  i^e  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  West   BelfEiSt   (Mr.  Sextcai). 
There  is  no  use  in  sajing  that  the  First 
Lord  of  the   Treasury   (Mr.    W.    H. 
Smith)  has  answered  those  argume&te. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  answered 
nothing.    I  protest  on  behalf  of  those 
w1k>  seek  to  preserve  to  this  House  some 
remnant  of  its  inherent  rif^t,  and  some 
vestige  of  the  Hberl^  that  belongs  to  it, 
againet  reposing  ul  our  trust  luid  eon^ 
fidence  in  the  Minister  ^  the  dayt»r  even 
in  the  Speakenr,  or  Ohairman  of  Oook 
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mtUaea.  Without  deairiag  to  be  at  idl 
disoourteoua  to  the  Chair,  1  muat  point 
oat  that  under  thaee  Bules  there  would 
be  a  great  temptation  to  a  Oovemment 
lAo  ace  anxious  perhaps  to  enter  into 
mr,  or  to  earry  drastie  r^orme,  to  elect 
aPaitj  Speaker^so  as  to  work  him  as  a 
mere  puppet  for  the  purposee  of  carrying 
oil  their  objects. 

iU,  M.  J,  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
I  nee  to  protest  against  the  manner  in 
wtiuAi  all  the  propo9als  emanating  from 
these  Benches  have  been  received  by  the 
Qirretaiueni    We  hare  been  met  all 
aloB^  by  a  steady  ^stem  of  refusal. 
This  is  one  of  the  Ajnendmente  which 
the  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  may  vevy  fairly    accept,    and 
theseby  ahow  that  he  is  not  disposed  to 
o&r  a  steadfast  refusal  to  every  pro* 
ponl  eoming  from  these  Benches ;  and 
thfi  «ore  espeoiaily  wh«a  I  remember 
tbit  the  proposals  we  made  in  1882, 
liuok   were   similar  to  those  we  now 
Qftke,  were  supported  by  hon.  Gkmtle- 
2Qia  oppoaite*     I   reeoUect   that   Mr. 
Usraeli  once  described  the  Front  Bench 
as  a  row   of  extinct  volcanoes.    We 
mighi  compaie  the  present  Front  Bench 
to  a  row  of  extinct  Obstructionists;  be- 
cause, on  tbie  vefy  question  in   1882 
nian^  fA  the  right  hon.  Geotlemen  who 
now  tit  on  the  (Jovemment  Benches  ex- 
hlHuled  aU  the  resources  of  the  House 
in  opposing  the  proposalaof  the  then  Go- 
venuaeut.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  liBader  of  the  Souse  said  that  six 
hos»9ugbt  be  too  long,  and  too  short  a 
thae  to  silaw.    That  is  the  very  reason 
why  we  ask  that  this  Amendment  should 
he  accepted.    At  present  th^re  is  no  out* 
side  limit,  and  we  only  ask  for  the  limi- 
tation^ six  hours  when  Mr.  Speaker  is 
in  fte  Chair,  and  one  hour  when  the 
OhaJTiaan  of  Ways  and  Meana  is  pre- 
sidiiig,  as  an  irreducible  minimum  within 
wluflh  the  freedom  of  discusdon  should 
not  be  interfered  with,  but  beyond  which 
the  Speaker  and  Chairman  should  exer- 
eias  tho  discretion  with  which  they  are 
vetted.  If  the  Leader  of  the  House  does 
not  see  his  way  to  accept  the  present 
Amendment  we  shall  be  obliged  to  go 
toalXvision* 

OoLOML  NOLAN  (Galwav,  N.),  who 
loae  amid,  crin  9f  " Divide!"  said :  I 
ahonid  like  a  second  Division  to  be 
avoided;  but,  of  oourse,  if  hon.  Mem- 
beia  iv^d  to  put  the  cloture  in  force 
against  me,  I  miiet  avail  myself  of  the 
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advantage  of  having  a  Division.  What 
I  wish  to  do  is  to  put  it  to  the  Go- 
vernment whether  they  will  accept  my 
Amendment  as  a  compromise  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
proposes  that  there  should  be  six  hours' 
debate  certain  for  every  question  before 
the  House,  and  one  hour's  debate  cer- 
tain for  every  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee. It  so  happens  that  my  view  as 
to  the  debate  which  should  be  allowed 
in  Coounittee  coincides  with  that  of  my 
hon.  Friend;  but  for  a  debate  in  the 
House  my  Amendment  proposes  that 
there  should  be  at  least  two  hours  al- 
lowed. If  the  Gk>vemment  will  agree 
to  my  Amendment,  I  have  no  doubt  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  will  agree  to  its 
substitution  for  his  Amendment.  I  really 
do  not  think  that  anything  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  be  proposed  in  this  House 
which  is  not  worthy  of  two  hours'  de- 
bate* If  the  Government  will  not  agree 
to  the  substitution  of  my  Amendment 
for  that  now  before  the  House,  I  sup- 
pose a  Division  had  better  be  taken  on 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dkid^d: — ^Ayes  82;  Noes 
268 :  Majority  186.— (Div.  List,  No.  27.) 

Mb.  PARNBLL  (Cork) :  I  now  pro- 
pose to  ask  the  Government  and  the 
House*,  since  they  have  revised  to  agree 
to  a  margin  of  time,  at  least  to  agree  to 
a  safeguard  that  there  shall  be  some 
number  of  Members  heard  in  reply  to 
any  proposition  which  may  be  nme — 
I  assume  by  the  Government— before 
the  Question  is  put  Under  the  Sule 
as  it  now  stands  a  Queation  may  be  put 
without  debate ;  it  may  also  be  put  affier 
debate  by  those  who  propose  the  Ques- 
tion, and  without  hearing  the  voice  of 
those  who  oppose  it.  I  do  not  know 
how  far  Her  Migesty's  Government  have 
got  in  determining  the  safeguards  to  be 
hereafter  inserted ;  but  we  may  assume 
that  they  are  considering  the  advisability 
of  the  insertion  of  some  safeguards.  We 
are  coming  to  the  part  of  the  Bule,  the 
turning  point,  if  I  may  so  express  it,  in 
the  Amendment  of  the  Bule,  when  it 
will  be  neoessaiy  for  Her  Miyesty's  Go- 
vernment to  declare  what  modifications 
they  intend  to  allow  the  House  to  adopt 
in  reference  to  this  matter.  I  would  not 
persevere  in  moving  Amendments  of  this 
xind,  if  I  supposed  that  the  Government 
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meant,  of  their  own  accord,  to  propose 
some  satisfactory  modification  of  the 
Bule.  I  cannot  help  thinking  it  is  a 
mark  of  the  extreme  haste  with  which 
the  Gbyemment  have  drafted  this  Bale, 
and  of  the  firm  support  they  had  relied 
upon  getting  from  the  Liherisd  Unionists 
in  its  consideration,  that  such  a  Tory 
important  point  as  this  should  have  been 
overlooked — that  they  should  have  been 
obliged  to  admit,  as  they  have  done, 
that  some  provisions  should  be  made  for 
the  expression  of  the  views  of  the  mi- 
nority before  the  closure  is  applied.  I 
am  not  asking  that  any  limitation  should 
be  put  on  the  Closure  Kesolution  passed 
in  1882.  Nothing  of  the  kind.  ^  That 
Closure  Besolution  will  remain  in  full 
force.  This  Closure  Eesolution  will  be 
one  in  addition.  It  is  not  proposed  to 
repeal  the  old  Closure  Besotution ;  and 
no  modification  may  be  inserted  in  the 
present  Closure  Besolution  to  modify  or 
counteract  the  old  one.  Therefore,  let 
not  the  House  suppose,  for  a  moment,  I 
am  doing  any  unnecessary  thing  in 
asking  for  some  modification.  The  pre- 
sent Bule  comes  before  us  markea  by 
hasty  and  ill  preparation — marked  by  a 
most  remarkable  change  of  front  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  It  is 
not  even  sanctioned  by  the  Beport  of 
the  Select  Committee  which  sat  on  this 
question  last  year.  It  is  not  sanctioned 
by  any  recommendations  made  by  the 
mmority  in  that  Select  Committee,  which 
was  composed  of  the  Bepresentatives  of 
the  present  Government.  The  Bepre- 
sentatives of  the  present  Government  on 
that  Committee  took  a  line  entirely  dif- 
ferent to  that  the  Government  are  now 
taking.  They  took  the  line  I  am  taking ; 
they  asked  for  safeguards.  What  was 
the  result  ?  Not  a  Besolution  req  uiring 
additional  safeguards,  checks,  balances, 
and  controls  at  every  line,  as  this  one 
does ;  not  a  drastic,  stringent,  and  un- 
heard-of measure  of  closure,  but  a  closure 
which  could  only  be  put  into  force  at 
midnight  on  Mondays,  Tuesdays,  Thurs- 
days, and  Fridays,  and  at  half-past  5 
o'clock  on  Wednesdays.  That  was  the 
outcome  of  the  Select  Committee  of  1886, 
an  outcome  which  was  strongly  opposed 
and  resisted,  as  being  too  stringent  and 
too  hard  and  dangerous  upon  mino- 
rities; and,  yet,  we  now  find  that  in 
the  short  interval  which  has  elapsed 
since  then,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  and  his  Party  have 
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turned  their  backs  upon  everything 
they  said  and  did,  not  only  in  1882, 
but  so  recently  as  1886 ;  and  have  come 
before  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
country  with  a  Bule  of  this  kind,  re- 
quiring, as  I  say,  limitations,  cbecb, 
safeguards  and  balances  at  almost  evety 
line.  I  trust  the  House  will  eonsider 
this  matter  folly,  fairly,  and  candidly. 
The  Besolution  is  a  very  stringent  one; 
it  is  unprecedented.    It  is  one  which 

Srovides  for  the  absolute  closure  of  all 
ebate,  whether  in  the  Home  or  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House.  The 
farther  we  go,  it  is  like  a  chain  dragging 
increased  weight  b^nd  it  as  it  is  payed 
out.  The  further  we  go,  the  more 
Amendments  that  are  rejected,  the  more 
words  that  are  passed  under  the  law  of 
Parliament,  the  more  dangerous  the 
Bule  becomes,  and  the  more  necessaiy 
it  becomes  that  the  Government  should 
be  acted  upon  in  some  way,  and  indueed 
to  consider  the  question  of  the  rights  of 
minorities.  I  submit  we  have  now  arrived 
at  a  period  of  the  debate  and  of  the 
Besolution  when  it  would  be  fair  to  ask 
the  Government  for  some  more  definite 
expression  of  opinion  with  regard  to 
this  matter  than  they  have  given  us  np 
to  now.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  an- 
nounced, at  an  early  period  of  the  pro- 
ceedings to-day,  that  he  would  careftiHy 
consider  this  subject,  and  I  shall  be 
glad  to  know  how  far  that  process  of 
consideration  has  gone.  I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gendeman  that  all '  that 
I  am  fighting  for  is  that  there  shall  be 
some  safeguard  inserted  in  the  Besoln- 
tion ;  that  there  shall  be  the  right  of 
adequate  and  sufficient  discussion  to 
minorities.  The  House  has  just  rejected, 
by  a  large  majority,  the  claim  that  I 
made  that  there  should  be  a  margin  of 
time.  The  claim  that  I  now  make  is  ofie 
of  a  different  character.  My  Amend- 
ment simply  asks  that  some  Members, 
four  in  number,  shall  be  allowed  to  ex- 
press their  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
minority.  Is  that  out  of  the  way? 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that 
any  question  can  ever  arise  on  which 
four  Members  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
to  talk  ?  He  objected  to  my  last  pro- 
posal, on  the  ground  that  some  ques- 
tions might  arise  on  which  six  hours' 
discussion  would  be  too  much.  I  was 
willing  to  concede  that  point  to  him; 
but  I  cannot  concede  tnat,  with  the 
power  you  have  already  got  under  the 
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Ootnre  Resolutioii  of  1882,  with  the 
powers  which  the  Speaker  possesses  of 
silencinff  a  Member  who  talks  irrele- 
vanilj,  by  calling  on  him  to  resume  his 
seat — that  any  question  can  arise  on 
which  it  could  be  said  that  it  would  be 
excessive  debate  if  four  Members  exer- 
cised the  rippht  of  speaking.  I  shall  be 
surpxised  if  the  Conservative  Party 
refoees  to  agree  to  this  Amendment,  or 
to  some  limitation  of  the  power  of 
cloture. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  by 
inserting,  after  the  word  ''proposed," 
^'aad  hBLB  been  replied  to  by  at  least 
four  Members."— (Ifr:  Parn$U.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  first  LOBD  of  the  TEEA- 
SDBT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  think  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  must  anticipate  the  answer  that  I 
am  obHged  to  give  him.  This  is  really 
an  Amendment  which  we  have  already 
considered  in  another  form.  ["No, 
no!"]  Yes,  precisely  the  same.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  many  Friends  on 
his  side  of  the  House  who  would  find 
no  difficiilty  whatever  in  occupying  six 
hours  in  making  four  speeches.  The 
pz<^K>sal  of  the  hon.  Member  is  both  too 
much  and  too  little ;  for  it  implies  that 
four  Members  shall  speak,  and  it  implies 
also— or  may  be  held  to  imply—that  no 
more  than  four  Members  shall  speak. 
XTnder  those  circumstances,  Sir,  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Ma.  MOLLOY  (Zing's  Co.,  Birr) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  argument 
against  all  the  Amendments  proposed 
seems  to  be  that  the  House  should  en- 
trust Ministers  with  large  powers,  and 
feel  assured  that  they  will  never  take 
advantage  of  them.  I  could  trust  the 
nckt  h^.  Gentleman  himself,  person- 
ally ;  but  I  have  a  high  authority  for 
zefosing  to  trust  in  the  action  of  any 
Ministry.  When  this  Amendment  was 
moved  in  1882,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  put  the  question  to 
the  Tory  Party  then  in  Opposition,  whe- 
ther they  thought  the  laberal  Gbvem- 
me&t  would  use  the  powers  placed  in 
their  hands  unfairly ;  and  he  went  on  to 
inatify  his  refusal  of  the  Amendment 
by  declaring  that  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment would  not  use  the  powers  tmfairly. 


The  authority  I  would  quote  is  no  less  a 
person  th&n  the  late  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote.  Alluding  to  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  md  Lothian,  he 
said — 

^  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  whether 
they  really  could  be  of  opinion  that  the  Liberal 
Party  would  never  interfere  so  as  to  stifle  dis- 
cussion on  the  expenditure  of  public  money. 
He  hardly  ventured  to  stand  up  and  say  what 
the  liberal  Party  were  capable  of,  or  what  they 
were  not  capable  of ;  but,  so  far  as  his  own  ex- 
perience went,  he  was  inclined  to  say  that  the 
question  must  be  answered  without  reference  to 
the  side  of  the  House  on  which  the  Liberal 
Party  were  for  the  time  being  seated.*'— (8 
Htmtardf  [274]  300.) 

That  is  our  position  to-night.  We  say — 
"Whatever  your  promise  may  be,  we 
will  put  no  more  faith  in  it  than  you 
were  prepared  to  put  in  the  promise  of 
the  Liberal  Government  when  this  iden- 
tical Amendment  was  moved  in  1882." 
All  the  Amendments  that  have  been 
moved  from  this  side  of  the  House  to- 
night were  Amendments  supported  by 
the  Tory  Party ;  all  the  arguments  used 
are  identical,  therefore  I  have  no  great 
inclination  to  put  great  trust  either  in 
the  Tory  or  any  other  Government. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
Hon.  Members  on  these  Benches  ex- 
tremely regret  the  continued  tone  of 
negation  adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  J^irst  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  It  is  true  that  this 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Pamell)  is  analogous  to  his  last  Amend- 
ment, but  they  are  by  no  means  similar. 
They  do  not  cover  the  same  ground. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  it  would  do  easy  to  find  four  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House  who 
would  occupy  six  hours  in  making  their 
speeches,  he  laid  down  a  proposition 
which  I  am  not  di^osed  to  dispute; 
but  he  must  remember  that  this  is  a 
provision  intended  for  the  protection  not 
so  much  of  the  Ldsh,  as  of  the  English 
Members.  My  hon.  Friend  comes  for- 
ward and  proposes  this  Amendment, 
well  knowing  that  the  time  will  come 
when  it  will  be  necessary  for  English 
Members  to  have  some  safeguard 
against  the  abuse  of  the  rights  of  the 
cloture  by  the  Government  of  the  day. 
For  our  own  part.  Sir,  our  interest  in  the 
affairs  of  this  House  is  but  of  a  passing 
and  transient  character.  We  do  not  ex- 
pect to  be  here  much  longer,  and  we, 
with   the  greatest  readiness  possible, 
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will  allow  you  to  recast  your  Bules  as 
soon  as  wo  have  left ;  bat,  in  the  mean- 
time,  while  we  continue  to  take  a  part 
in  the  deliberations  of  this  House,  we 
are  also  entitled  to  take  a  part  in 
the  framing  of  the  Begulations  which 
ffovem  debate;  and  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Ghentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  might  see  his  way  to  make  a 
gracious  concession;  because,  after  all 
his  refusals,  any  concession  would  be 
gracious.  It  is  time  to  make  a  conces- 
sion of  the  kind  indicated  by  my  hon. 
Friend.  We  feel  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  wish,  on  uiis  occa- 
sion, to  meet  us  with  a  refusal.  The 
Amendment  simply  ensures  that  there 
shall  be  no  immediate  and  improper 
exercise  of  the  right  of  the  ddture.  As 
the  Bule  now  stands  it  is  possible  fertile 
Question  to  be  proposedC  and  then  for 
the  Leader  of  the  House  to  stop  discus- 
sion, and  the  danser  will  be  greatest 
when  Mr.  Speaker  is  out  of  the  Ohair. 
I  do  not  believe  we  should  be  likely  to 
see  anything  so  indecent  as  an  appeal 
being  made  to  Mr.  Speaker  to  apply  the 
cloture  before  any  discussion  has  token 

Elace  on  the  Question  before  the  House ; 
ut  when  Mr.  Speaker  is  out  of  the 
Ohair,  and  we  have,  p^^aps,  a  casual 
Chairman  presiding,  a  Minister  may  be 
anxious  to  get  money,  tibere  being  only 
two  or  three  days  before  the  end  of  the 
financial  year,  and  it  being  desirable  to 
push  through  the  Approoriation  Bill, 
and  we  may  find  ourselves  silenced 
without  discussion.  It  is  to  guard 
against  the  improper  pushing  forward 
of  Money  Bills  that  we  are  anxious  to 
have  this  Amendment.  If  it  is  accepted, 
it  does  not  follow  that  the  four  speakers 
shall  be  all  on  one  side  of  the  House.  I 
altogether  dispute  the  construction  put 
on  the  Amendment  that  it  would  have 
the  effect  of  confining  debates  to  four 
speeches.  Such  a  question  would  never 
arise 

M».  O'DOHERTT  (Donegal,  N.): 
[Cries of  ** Divide!"]  I  must  say  that 
a  great  deal  of  the  time  of  this  House 
is  wasted  in  unnecessary  interruptions. 
The  impatience  which  is  frequendy 
shown  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  even 
whilst  speakers  are  endeavouring  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  the  first  time  in  ^e 
Session,  accounts  for  the  prolongation 
of  discussion.  It  is  in  human  nature  to 
resent  such  interruption.  If  it  were  a 
Bule  of  the  House  tnat  the  cloture  oould 
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not  be  imposed  until  at  least  lottr 
Members  had  spoken  in  oppoaitkm, 
there  would  be  no  impatience  shown 
until  four  Members  had  addressed  the 
House.  The  House  should  reinemlMr 
that  questions  arise  which  are  of  great 
importance  to  partiealar  districtSi  hat 
which  the  majority  of  the  House  may 
care  nothing  about.  In  such  cases  the 
majority  will  become  impatient,  and 
will,  in  a  very  short  time,  think  that  the 
debate  has  lasted  long  enough.  I  mali- 
tain  that  it  would  never  be  possibls  lo 
bring  out  grievanees  affectiag  partipular 
classes  and  particular  districts,  under 
the  Bule  as  at  present  laid  down.  I 
think  there  shomd  be  some  protection 
for  these  classes  and  districts,  theielrae 
I  beg  to  support  the  Amendment.  * 

Mb.  FABtTELL:  As  the  prineipte  of 
the  present  Amendment  and  that  whidh 
has  just  been  decided  are  somewhat 
alike,  I  will  not  put  lite  House  to  the 
trouUe  of  a  Division,  but  will  ask  for 
leave  to  withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn^ 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  propoasd. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  K): 
I  beg  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'<  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoomed." 
— {Mr.  jSeskmont.) 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  1  hope  it  wiU 
be  possible  tor  the  House  to  proceed 
somewhat  further. 

Mb.  PARNELL:  I  admit  that  the 
progress  we  have  made  may  ap)9ear 
somewhat  slow,  if  yo\i  measure  it  by  a 
foot  rule ;  but  I  think  the  right  hon. 
(Jentlemnn  opposite  will  admit  that  yon 
cannot  proceed  in  that  way  in  esthnatiBg 
the  progress  which  has  been  made.  Osr 
ttfogress  has  been  real  and  considerable. 
We  have  decided  many  points  of  prin- 
ciple which  will  not  be  again  raised. 
What  has  been  done  and  said  has  tended 
to  clear  away  subsequent  mattes.  I 
think  we  hove  reached  a  point  at  wUeh 
we  might  very  profitably  adjourn.  The 
Amendment  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  moved  the  adjournment  has  to  {no- 
pose  raises  a  very  important  question 
that  the  GK>vemment  have  undertaken 
to  consider.  Very  possibly  tiiey  may  be 
able  to  agree  to  Imse  wcras.  We  ean 
scarcely  come  to  a  decision  to-night,  and 
an  adjournment  will  sAad  the  Govern- 
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s^nt  aaopportimily  of  coaridenog  tLe 
mttter. 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am  sorry  I 
feel  it  my  duty  to  press  my  objection  to 
the  a^joummeBt.  I  am  of  opinion  that 
ibe  Amendment  next  on  the  jPaper  may 
be  dispoBsd  of  in  a  very  few  minutes  hj 
a  statement  I  have  to  make.  If  the 
hoa.  Member  wisbes  to  persevere  with 
that  Aoiendment,  we  may,  at  least, 
eater  upon  it  and  take  the  pleasure  of 
the  Hdub#  after  the  statement;  I  have  to 
Biakew 

Metkm,  by  leave,  mUhira^ii. 

Ma.  ESSIiEMONT :  I  anticipate  that 

the  answer  the  First  Lord  of  the  Irea- 

«oy.  .will  giye  to  my  Amendment  will 

tendveiy  much  to. limit  the  discussion. 

I  weald  oall  your  attention,  Sir,  to  the 

Sold  passed  in  1882.    It.  will  be  there 

bnad  that  the  cloture  is  to  be  applied 

toiad  any  debate  for  the  reason  that 

Ae  subjaet   has  been  cwleqiiately  dis- 

eo88e4y  And  that  it  is  the  evident  sense 

of  the  House,  or  of  the  Committee,  that 

the  Question  be  put.    In  proposing  my 

Aneodmenty  I  do  not  anticipate  as  to 

who  is  to  takQ  the  initiative  in  proposing 

the  cloture,  that  point  having  to  be  dis* 

Guased  upon  anotner  Amendment.     But 

I  would  put  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 

mto  that  he  and  those  al  his  OoUeagues 

wholuvre  spoken  on  these  subjects  have 

declared,  with  one  voice,  that  it  is  not 

their  intentipn  to  stifle  discussion ;  and 

that  it  is  not  probable  that  the  cloture 

will  be  applied  until  the  House  baa  had 

smple  opportunity  of   disoussing   the 

question  before  it,    Naw»  I  submit  with 

oonfideace  to  the  House  ^at,  in  future, 

the  House  will  look  at  this  question  of 

the  dotue  in  the  light  of  the  Bules  of 

P^pooedure  of  1882,  and  they  cannot  look 

St  these  Kules  without  takiug  into  ao- 

ooaat  that  an. important  Qhange  is  pro* 

posed  on  the  present  occasion.   It  seems 

to  ae  that  the  removal  of  the  words 

slt«  « adequate   debate,"  wiU    imply 

the  pobabilily   that  the  House  antici* 

pito  the  possibility  of  putting  the  Ques* 

turn  without  any  discussion  whatever; 

tMQsaee,  if  that  is  not  the  intention, 

then^  can  be  no  motive  in  removing  the 

voids.     I  will,  therefore,  without  dis^ 

<ii88ing  the  matter  further,  assume  that 

^  assuxanoes  we  have  rec^ved  from 

Kaisters^imply  that  tbey  ^u:e  going  to 

goisde  Che  point  raiaed  by  my  hon. 

'im  tl^  Me^Abe^lor  Sjiju^dwland  (Mr. 


Storey).  As  so  young  a  Membei;  of  the 
House,  I  should  not  have  interposed, 
had  I  not  considered  this  Amendment 
of  such  great  importance,  and  had  I  not 
believed  it  to  be  one  which  ought  to  be 
submitted  to  the  sense  of  the  House. 

Amendment  proposed  in  line  1  by  in- 
serting after  the  word  ''  proposed,"  the 
words  '^  and  after  adequate  debate.'' — 
{Mr.  SiiUmmU.) 

Question  proposed  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  :   I  have   fre- 

ritly  stated  that  there  is  no  desire  on 
part  of  the  Government  to  preveut 
debate  on  matters  before  the  House.  The 
House  itself  must  be  tjie  judge  of  the 
adequacy  of  discussion.  There  is  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr*  Whitbread)  which  pro- 
poses to  strike  out  the  consent  of  the 
Speaker,  and  when  that  is  disposed  of — 
and  I  hope  the  House  will  not  accept  the 
Aimendment,  however  great  the  authority 
of  the  hon.  Member  may  be — if  disposed 
of  in  the  negative;  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hants  (Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth)  will  move  the  Amendment  he 
has  on  the  Paper  in  wUch  he  says  that 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman  shall  have 
regard  to  the  general  sense  of  the  House 
or  of  the  Committee,  and  likewise  to  the 
fair,  and  reasonable  Privileges  of  the 
minority.  There  is  no  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Oovernment  to  interfere  with 
the  full  liberty  of  the  House,  provided 
licence  is  not  the  interpretation  of  the 
word  *  *  liberty."  The  object  the  Govern- 
ment  have  in  view  is  simply  to  regulate 

Business.    

Mb.  WHITBEEAD (Bedford):  After 
the  statement  made  by  the  Leader  of  the 
House  it  wUl,  I  think,  be  desirable  for 
my  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment for  the  present  in  the  view  of  the 
possibility  of  the  Government,  after  all, 
being  persuaded  to  aoc^t  t^e  Amend- 
ment which  stands  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  myself.  If 
that  should  be  accepted,  on  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman's  own  showing,  I  thmk 
it  would  be  desirable  for  some  words 
like  those  just  moved  to  be  inserted  in 
the  Resolution.  There  will  be  no  caiise 
for  the  declaration  of  the  House,  that  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  House  that  ade- 
quate discussion  should  take  place.  If 
the  present  Amendment  is  now  pressed 
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to  a  Division^  the  point  would  be  decided 
against  us,  and  it  would  not  be  in  Order 
to  make  the  proposal  again. 

Mb.  E8SLEM0NT  :  If  it  is  nnder- 
stood  that  we  shall  have  another  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  this  point,  I  with- 
draw my  Amendment  at  the  solioitaiion 
of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  PAENELL:  Without  preju- 
dicing the  Amendment  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  has  expressed  qualified  ap- 
proval, I  must  say  that  I  must  not  be 
taken  as  in  any  sense  agreeing  with  its 
adequacy.  The  hon.  Qentleman  (Mr. 
Esslemont)  must  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment without  prejudice  to  the  discussion 
of  the  point  which  his  Amendment 
raises.  I  think,  also,  the  debate  should 
be  adjourned  now,  in  order  that  we  may 
have  an  opportunity  of  considering  the 
statement  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. I  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  Amendment  now  before  the  House 
can  be  moved  hereafter  —  after  the 
Amendment  which  stands  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  has 
been  disposed  of.  The  Amendment  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Aberdeen  has 
moved  is  in  Order  where  it  is ;  but  I 
am  not  certain  that  it  would  be  in  Order 
after  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  has 
moved  his  Amendment. 

Me.  SPEAKER:  I  could  not  say  at 
what  particular  point  it  could  be  intro- 
duced ;  but,  no  doubt,  the  substance  of 
t  could  be  moved  hereafter. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  beg  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
^{Mr.  W.  E.  Smith.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Houia  adjoam«d  at  One  o'clock, 
till  Monday  next. 
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DOVER    (CORPORATION)     HARBOUE 

BILL. 

8B0OND    BXADnrO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Easl  STANHOPE,  in  movine  (hit 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  tn&e, 
said,  that  it  affected  only  the  Inner,  or 
Commercial,  Harbour  at  Doyer,  the 
control  of  which  it  proposed  to  tran^ 
to  the  Corporation  of  the  town.  At 
present,  the  Harbour  was  manwel  by 
a  Board  consisting  of  the  Lord  WMden 
of  the  Cinque  Ports,  two  members  of 
the  Corporation,  one  member  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  two  representatives  of 
the  two  Railway  Companies  having  ter- 
mini at  Dover,  and  a  representative  of 
the  Admiralty.  The  chief  business  of 
the  Board,  however,  was  managed  by  & 
local  committee  of  four  in  a  hole-and- 
corner  manner,  for  they  sat  with  closed 
doors,  and  published  no  accounts.  The 
Bill,  vdiich  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
Outer  Harbour,  was  supported  by  (he 
Corporation,  by  the  chief  traders,  and  bj 
the  great  majority  of  the  ratepayers  <^ 
Dover.  The  financial  condition  of  the 
present  Board  was  shown  by  the  fact 
that  they  had  to  raise  money  at  4^  per 
cent;  while  their  management  of  die 
Harbour  had  been  so  unsuccessful,  that 
the  amount  of  shipping  usiuff  the  Har- 
bour had  decreased  during  the  last  20 
years  by  262  vessels.  Thus,  though  the 
popxdation  of  Dover  in  1861  was  25,325, 
it  rose  in  1881  to  30,292 ;  the  rateable 
value  had  increased  by  55, 5 1 0  during  tiie 
same  period,  and  yet  the  shipping  had 
decreased  in  number.  It  had  been  as- 
serted that  the  Dover  railway  com- 
panies were  hostile  to  the  Bill.  It  would 
be  found  that  they  merely  formally  ob- 
jected to  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
in  order  to  obtain  a  loew  standi  hefbre 
the  Committee.  In  his  opinion,  there 
could  be  no  real  ground  of  objection  to 
a  measure  which  had  been  introduced 
for  the  purpose  of  transferring  the  Har- 
bour property  to  a  well-constituted  Oor- 
poration  whose  sole  object  would  be  to 
provide  additional  accommodation  for 
the  travelling  public.  It  was  hoped 
that,  by  better  management,  there 
would  be  more  traffic  and  trade  at 
Dover,  as  the  new  Board  would  be  able 
to  borrow  money  at  a  lower  rate  of  in- 
terest than  4i  per  cent— probably,  say, 
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at  3  per  cent — in  order  to  make  the  im- 
provements which  were  necessary  to  de- 
yelop  the  Harbour,  increase  the  shipping, 
and  generally  to  provide  greater  con- 
▼eniences  for  cross- Channel  traffic.  He 
contended  that  it  was  an  anomaly  that  a 
prosperous  town  like  Dover  should  have 
80  VBiy  little  control  over  their  own  har- 
bour. He  always  understood  that  it  was 
one  of  the  g^eat  principles  of  the  Party 
opposite  that  they  always  encouraged 
Iml  efiBorts  and  local  self-government ; 
bat  on  this  occasion  the  noble  Earl  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Earl  Gran- 
riUe)  seemed  to  have  forgotten  their 
oaidmal  principle,  as  he  had  given  No- 
tice of  opposition.  He  (Earl  Stanhope) 
oould  only  imagine  that  the  noble  Earl's 
opposition  was  due  not  to  amy  desire  to 
frorent  the  Second  Beading  of  the 
meaiurey  but  with  the  view  of  protect- 
iigtome  little  patronage  that  he  might 
m  as  Lord  Warden  ot  the  Oinque 
Bffto.  He  felt  assured  that  aU  objeo- 
tio&8  entertained  by  the  noble  Earl 
oould  be  removed  when  the  Bill  was  re- 
^arred  to  a  Oommittee ;  and  he  therefore 
now  begged  leave  to  move  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time. 


*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  W 
--{The  Earl  Stanhope.) 

Bael  GBANVILLE:  My  Lorde,  I 
rise  to  make  the  Motion  of  which  I  have 
given  Notice— namely,  that  the  BiU  be 
read  a  second  time  this  day  six  months, 
aad  in  doing  so,  it  ia  scarcely  neoessary 
for  me  to  d«ny  that  I  have  any  personal 
motiTe  in  so  doing.  As  Lord  Warden,  I 
am  9x  tfficio  the  Representative  of  the 
Ctown  on  the  Dover  Harbour  Board, 
with  which  this  Bill  deals.  The  other 
loembers  of  this  representative  Body 
»o  two  burgesses  elected  l^  the  Town 
Cormeil,  one  Bepreeentative  of  the  Board 
oi  Trade,  one  of  the  Admiralty,  and  one 
of  each  railway  company  having  ter- 
iMBi  at  Dover ;  the  number  of  the 
Board  being  seven.  The  two  Eepre« 
Bostativee  of  the  Gbvemment  on  the 
Harbour  Board  and  I  have  been  placed 
ma  great  difficulty.  If  the  Bill  is,  as 
H^peared  to  ns,  contrary  to  the  principles 
wMch,  up  to  this  time,  have  been  adopted 
by  saecesaive  Qovemments  and  by  Par- 
liament, and  has  no  primd  fade  recom- 
nwndations,  it  ought  to  be  stopped  by 
^  Goteinment.  But  if  a  clumge  of 
^ew8  recommends  itself  to  the  Gbvem- 

>>>^t,  we  aaked  ourselves  whether  we 


had  any  right  to  ask— and  we  certainly 
had  no  wish  to  see-^^-that  the  money  of 
the  Corporation    and  of  the   Harbour 
Board  should  be  spent  in  Parliamentary 
Committees,  instead  of  being  applied  to 
the  iMToper  purposes.    In  this  dilemma, 
I  applied  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  for  his  ad- 
vice, and  he,  in  the  straightforward  and 
courteous  way  which  has  marked  all  his 
communications  with  me,  gave  us  as  his 
opinion  that  we  ought  to  oppose  the 
Bill.    That  has  relieved  us  from  great 
embarrassment;    our  course    is  clear. 
But  it  has  not  made  me  less  anxious  to 
secure  the  object  without  wasteful  ex* 
penditure  of  the  funds  of  the  two  public 
bodies  at  Dover.       This   Private  Bill 
proposes  to  cancel  the  principal  provi- 
sions of  the  Public  Act  of  1861,  to  dis- 
solve the  Harbour  Board,  and  to  transfer 
the.  harbour  to  the  Dover  Corporation. 
The  Board  has  a  considerable  property, 
not  derived  from  any  local  dues,  but 
from  former  tolls  on  the  passing  trade. 
The  revenue  at  present  is  spent  in  im- 
provements on  the  Harbour,  and  in  re- 
ducing the  amount  of  dues  on  shipping 
entering  the  port.    A  Paper  has  been 
communicated  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
showing  the  great  improvements  which 
have  been  made  by  us,  and  the  excel- 
lence of  our  financial  position*    The  Bill 
proposes  to  transfer  all  the  property  and 
management  of  the  Harbour  to  the  Cor- 
poration, with  power  to  ^ply  the  income 
and  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  Harbour 
property  to  the  paying  off  of  the  town 
debts  and  the  improving  of  the  town — 
in  other  words,  to  tranter  property  held 
in  trust  for  public  purposes  to  a  Town 
Council,  whose  primary  interest  would 
be  in  the  town  and  not  in  the  Harbour 
purposes.     The  management  is  to  be 
confined  to  a  oommittee  of  the  Town 
Council,  with  the  same  representatives 
as  at  present,  of  the   Admiralty,  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  of  the  two  rail- 
way companies.    The  Lord  Warden  is 
to  be  removed,  and  the  Mayor  and  four 
more  Town  Councillors  are  to  be  added  to 
those  who  now  sit.  The  acts  of  the  com- 
mittee are  subject  to  the  Town  Council, 
and  the  Bepresentatives  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  will  have  no  place  which  is  su- 
preme.    With  regard  to  the  removal  of 
the  Lord  Warden  from  the  Board,   I 
may  say  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  and 
Lord  Palmerston— former  Lord  War- 
dens— took  especial  interest  in  the  work 
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of  the  Harbour.  I  have  tned  to  fol- 
low the  example  of  these  illustrious 
men  for  more  than  20  years.  I  believe, 
perhaps  too  fondlj,  l^at  my  indepead- 
enoe  of  all  local  interests,  and  the  facili- 
ties I  had  as  a  Bepresentative  of  the 
drown  for  communioating  with  succes- 
sive Gbvemments  of  all  politics  on  the 
business  of  the  Harbour,  and  thus  keeping 
the  Government  and  Board  in  harmony, 
has  made  me  of  some  use.  In  personal 
qualifications,  I  do  not  deny  that  a  town 
councillor  miffht  be  much  more  than 
equal  to  me ;  but,  in  the  course  of  na- 
tflure^  my  tenure  of  the  office  must  be 
short,  and  I  m^uoh  doubt  whether  even 
five  town  coundlloffs,  all  liable  to  be 
changed  every  year— an  important  cir- 
cumstance—would make  up  lor  the 
services  of  such  men  ae  ^e  Duke  of 
Wellington,  Lord  DaUtousie,  Lord  Pal- 
merston,  and  of  such  as  I  kope  will  be 
my  sucoBSSors.  I  know  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  is  of  opinion 
that  the  Lord  Warden  should  not  be  re- 
moved ;  but  I  pointed  out  to  him  that 
^ere  would  be  some  incongruity  in  ask- 
ing such  a  man  as,  for  instance,  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  to  be  a  member  of 
the  committee  of  theTownOouneil,under 
the  Mayor,  and  subject  to  the  absolute 
control  of  a  superior  body.  There  is 
now  an  intimation  that  the  Lord  War- 
den, the  Beju'eoentative  of  the  Grown, 
may  appoint  a  representative  of  himself ; 
but  the  privilege  would  not  be  of  much 
value,  as  his  nominee  would  be  in  the 
same  hopeless  minority  as  the  Bepresen- 
tatives  oi  ^e  Government  Departments. 
I  do  not  clearly  gathm  from  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Stanhope)  what  are  the 
primd  faa0  arguments  in  favour  ol  the 
Bill.  It  is  stated  that  the  Government 
Departments  have  come  to  an  agre^nent 
as  to  important  alterations.  Sut  with 
whom  ?  Neither  the  Town  Ooundl,  nor 
any  committee  appointed  by  them,  have 
been  consulted  or  know  anything  of 
these  alterations.  It  is  stated  that  the 
Town  Oouneil  can,  by  their  credit,  give 
pecuniary  aid  to  the  Harbour.  The  Har- 
bour Board  is  much  obliged  at  this  ad- 
ditional proof  of  the  proverb,  that  every- 
body likes  to  lend  to  the  ridi.  The  Har- 
bour Board  has  a  large  property,  they 
can  borrow  quite  as  cheaply  as  the  town, 
and  they  think  the  ofEer  a  poor  compen- 
sation for  the  power  claimed  to  use  the 
Harbour  property  for  town  uses.  It  is 
said  that  an  arrangement  baa  been  oome 
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to  with  tiie  railways.  It  is  possible 
that  this  has  been  done  privately;  but 
the  South  Eastern  Oompaay's  ^ppiag 
interest  is  in  Folkestone,  not  in  OoTer 
Harbour.  As  to  the  London  and  Chat- 
ham, they  may  be  asked,  *'  It  is  all  veij 
well  to  dMsemble  your  love,  but  why  do 
you  kick  me  downstairs  ?''  They  ha?e 
(ffesented  a  Petition  complainiii^,  among 
other  things,  of  the  gross  injustice  of 
the  composition  of  the  committee  d 
the  Town  Council  and  of  the  power 
reserved  to  the  Town  Oounoil.  All 
the  noble  Earl's  statements  arsi  if  I 
may  use  the  phrase,  begging  the 
question— assumptions.  ELe  asewiM 
that,  if  the  transfer  is  made  to  the  shift- 
ing body  of  the  Tawn  Ooundl  Coomultee, 
with  the  Qovemoient  Bepresentati?es  in 
a  helpless  minority,  great  results  inll 
flow — more  ships  in  an  improved  har- 
bour) and  greater  f  a(»litieB  for  eoati- 
nental  traffic^  If  these  antioipatioiiB 
have  any  solid  ground,  the  pveiont 
managpement  must  have  been  bad  is 
failing  to  secure  such  improvements. 
But  I  can  show  that  any  such  insinuatioii 
can  only  be  an  afterthought.  When  the 
Bill  was  first  proposed  to  the  lawn 
Oouneil,  the  proposer  stated  distini^jT} 
without  a  dissentient  voice  being  heard, 
that  there  was  no  complaint  against  the 
administraticin  of  the  Haii>0Qr  JSeord. 
Some  suck  complaints  have  since 
appeared,  founded  on  mis^stateaeat  of 
facts ;  but  the  noble  Lord  the  Preaid«Bt 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  14  days  ago, 
with  his  usual  courtesy,  confirmed  to  the 
deputation  whick  waited  upon  him,  ih^ 
assurance  <d,  the  proposer  of  the  Billet 
there  were  no  sueh  complainta,  and  he 
assured  us  that  we  were  not  in  any 
sense  on  our  defense.  Further,  than  tbii) 
an  overwhelming  nu^ori^  of  the  taden 
and  shipowners,  the  IooaI  parties  who 
are  interested  in  the  Harbour,  are 
opposed  to  the  ^1.  They  have  petitioned 
Parliament  against  it,  ur^g,  asoong 
odier  reasons,  that  it  is  unjust  to  ditevt 
Harbour  revenues  to  other  purpesss,  and 
objecting  to  the  management  being 
placed  in  the  hands  of  persons  whohave 
no  knowledge  whatever  of  the  datiee 
they  will  be  called  upon  to  pa^onO)  and 
who,  before  they  have  time  to  aoqoire 
that  knowledge,  might  all  besnpeiaeded 
by  others  no  bei^r  qualified  than  them- 
selves. A  considerable  number  ^  the 
most  important  ratcDayers  am  ^ 
against  it  ^   but  I  admit  that  a  m^ocity 
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are  io  its  ie^voxxr.     Indeed^  ii  would  be 

odd  if  they  ^era  not  to.    The  present 

Board  is  reprettntative  &ad  without  any 

peeoniary  interest*      Though  they  have 

always  endeaToured  to  benefit  the  town, 

when  oompatible  with  their  duty  to  th(e 

Harbour,  their  primary  object  has  been 

the  Harbour.    But  for  the  ratepajers, 

their  primary  interest  is  in  the  Borough ; 

and  it  is  nataral  that  they  should  be 

tempted  by  the  idea  of  discharging  the 

town  debts  and  of  improving  the  town 

by  mean*   of  the  Harbour  proper^, 

deiiTed  not  from  local  rates,  but  firavn 

^)hner  paissing  tolls..    Also  there  are 

tiMiay  rateipayers  facers- of  leases,  some 

of  which  wiU  shortly  expire,  and  there 

is  to  be  ftmad  in  1^  Bill  a  peculiar 

profinon    which    they   must    greatly 

•pprMiate.     I  do  not  thimk  that  I  oacn 

Weontradicted  in  saying i^at  the  trans- 

kis  contrary  to  the  principles  on  which 

^Boavd  of  Trade  and  Pariiament  hare 

aeiid  for  many  years  up  to  the  present 

kj.    In  some  places  harbours  uged  to 

kin  the  haiuls  of  Town  Gouncils,  and 

H  was  found  that  their  funds  were  often 

diTerted  to  local  purposes  of  a  different 

elisracter ;  and  th^^ore  since  the  passing 

of  the  Xown  Dues  Act,  the  efforts  of 

MMoMire  GKyvemmeats  hare  succees- 

My  placed  hafbours  in  independent 

Wds.    It  is  true  that  there  are  two 

smdl    porta -^King's    Lynn    and,    I 

befier^    Pirestou  —  where  the   money 

has  been  provided  by  security  on  the 

town  rates^   and  where,  naturally,  the 

nuksgement    rests     with    the   Town 

OoimdL    Bat  no  such  example  exists 

^h  regaid  to  large  national  harbours 

in  this  coontiT';  &y  are  all  managed 

by  independent  authorities,  and  ^at 

policy  has  always  been  upheld  by  Par- 

&uttssi    Your  Lorddups  will  have  re- 

vudrksd  t^t  my  contention  is,  that  this 

M  is  not  founded  on  any  charge  of 

aalradmiaifitration  by  the  present  Har- 

Wv  Board,  and   that  it  proposes  a 

p>hay  in  direct  oppoaiti)On  to  that  which 

m  been  advocated  by  suceeasiye  GK>- 

VMuments  and  by  Parliament  up  to  the 

P>QMnt  time,  aaid  that  no  arguments  of 

tty  weight  hate   been   advanced  for 

Mohaobwge.    Bat,  even  if  the  sub- 

>^^>^  of  tiie  Bill  was  good,  there  is  a 

pvvo  objection  of  form  which  must  be 

»t*ltoii  It  is  a  Private  Bill,  promoted 

>Qd4enly  atthe  latest  moment  consistent 

^  the  Standing  Orders.    This  Private 

''ittaaBoels  dsB  ptineipal  provisions  of  a 


I  public  Act  of  186 1.  Such  a  proposal, 
now  made  for  the  first  time,  is  contrary 
to  die  principles  and  practice  of  Private 
Bill  Legislation,  and  would,  as  many  of 
your  Lordships  must  be  aware,  have 
excited  the  lively  indignation  of  the  ' 
late  lamented  Lord  Sedesdale.  It  is 
certain  that  he  would  never  have  been 
a  party  to  it.  The  noble  Lord  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  will  pro- 
bably make  a  statement  to  your  Lord- 
shins.  I  know  that  he  is  hampered  by 
a  pledge  he  gave  to  the  Promoters  of 
the  BiU,  that  he  would  not  oppoee  the 
Bill.  It  was  shown  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  that^this  decision  was 
founded  on  exclusively  one-sided  infbr- 
matioB ;  but  what  I  would  request  the 
noble  Lord  to  ^ate  is,  whether,  at  the 
time  of  his  decision,  his  attention  had 
been  called,  or  whether  it  had  occurred 
to  him,  that  this  Bill  is,  as  I  have  said, 
contrary  to  tiw  priwuples  and  to  the  prac- 
tice of  Private  Bill  Legislation  in  thm 
House,  dealing  in  the  manner  it  does 
with  a  public  Aot.  I  think  I  have  a 
right  to  i4>peal  to  the  noble  Duke  the 
Ohairman  of  Committees,  wheliier  it  is 
in  his  opinion  well  to  create  such  an  in- 
novation ;  and  I  would  extend  the  appeal 
to  noble  and  learned  Lords  who  have 
studied  and  obeexved  the  ways  of  Uiis 
House.  It  has  been  urged  that  the 
principle  of  this  Bill  is  a  great  one-^ 
namely,  the  extension  of  local  govern- 
ment. I  am  in  favour  of  such  a  prin- 
ciple, and  I  think  it  desirable  that 
municipalities  shotild  have  increased 
power ;  but  the  principle  of  self  •govern- 
ment is  that  those  who  pay  should  be 
represented  in  the  body  that  spends 
their  money,  not,  as  it  will  be  in  this 
case,  the  money  of  others;  but  the 
question  remains  whether  this  extension 
should  be,  in  this  partictidar  direction, 
by  means  of  a  Private  Bill.  If  the  Go- 
vernment think  this  change  of  policy 
should  be  adopted,  tiiey  should  propose 
a  pubHo  enactment  dealing  with  the 
general  question.  But  even  if  they 
dirink  from  being  logical,  and  pref^ 
to  make  the  experiment  at  first  only  in 
one  instance,  let  them  give  that  experi- 
ment the  best  chance.  Let  Olasgow  or 
Liverpool  try  it  with  their  great  and 
powe^ul  Corporations.  The  Corporation 
of  Dover  is  most  respectable ;  but  it  is 
only  the  ruling  body  of  a  small  town 
which  cannot  Ira  put  in  comparison  with 
tha  gceat  cities  I  have  named  ia  import^ 
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ance,  wealth,  or  popnlfttioD;  aod,  on 
the  other  hand,  Dorer  Harbour  is  not  a 
mere  local  harbour.  It  is  a  national 
port,  and  one  of  the  chief  highways  to 
the  Continent.  It  is  stron^Ij  fortified. 
A  great  extension  of  the  Harbour  has 
been  sanctioned  for  Imperial  purposes, 
and  the  If  st  Oommittee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  recommended,  in  aocordanoe 
with  Minutes  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Board  of  Trade,  that  it  should  be  placed 
under  the  present  Board,  strengtheaed, 
not  by  more  members  of  the  Corpora* 
tion,  but  by  more  Bepresentatives  of  the 
Govemmeat  Departments.  I  venture 
to  say  to  your  Lordships,  do  whatevor 
may  be  right,  but  do  it  in  the  right 
way.  This  House  is  subject,  like  other 
institutions,  periiaps  more  so,  to  cri* 
tioisms,  sometimes  of  a  friendly,  some* 
times  of  a  hostile  character.  I,  like 
others  of  your  Lordships,  hare  not 
shrunk  in  this  House  and  out  of  it, 
sometimes  before  most  unfayoorable 
audiences,  to  defend  it  against  accusa- 
tions which  seemed  to  be  unjust.  One 
of  our  battle>horses  has  always  been  the 
admirable,  judicial  conduct  by  this 
House  of  its  Private  Business ;  I  appeal 
to  your  Lordships  whether  we  have  yet 
heard  any  single  argument  in  favour  of 
the  advantage,  the  importaaoe,  aad  the 
urgency  of  tiiis  Bill,  to  induce  you  to 
abandon  all  the  time-honoured  traditions 
of  our  Private  Bill  Legislation  in  this 
Assembly,  in  order  to  encourage  such  a 
measure  as  this.  The  noble  Earl  con- 
duded  by  moving  the  Amendmont  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment     moved,    to    leave    out 

i'^now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
lotion  ('*  this  day  six  months.")— (^^ 
£arl  Granville.) 

The  president  op  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Lord  STiinuiT  of  Pusroir) 
said,  the  matter  was  not  one  of  suoh 
great  dimensions  as  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (Earl  Qranville)  appeared  to  have 
assumed,  and  the  course  that  had  been 
adopted  was  not  contrary  to  the  public 
interest,  or  to  the  usual  course  pursued 
in  questions  of  the  kind.  Notwith- 
standing what  the  noble  Eaii  had  said, 
he  (Lord  Stanley  of  Preston)  contended 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  neither  had, 
nor  was  it  their  fox^vince  to  take  up  a 
position  antagonistic  to  the  Harbour 
Board  on  the  one  hand,  or  one  of  en- 
oouxagement  to  the  promotion  o£  this 

JEarl  Granville 


measure  on  the  other.  Having  regsrd 
to  precedent,  they  had  looked  only  to 
the  general  feeling  of  the  town  in  ths 
matter,  and,  doing  so,  there  was  reason 
why  the  Board  should  not  oppose  the 
Bill  ah  initio^  but  should  allow  it  to  be 
subjected  to  thorough  investigation,  and 
to  stand  or  fall  by  its  own  merit.  He 
could  join  the  noble  Earl  in  the  tribvte 
he  had  paid  to  the  Dover  Harbour 
Board,  as  to  the  manner  in  which  ihst 
body  had  carried  on  its  financial  and 
other  work ;  but,  while  he  said  that,  h» 
could  not  disguise  from  himtfeU  the  faet 
that  there  was  a  strong  feeling  in  the 
town  that  there  had  net  been  that  ad- 
vance as  to  harbour  fiicilities  in  the  Foii 
of  Dover  whioh  might  have  been  ex- 
pected,  and  which  the  current  trade  of 
the  ^lace  demanded;  and  it  was  felt 
that  if  the  Harbour  was  in  the  hands  of 
persons  who  were  more  deeply  oonoenied 
in  the  interests  and  trade  of  tlie  port— 
who  wouU  take  a  more  lively  int^est  ia 
its  afiiairs,  and  who  would  have  the  power 
of  raising  loans  on  the  larger  security 
of  the  Borough  ratee— great  advantages 
would  be  gained.  When  the  matter  came 
before  him  in  December  last,  he  sag' 
gested  that  eerUin  alterations  should  be 
made  in  the  Bill,  and  that  it  should,  be- 
forepassing,  bereferred to  a  HybiidGom* 
mittee  of  either  House  for  consideratiofi. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  course  takes 
was  ezceptional,  further  than  that,  in 
this  case,  there  were  naval  and  mihtsiy 
considerations  mixed  up  with  the  muni- 
cipal and  commercial  question ;  but  the 
Bill  would  not  interf^tre  wiik  the  outer 
roadstead  or  the  Admiralty  Pier,  and  it 
was  not  opposed  by  the  Naval  and  Mili- 
tary Authorities.  He  had  a  list  of  20 
cases  in  which  CSorporationa  acted  ss 
ELarbour  Authcnities ;  and  there  were 
other  cases  in  which  Corporations,  al- 
though they  were  not  themselves  the 
Harbour  Authorities,  jmmotioally  con- 
trolled those  who  were.  The  promoters  of 
the  Bill,  he  believed,  wears  quite  ready  to 
adopt  a  clause  to  secure  that  the  Harbour 
dues  should  always  be  applied  to  Hs^ 
hour  purposes;  and,  thercSfore,  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  allowed  the  Bill  to  go  for- 
ward. He  did  not  appear  as  eidier  die 
advocate,  or  the  opponent  of  the  Bill. 
At  the  same  time,  he  felt  very  strongly 
that  where  a  town  was  endeavouringf 
and  making  strenuous  efforts  toincreaee 
the  trading  facilities  of  its  port,  and 
doing  so  in  amanner  whioh^  as  it  seemed 
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to  him,  did  not  appear  to  inierfsre  with 
other  pnbHo  interests,  it  was  not  the 
duty  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  stand  in 
tiie  way.  He  believed  their  Lordships 
would  be  well  advised  if  they  allowed 
the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time,  as,  in 
that  ease,  another  tribunal  could  deal 
with  the  eomplioated  points  at  issue,  and, 
after  inquiry  of  that  kind,  their  Lord- 
ships would  be  in  a  position  more 
dearly  to  determine  whether,  on  the 
whole,  the  points  advanced  by  the 
Boble  Eari  were  such  as  outweighed 
the  general  considerations  in  favour  of 
&eBiU. 

Thb  Earl  op  SELBOENE  said,  he 
opposed  ^e  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
o&the  ground  that  no  reply  had  been 
jpren  to  the  objection  of  hia  noble 
Fnead  (Earl  Qranrille) ;  that  the  Bill 
vw  practically  a  private  measure  which 
mmosed  to  interfere  with  a  body  which 
m  been  created  by  a  public  Act  for 
fttUic  purposes,  and  reasons  of  national 
Import.  No  one  could  doubt  that  if  it 
vers  impossible  to  separate  the  manage- 
fflSBt  of  the  Inner  Harbour  from  that  of 
the  Roadstead  local  interests  must  be 
nbordinated  to  those  of  the  nation.  He 
objected  to  pubKc  legislation  being  re- 
pealed by  means  of  private  Bills,  oon- 
sMering  it  a  most  dangeroue  thing,  as 
the  li^r  had  not  the  same  safe- 
goivds. 

LoBB  GBIMTHOBPB  said,  it  was 
important  to  adhere  to  principle  in  these 
matters,  and  the  principle  which  had 
been  firmly  established  ibr  many  years 
in  appointing  Harbour  Boards  was 
that  of  having  them  elected  expressly 
ibr  Harbour  purposes.  He  had  re- 
eeited  that  morning  a  paper  which  had 
^e  appearanoe  of  coming  ftom  his  own 
^de  of  the  House ;  but  it  had  led  him 
to  the  conclusion  that  he  should  vote 
against  the  second  reading  unless  there 
vte  more  to  be  said  for  it  than  he  had 
heard  yet. 

Sail  STANHOPE  said,  he  could  as- 
Mre  their  Lordships  that  the  Harbour 
finances  would,  if  the  Bill  passed,  be 
wfely  distinct  from  those  of  the  local 
government  of  the  town,  and  that  no 
W  of  the  Harbour  property  would  be 
Jevoted  to  Corporation  uses.  As  to 
^  objection  raised  regarding  the  re- 
1J»1  of  a  PubHo  Act  by  a  Private  Bill, 
he  miffht  say  that  ^he  Admiraliy  had 
^•ted  that  the  provisions  of  the  bover 
Btthour  Act  of  1 882  should  be  repealed. 


I  But,  at  any  rate,  the  noble  Duke  the 
I  Chairman  ot  Committees  (the  Duke  of 
Buckingham  and  Chandos)  had,  after 
full  consideratian,  allowed  the  Bill  to 
proceed  to  a  Second  Beading,  and,  there* 
fore,  had  practically  over-ruled  the  ob- 
jection. 

Tke  Eabl  of  ElMBEBLEY  said, 
he  trusted  some  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  offer  some  reply  to  the 
Kint  raised  by  his  noble  and  learned 
lend  (the  Eaj4  of  Selbome)  in  regard 
to  a  matter  of  great  national  import* 
ance.  The  only  important  harbour 
mani^ed  by  a  Corporation  was  that  of 
Bristol.  

Eabl  OBANYILLE  asked  if  they 
were  to  have  no  further  declaration  of 
the  views  of  the  Qovemment  on  this 
matter  ?  He  was  entirely  in  ignorance 
whether  they  were  going  to  support  or 
vote  against  the  ordinary  principle  and 
practice  of  both  Houses  with  regard  to 
rrivate  Bills  overlapping  public  mea* 
sures. 

The  prime  MINISTER  aot  SE- 
ORBTARYop  STATE  por  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Samsbuet) 
said,  he  had  always  been  brought  up  to 
believe  that  these  matters  were  not  to 
be  made  Party  measures. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  had  not 
sought  to  make  this  a  Party  matter. 

G&B  MABQinsfs  OP  SALISBURY  said, 
it  was  a  question  of  the  practice  of  the 
House.  As  to  the  remarks  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Selbome),  he  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) must  say  he  had  the  greatest 
possible  respect  for  him;  but  he  had 
always  thought,  when  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench,  and  when  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  was  Lord  Chancellor, 
that  he  was  a  little  of  a  formalist  in 
these  matters,  and  he  thought  so  still. 
He  thought  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
wrong  then,  and  he  thought  him  wrong 
still.  He  thought  the  House  might 
judge  of  these  matters  for  itself,  and  to 
declare  that  something  laid  down  by  a 
Public  Act  could  never  be  infringed 
upon  by  a  Private  Bill,  was  to  lay  down 
a  rule  whidi  could  not  possibly  be 
observed,  and  which  was  absolutely  un- 
tenable in  practice.  It  was  obvious  that 
any  kind  of  Private  Bill  Legislation  must 
upset  •  something  which  had  been  pro- 
vided by  Public  Statute,  and  such  a 
doctrine  as  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
had  attempted  to  lay  down  was  abac- 
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lutely  usfitted  to  the  practice  of  the 
House.  The  matter  was  one  that 
depended  a  good  deal  upon  detaile 
which  could  he  argued  better  hefore  a 
Priyate  Bill  Oommifttee  than  in  that 
Houee.  It  seemed  to  him  to  be  emi- 
nently a  Bill  which  was  fitted  to  be 
dealt  with  by  a  Private  Bill  Committee. 
If  he  were  aslrod  whedier  he  would  vote 
in  favour  of,  or  against,  the  Bill 
becoming  law,  he  might  have  some 
difficulty  in  giving  a  final  answer  at 
present;  but  he  was  not  asked  that 
question.  He  was  asked  whether  it  was 
not  a  Bill  that  ought  to  be  decided  by  a 
I^ivate  Bill  Committee ;  and  as  this  was 
a  matter  which  was  to  be  argued  out 
before  the  prop w  tribunal,  he  would  say 
that  the  Bill  ought  to  be  sent  before 
a  Select  Committee.  The  matter  was 
one  which  depended  a  good  deal  upon 
details,  npoo  the  evidence  of  individuals; 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  more  proper 
that  it  should  be  argued  in  a  Committee 
than  before  that  House. 

LoBi>  HEBSCHELL  said,  it  was  not 
a  mere  question  of  a  Private  Bill  inter- 
fering with  the  enactments  of  a  PobHc 
Bill.  It  was  a  question  of  a  Private 
Bill  introduced  by  a  Corporation,  ioat  the 
purpose  of  taking  to  themselves  the 
property  of  a  Body  constituted  by  a 
Public  Act  for  a  public  purpose.  There 
was  no  precedent  for  such  a  course  of 
procedure  as  that,  and  no  case  had  been 
cited  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley 
of  Preston)  of  its  ever  having  been  done. 
If  they  passed  the  Bill,  they  would  lay 
down  a  precedent  which  might  be 
followed  by  every  town  possessing  a 
harbour. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  (Lord 
HALSBiraT)  said,  he  was  bound  to  call 
their  Lordships'  attention  to  the  i^ct 
that  there  were  precedents  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment  of   a  Public  Act  by 

Private  legislation.  The  case  of  the 
'hames  Embankment  and  the  Metro- 
politan District  Railway  went  to  prove 
there  was  no  absolute  and  inflexible 
rule  against  infringing  Public  Acts  in 
a  Private  Bill. 

LoBD  HER8CHELL  said,  he  must 
point  out  that  what  he  said  was  that 
there  was  no  precedent  for  a  Private 
Bill  taking  away  from  a  PubMe  Authority 
powers  which  it  possesses,  and  which 
had  been  conferred  upon  it  by  Act  of 
Parliament. 

The  Uarqueu  •/  Salishury 


On  Question,  Thai  ''now"  ttwid 
part  of  the  Motion?  their  Loidships 
i^tvi^di:— Contents  50;  Not-contenta 
45 :  Migority  5. 

B$ioh$d  in  the  Affirmaihv. 

Bill  read  2'  accordingly. 

ARmr-BOYAL  MILITARy  COLLEGE, 
SANDHTTRST,  AND  ROYAL  MILITARY 
ACADEMY,  WOOLWICH— REPORT  OP 
THE  BOARD  OF  VIBIT0R8. 

QXJSSXXON.      OBSaSBYATIOSrS.. 

The  Eabl  of  STRAFJFOED,  in  rising 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  any  of  the  reoommsn- 
dations  of  the  Board  of  YisKtors  at  the 
Boyal  Military  College,  Sandlnirst,  and 
the  Boyal  MiHtary  Academy,  Woobmh 
(presented  to  Parliament  in  1^86)^  hors 
been  or  are  likely  to  be  carried  outi 
said,  he  wished  to  point  out  tiiat  the 
Beport  of  the  Board  ai  Yiaitors  on  tbe 
Boyal  Military  College,  Sandhurst,  im 
1886  stated  that  the  annual  inspeotioE 
was  made  on  the  30th  of  June  last.  The 
health  of  the  cadets  was  reported  good, 
the  average  daily  number  of  stck  bemg 
8*78  on  an  svera^e  strength  of  ^. 
Discipline  was  also  good,  anpunetnalt^ 
being  the  principal  shortcoming;  The 
conduct,  tone,  and  spiiit  weve  also  stated 
to  be  good.  The  Board  reoommeaded 
that  a  sword  of  honour  should  be  giFen 
to  the  best  conducted  of  those  about 
to  get  a  commission,  as  at  WoolwioL 
Shooting  with  the  rifle  and  revolver 
were  reported  good,  owing  to  man/ 
cadets  belonging  vohintarily  to  a  rifle 
club.  The  Board  reootnoiended  for 
consideration  that  a  practical  OHirse  of 
shooting  with  botih  wei^xme  should  be 
introduced  as  a  Tdantary  snbjeot^cnd 
that  the  cadets  should  have  rifle  bsizv^ 
tion,  witii  a  view  to  their  utility  with 
their  regiments.  It  was  further  pointed 
out  that  the  quartermaster,  who  acted 
for  both  Staff  and  Cadet  Colleges  in 
that  capacity,  and  as  acting  Onhianoe 
and  Conmiissariat  Officer,  only  received 
the  pay  of  an  Infantry  quartermaster. 
This  case  appeared  to  be  yery  exoep- 
tional,  and  the  Board  were  of  opinion 
that  it  required  exceptional  treatment 
Then  there  was  tiie  question  of  gas  in 
the  riding  school  The  Board  &dly«on- 
curved  in  the  reoommendaJion  #at  ft^ 
introduotion  and  use  of  gas  would  make 
it  possible  for  riding  diMses  to  ba  ho» 
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on  whiter  aftenioottfl.    In  regard  to  the 
diaiiges  in  hospital  arrangements,  he 
rtouirked  that  the  previoae  reeommen* 
dations  of  the  Board  had  been  fully 
carried  out,  and  the  medical  officer  was 
oompletely  satisfied  with  the    present 
arrangements.      The  furniture  in  the 
cadets'   ante*rooms  was  certainly  un£t 
for  further  use,  and  the  Board  recom- 
mended this  as  a  case  for  favourable 
consideration.     The  clerks'  and  mess 
meeting  rooms  were  devoid  of  venti- 
lation, and  lighted   only  by  skylights 
whieh  did  not  open;  they  were  imfit 
for   habitation.      The    Board    recom« 
meedttd  the  opening  out  of  a  window 
in  each  roomy  which  oould  be  done  at 
a  amali  expense  aad  would  look  welL 
The  Board  also  reoommended  a  new 
TtoC  for  the  raoqoel-oourt,  as  the  de- 
fadxre  and  leaky  condition  of  the  old 
OSS  rendered  the  oourt  useless  in  wet 
mtftee,  when  it  was  moat  needed.  The 
fioDer  reeommendations  which  had  not 
rMtved  attention  were  (1)  aocommo- 
dstum  of  the  servants  in  the  College 
estate^  whieh  was  desirable  botii  from  a 
ditoii^innry  and  sanitary  view ;  (2)  pro- 
visien  of  lovaioiy  and  dressing  room 
id|oinin|p  gymnasium,  the  cost  of  which 
was  propoaed  to  be  equally  divided  be- 
tween the  War  Department  andtheBoyal 
IkfihtaEyOoUege  Mess  Fund.  With  these 
exanilions  the  Board  were  highly  gra« 
tified  with  the  result  of  the  inqseotion. 
The  visit  to  Woolwich  Academy  was 
made  on  July  2,  1886.     In  this  case 
it  wan  fbnnd  that  the  normal  number 
oltanna  (two)  per  year  and  the  oourses 
of  study  had  betti  retnrxMd  to,  the  ex- 
tiaordiMry  eireumstanoe  of  the  last  two 
years  having eeased.    The  deficient  ao* 
eoDunodntioin  for  cadets   was  strongly 
iSBuaked  upon  by  the  Board.    There 
wore  280  oaaete  on  the  roll — 80  over  the 
MlabUditment— 22  rooms  h<dding  three 
cadets  each.    At  the  last  visit  of  the 
Boardi  15  rooms  held  three  cadets  each, 
tad  on  that  occasion  the  Board  animad< 
verted  on  the  arrangement,  whieh  for- 
bids privacy  to  the  cadets,  and  prevents 
the  erection  of  partitions  in  the  rooms. 
The  eonduot  of  uie  cadets  was  goodt  the 
Isige  number  of  terms,  numbmng  16, 
which  were  lost  being  attributable  to 
the  admission  of  nearly  all  Qualified 
cendidates.     The   reception  of  cadets 
loffanng  fiom  illnesses  of  an  infeeiaous 
oidflt,  or  requiiing  isolation,  was  at  the 
Herbert  HospitaL     The   Governor  of 


the  Boyal  Military  Academy,  who  had 
no  control  here,  stated  that  ^e  acoom* 
modation  was  only  that  of  a  private 
soldier.  The  Board  most  fully  endorsed 
his  recommendation  that  a  private  room 
should  be  fitted  up  for  the  accommoda- 
tion of  cadets  so  suffering.  The  hoi- 
water  supply  to  the  bath  rooms  was 
still  deficient,  although  reoommended 
by  the  Board  on  two  previovM  oeca« 
sions.  The  daily  average  of  siok  was 
shown  to  be  2*9  on  an  average  of  219 
cadets. 

The     under     8E0EETAEY     of 
STATE  Fon  WAR  (Lord  Habsib).  in 
reply,  said,  the  recoounendationB  of  the 
Board  of  Visitors,  of  which  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Strafford)  was  Chair- 
man, were  considered  so  important  by 
the  present  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
the  War  Office,  and  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  that  they  had   endeavoured,  as 
largely  and  rapidly  as  possible,  to  carry 
out  the  changes  reoommended  in  the 
Report ;  but  he  was  sorry  to  say  they 
had  not  been  able  to  carry  out  i^  the 
changes  in  such  a  way  as  the  Report 
suggested.     The  difficulty   of   finding 
sufficient  sleeping  accommodation    for 
the  number  of  cadets  at  .Woolwich  was 
one  of  funds.  The  estimate  for  the  work 
was  £22,000,  but  it  was  not  practicable 
to  find  the  money  at  present,  in  view  of 
many  other  Services  of  an  even  more 
urgent  character.  An  arrangement  was, 
however,  in  contemplation  for  reducing 
the  leogth  of  the  course,  by  whieh  the 
number  of  cadets  at  onie  time  would  be 
reduced,  thereby  increasing  the  accom- 
modation for  those  who  were  there.  The 
room  at  the  Herbert  Hospital  which  the 
Board  suggested  shoula  be  fitted  up 
for  the  reception  of  cases  of  infectious 
disease,  was,  he  regretted  to  say,  not 
available  at  present,  but  as  soon   as 
possible  the  matter  would  be  dealt  with. 
With  regard  to  Sandhurst,  nearly  all  die 
recommendations  had  been  carried  out. 
It  had  been  determined  to  confer  some 
distinction,  as  a  sword  ol  honour,  on  the 
best-conducted  cadet  of  those  about  to 
be  commissioned  at  the  end  of  each  half- 
year.      Ammunition  for  voluntary  re- 
volver shooting  had  been  issued  to  the 
cadets,  but  it  had  not  been   thought 
neoeseary  to  make  shooting  a  part  of  the 
course;    The  recommendations  with  re- 
gard to  Woolwich  would  be  carried  out 
by  the  War  Department  as  rapidly  as 
circumstances  permitted. 
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THE  CURRENCY,   GOLD  AND  SILVER 

(ROYAL  COMMISSION). 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Duke  of  MAELBOEOUGH,  in 
rising  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  terms  of  referenoe  in  the  instruc- 
tions to  the  Eojal  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed 21st  September,  1886,  to  inquire 
into  matters  connected  with  the  currency 
of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland ;  and  to  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  If  they  would  consent  to 
amend  the  terms  of  reference  for  the 

fiurpose  of  including  in  the  scope  of  the 
nquir  J  before  the  Commission  a  special 
reference  to  Agriculture,  namely,  as  to 
whether  the  appreciation  of  gold  and 
the  difference  in  the  exchange  value  of 
the  rupee  in  England  and  in  India  had 
had  any  special  effect  on  the  agricultural 
industry  of  the  United  Kingdom ;  and 
whether  the  continued  fall  in  the  value 
of  all  agricultural  produce,  and  conse- 
quently of  the  selling  value  of  land  in 
England  and  Ireland,  was  in  any  degree 
attributable  to  a  disturbance  of  values 
brought  by  currency  complications  ?  said, 
he  had  very  great  hesitation  in  bringing 
the  subject  before  their  Lordships,  not 
only  on  account  of  the  extremely  unin- 
viting character  of  the  subject  and  the 
difficulty  of  dealing  sufficiently  with  all 
its  details,  but  also  because  it  was  one 
that  required  a  long  and  careful  state- 
ment. Questions  connected  with  the 
currency  had  formed  the  subject  of  in- 
quiry to  many  persons,  and  at  the  present 
time  a  great  portion  of  the  Press,  espe- 
cially in  the  North  of  Eogland,  was  filled 
with  daily  contributions  on  this  subject 
from  persons  who  were  connected  with 
trade  and  agriculture.  The  subject  had 
been  brought  prominently  to  the  notice 
of  their  Lordships  in  the  report  of  the 
late  Lord  Iddesleigh's  Commission  on 
the  Depression  of  Trade.  It  had  been 
brought  to  his  (the  Duke  of  Marl- 
borough's) attention  in  attempting  to 
arrive  at  some  ground  for  explaining  to 
himself  the  reasons  for  the  great  com- 
mercial depression  which  had  extended 
over  every  branch  of  our  industries.  In 
studying  the  question  it  appeared  to  him 
— as  it  did  to  that  Commission — that  the 
appreciation  of  gold  and  the  difference 
in  the  exchange  value  of  the  rupee  in 
England  and  in  India  had  a  wider  bear- 
ing on  the  existing  depression  than  was 
sometimes  acknowledged.  There  was 
nothing  more  certain  than  that  the  one 


object  which  they  shooid  seek  to  a^ 
rive  at  was  the  stability  of  falue.  As 
this  country  became  more  divided  by  an 
advancing  civilisation  into  the  two  dssses 
of  creditor  and  debtor,  of  d^ital  and 
labour,  it  became  more  and  more  neces- 
sary that  the  relations  between  them 
should  be  of  a  fixed  and  permanent  eha- 
racter.  Operation  after  generatiot 
pledged  the  credit  of  the  future  genera- 
tion which  Buooeeded ;  and  nnlaes  tbe 
medium  of  exchange  which  was  th« 
standard  of  value  was  of  a  fixed  character 
the  one  class  would  suffer  fortbeadnn- 
tage  of  the  other.  Now,  it  was  lui 
object  to  lay  before  their  Loidahipi 
certain  arguments  and  reasons  wfaieh 
bore  upon  the  subject  from  the  point  d 
view  of  whether  any  one  of  those  in- 
terests had  suffered  to  the  advantage  of 
the  other.  History  taught  that  stability 
of  value  in  trade  was  the  invariable  a&- 
oompaniment  of  political  quiet  and  oon- 
tentment,  and  wherever  we  found  the 
classes  engaged  in  trade  suffering  ia 
their  manufactures  there  one  alwayi 
found  political  unrest  and  disquiet  Tbi 
fluctuations  in  trade  and  in  the  exchangei 
of  value  had  berai  aptly  compared  witk 
the  diurnal  phenomena  of  oceans  and 
storms.  Of  sueh  phenomena  Lord  Liver- 
pool was  an  early  observer ;  for  it  was 
in  1805— he  (the  Duke  of  Marlboreog^) 
thought— that  he  (Lord  Liverpool)  laid 
down  his  theories  as  to  the  principled 
upon  which  our  currency  should  be 
based.  He  was  unfortunately  aeoepted 
as  a  true  prophet  in  his  day,  but,  Befe^ 
theless,  he  spoke  with  hesitation  as  to 
the  consequenoes  of  his  theory  and  the 
results  of  the  le^slatton  he  proposed. 
On  page  161  of  his  letter  he  said-^ 

'*  I  do  not  pretend  that  a  new  ifiteia  ^ 
coinage  founded  on  the  principlee  whidi  1  ht^ 
endeavoared  to  establish  will  be  in  all  respectf 
perfect  ;  for  the  nature  of  the  sabject  do«i  not 
admit  of  absolate  perfiootion.  I  am  lenin^ 
that  it  wiU  be  liable  to  the  first  of  theio^tf- 
f  ectiona  stated  in  an  earlier  put  of  this  letttt 
—that  ia,  that  the  metal  of  which  this  Btandsrd 
coin  or  principal  measure  of  property  ia  to  be 
made  wQlTary  in  its  value  in  successire  periods, 
even  with  respect  to  itself.  It  has  been  sbo«ii 
that  this  imp^ection  ia  so  inhezent  in  the  ^ 
ject  that  it  does  not  admit  of  a  remedy.  Tmi 
variation  may  bo  occasioned  either  by  ftgr»^ 
or  less  production  of  the  mines  from  whi^<«* 
or  othor  of  theee  preoioiu  motala  is  obtaioed. 

When,  however,  Lord  Liverpool's  Iegi«- 
lation  was  adopted  by  this  country,  the 
enormous  expansion  in  the  Tolume  d 
trade  was  not  and  never  could  have  been 
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foreaeea  aaxy  more  than  the  enormous 
effects  brought  about  b  j  the  introduction 
of  steam  and  eleotrioitj  in  altering  the 
whole  conditions  of  our  mercantile  ar- 
nogentents.    Now,  the  important  fact 
with  regard  to  this  question  was  that  as 
the  volume  of  trade  had  expanded  the 
¥<^um6  of  the  currency  had  remained 
the  same.    It  was  manifest  that  if  the 
Tc^ame  of  produce  decreased  very  rapidly 
and  the  yohune  of  currency  remained 
itagaairt  priees  would  rise ;   wherever, 
00  the  other  hand,  the  body  of  currency 
(k'aiiniahed  and  the  volume  of  produce 
iocreaaed  th^re  was  a  falL  The  question 
then  arose  in  what  degree  the  depression 
of  trade  since  1870  had  been  brought 
sbont  by  a  scarcity  of  the  currency.    He 
thoB^t  that  it  could  be  shown  thai  the 
wh^of  our  commercial  and  agricultural 
depression  was  owing  to  the  appreciation 
otthe  gold  standard.    From  statistics 
wkieh  were  available  it  could  at  once  be 
MM  whether  the  production  of  gold  was 
iscreaBing  in  a  sufficient  ratio  as  cmn- 
jarsd  with  the  increasing  volume    of 
tittde.     Previous  to  the  year  1870  the 
kuge  dtsooveries  of  gold  in  California 
and   in   Australia    hatd    caused    some 
£^,000^000  of  gold  to  be  poured  into 
Bnrope.    Since  1870,  however,  the  pro- 
daetion  oi  gold  had  fallen  to  £17,000,000 
annually,  nearly  one^half  of  which  was 
absorbed  by  the  arts.  Therefore,  during 
the  last  16  years  there  had  only  been 
fome  £130,000,000  of  gold  available  for 
tiiie  onrrency  of  the  world.    Moreover, 
duriag  the  whole  of  that  time  there 
had  been  great  demands  made  upon 
the  gold  resources^     Thus,  since  1873 
Qsnnany  had  consumed   £80,000,000, 
the  United  States  £100,000,000,    and 
Italy   £20,000,000  in    replacing   their 
rilver  by  a  gold  currency,   making  a 
total  of  £200,000,000  of  gold  which  had 
1>6en  absorbed  by  those  three  nations. 
Daring  the  same  period  India  had  like- 
wise absorbed  some  £4,000,000  of  gold 
amually.    NoUiing  was  more  curious 
in  connection  with  that  question  than  the 
bet  that  the  output  of  gold  and  silver 
taken  together  had  hardly  varied  at  all 
daring  the  period  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred.   In  1870  the  output  of  gold  was 
£21,500,000,     and    in     188&    it    was 
£17,000,000;  whereas  in  1870  the  out- 
pat  of  stiver  was  £10,333,000,  and  in 
1885  it  was  £21,000,000.      Therefore, 
te  combined  output  of  gold  and  silver 
was  £31,700,000  in  1870  and  £38,000,000 

YOL.  OOCXI.    [thihd  sebibs.] 


in  1885.  These  figures  showed  a  slow 
but  healthy  growth  in  mining  industries 
which  was  consistent  with  the  rise  in  the 
volume  of  trade.  Therefore,  if  silver 
had  not  been  demonetized  we  should  not 
have  sufiPered  from  the  great  commercial 
crisis  through  which  we  were  now  pass- 
ing. A  well-known  Member  or  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  had  delivered 
an  address  on  this  subject  which  was 
well  worthy  of  attention.  Mr.  Samuel 
Smith,  M.P.,  in  referring  to  the  fall  in 
the  value  of  gold  and  silver  taken  to- 
gether, said — 

**  Allowing  that  there  are  about  equal  values 
of  tho  two  metalt  in  the  world,  in  place  of  gold 
valaes  falling  40  per  cent  and  silTer  values  10 
per  cent,  in  ailver  countries  there  would  have 
been  an  average  fall  of  25  per  cent  all  round. 
The  last  crushing  15  per  cent  falls  with  crush- 
ing  effect  upon  trade.  * 

How  did  this  appreciation  of  gold  and 
this  depreciation  of  silver  affect  the  two 
great  classes  in  this  country  which  re- 
presented capital  and  labour,  or  perhaps 
.he  might  say  creditor  and  debtor? 
Capitalists  of  all  descriptions  found  that 
the  3  or  4  per  cent  which  they  received 
in  the  shape  of  interest  upon  their  funds 
had  a  greater  purchasing  power  than  it 
had  formerly,  while  the  manufacturer 
had' had  to  sacrifice  more  and  more  of 
his  produce  every  year  to  pay  his  gold 
debt.  It  would,  perhaps,  be  useful  for 
him  at  this  point  to  call  attention  to  Eng- 
land's  standing  capital  account.  On  the 
capital  side  of  the  account  must  be  placed 
thepublic  Debt  of  £750,000,000,  bearing 
£23,000,000  interest ;  railway  bonds  and 
preference  shares,  £500,000,000,  bearing 
£20,000,000  interest;  municipal  debts, 
£160,000,000,  bearing  £6,400,000  in- 
terest; land  mortgages,  £500,000,000, 
bearing  £20,000,000  interest ;  capital 
mortgages,  £500,000,000,  bearing 
£20,000,000  interest  ;  town  rents, 
£30,000,000  a-year;  mining  royalties, 
£8,000,000  a-year  ;  and  annuities, 
£18,000,000  a-year.  This  gave  a  total 
capital  of  £4,000,000,000,  which  was 
probably  about  half  the  capital  of  the 
country, bearing  interest  to  the  amount  of 
£150,000,000  per  annum,  which  had  to 
be  paid  out  of  the  labour  produce  of  the 
country.  One  peculiar  feature  of  the 
present  state  of  things  was  that  the 
money  market  was  in  a  perpetual  state 
of  commotion,  that  there  were  constant 
fluctuations  in  the  Bank  rate,  and  that 
the  trader  was  continually  involved  in 
difficulties  which  it  was  impossible  for 
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him  to  foresee  beforehand.  There  was 
much  diffioalty  at  the  present  time  to 
find  any  really  good  and  sound  invest- 
ment for  capital.  If  it  were  possible  to 
find  any  substance  which  could  be  made 
to  serve  as  a  legal  tender  in  place  of 
gold  for  the  payment  of  debts  and  of 
taxes,  there  would  be  a  cessation  of 
those  difficulties  which  were  connected 
with  the  fluctuations  of  the  Bank  rate — 
— that  was  to  say,  that  the  banks  would 
no  longer  be  able  to  make  a  large  profit 
out  of  the  depressed  condition  of  trade. 
It  had  always  been  the  case,  from  time 
immemorial,  that  silver  had  been  a 
legal  tender  in  this  country,  and  it  was 
still  a  legal  tender  among  700,000,000 
of  the  population  of  the  world.  A  paper 
currency  would  not  pay  debts,  because 
its  value  depended  upon  its  foreign 
exdiange.  If  silver  could  be  used  to- 
dav  at  its  market  value  to  discharge 
debts  its  value  would  rise  perma- 
nently tol5^to  16to  1  compared  with 
gold*  It  was  remarkable  how  ex- 
acUy  the  value  of  wheat  rose  and  fell 
with  that  of  silver.  This  Oommis- 
sion  had  been  instructed  to  inquire 
into  the  effect  of  the  rate  of  exchange 
upon  the  trade  of  this  country  with 
India  during  the  last  20  years.  The 
Commission  wao-  instmoted  to  inquire 
whether  there  had  been  an  appreciation 
of  the  gold  and  a  depreciation  of  the 
silver  s^ndard;  but  there  was  no  Iq- 
struotion  to  the  Oommission  to  inquire 
into  the  effect,  if  any,  which  had  been 
produced  upon  our  agriculture,  and  to 
ask  whether  agriculture  in  this  country 
was  suffering  from  a  state  of  things  in 
which  a  bonus  was  given  to  the  Indian 
cultivator,  which  bonus  was  withdrawn 
from  the  English.  In  England  and  in 
our  Colonies  we  bad  a  gold  currency ; 
in  India  we  had  a  silver  currency ;  and 
therefore  we  had,  by  some  means  or 
other,  to  try  to  arrive  at  a  stable  ex* 
change  between  the  two.  If  there  was 
a  silver  currency  in  so  near  a  cotintry 
as  Scotland,  while  we  had  a  gold  cur- 
rency in  England,  we  should  at  once  see 
the  falseness  of  the  position.  As  silver 
became  of  less  and  less  value  in  Eng- 
land, Scotchmen  would  be  able  to  ex- 
port their  cattle  at  cheaper  prices  to  the 
disadvantage  of  the  English  agricul* 
turist,  and  we  should  not  long  stand 
suoh  a  state  of  things.  The  question 
of  the  currency  had  an  intimate  bearing 
on   the  whole  social   relations  of  the 
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country,  since  it  affected  the  debtor  and 
the  creditor,  and  if  the  interest  of  the 
one  was  advanced  to  the  detriment  of 
the  other  we  should  have  instability  in 
the  social  condition.  The  noble  Duke 
concluded  by  asking  the  Qnesiion  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

TftE  PRIlOl  MINISl^SB  AND  SE- 
ORBTARY  OP  STATE  fob  FORMON 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquees  of  Sams* 
buky)  :  The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  rf 
Marlborough)  has  approaelied  the  ssb- 
ject  in  a  very  interesting  speech— a  Bob- 
ject  which  often  elicits  high  individwd 
ability,  but  which,  according  to  my  ob- 
servations, seldom  attraots  very  entlnh 
siastie  attention  on  the  part  of  any  ss* 
sembly.  I  do  not  presume  to  be  oon* 
fident  in  following  the  noble  Duke  into 
the  very  abstruse  portions  of  his  speech; 
but  I  may  say,  in  answer  to  his  Ques- 
tion, that  I  have  put  myself  itt  commv- 
nication  with  the  Chairman  of  the  Oooh 
mission  #hioh  is  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  subject,  and  he  assures  me  thit 
the  terms  of  Refbrenoe  under  which  tii^ 
act  include  the  matter  which  the  nobl^ 
Duke  desires  to  see  induded— namelj, 
the  effect  which  the  appreciation  of  goM 
and  the  undoubted  difference  in  the  ex- 
change value  of  the  rupee  has  had  upon 
the  agriculture  of  this  comitfy.  I  feel 
the  greater  hesitation  in  following  the 
noble  Duke  because  most  of  ^e  mattefs 
to  which  he  has  referred  are  $uhjwik$ 
in  this  Commission ;  they  are  prededy 
the  matters  to  which  the  CommissioB  is 
giving  its  attention,  upon  which  it  ia 
receiving  a  g^eat  deal  of  evideAoe,  txA 
upon  which  we  may  hoTO  to  have  a  de- 
liverance before  long.  I  agree  with  the 
noble  Dnke  as  to  the  extreme  importance 
of  the  question.  It  is  important  to  agri- 
cultui^  as  well  as  to  all  Imniohes  of  pro* 
duction  in  this  country.  It  is  not  a 
itself  abstruse,  it  is  very  obvious,  ^taX  if 
the  price  of  gold  is  rising,  the  price  of 
other  nrodiace  for  which  gold  is  giTea 
will  fall,  and  the  position  of  the  producer, 
whether  manufacturer  or  amculturieii 
is  this — while  the  price  of  his  produee 
falls  immediately,  the  interest  of  the 
capital  which  he  has  borrowed  to  eaity 
on  his  business  does  not  fiedl  at  all,  and 
the  wages  which  he  pays  his  workmen 
do  not  fall  for  a  lon^  time,  for  men 
are  very  tenacious  of  me  nominal  rate 
of  wages.  It  tiierefore  follows,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  that  any  fhU  of  tira 
standard  of  value  must  bea^  hardly  open 
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all  rprodaoen,  and  upon  all  those  who 
sustain  the  commerce  and  manufacture 
and  agricuUnre  of  the  country— on  all 
those,  in  s^ort,  who  gain  their  livelihood 
not  so  muCi^  by  labour  as  bj  risk.  But 
when  the  zxoble  Duke  goes  on  to  saj — 
as  I  understand  him  to  say — that  the 
whole  of  the  suffering  which  the  land 
has  experienced  during  the  last  few  years 
is  due  to  this  appreciation  of  gold,  I 
think  he  exaggerates  its  effects  a  good 
deal.  There  have  been  too  many  obvious 
eaasea  besides  the  appreciation  of  cold 
imder  which  the  landowner  and  land  oc- 
oipier  suffer.  There  has  been  a  succes- 
Biea  oi  the  most  unfavourable  seasons, 
sad  the  extreme  competition  of  America, 
vluoh  is  not  produced  by  any  fall  or  rise 
ia  the  standard  of  values  but  simply  by 
the  acceleration  in  the  methods  of  com- 
imuucation,  which  undoubtedly,  in  the 
h^  instance!,  has  produced  this  fall  of 
poeos  from  which  agriculture  suffers. 
Ikft  qaestion,  again,  as  to  the  remedy 
4[^C  in  my  judgment^  so  simple  as  the 
Q^e  Duke  deems  it  to  be.  It  woiUd  be 
nthtf  hasty  to  speak  positively  before 
vehave  the  evidence  of  the  Commission 
b^iibjro  us ;  but  it  is  by  no  means  proved 
that  anj  Government  has  it  in  its  power 
ta  remedy  this  disturbance  of  the 
standard  A  value,  even, though  we  ad- 
qutted  that  this  disturbance  is  J^i^ty  of 
aU  the  results  which  the  noble  Duke  im- 
putes to  it.  There  are  several  thiags  to 
be  proved  which  are  not  proved  yet 
We  must  show  that  it  is  possible  for  us 
to  get  rid  of  the  difference  of  standard 
which  exists  between  England  and  India, 
or,  we  might  say^  between  India  and 
Eorope*  Everything  which  we  have 
bee»  able  to  learn  shows  that  it  would 
be  a  task  of  the  extremest  difficulty,  and 
it  is  a  task  from  which  all  Ijidian  states- 
men have  shrunk.  Ton  cannot  deal  by 
logical  propositions  with  the  sentiments 
of  a  people — still  less  with  the  senti- 
ments of  a  people  numbering  such  mul- 
titudes as  are  found  within  the  confines 
of  India,  so  deeply  attached  to  the  con- 
ditions under  which  they  have  lived  for 
csntaries  past.  I  have  seen  schemes  for 
altering  the  standard  in  India ;  I  ha,ve 
no  doubt  the  noble  Yiscount  beside  me 
(Viscount  Gross)  and  the  noble  Earl  op- 
posite (the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  have  seen 
safih  schemes;  but  I  have  seen  none  that 
would  con^mend  themselves  to  the  jude- 
aent  of  any  Ministry.  Again,  any  ad- 
vantage to  be  produced  by  the  bi-metidlio 


remedy,  supposing  it  were  possible — 
which  has  not  been  proved — to  establish 
a  permanent  relation  of  value  between 
silver  and  gold,  and  to  prevent  circum- 
stances from  altering  their  substantial 
values  when  the  nominal  values  are  fixed 
by  law,  you  could  only  realize  by  an  agree- 
ment among  all  the  coin-using  nations  of 
the  world.  What  chance  is  there  of  that  ? 
I  am  afraid  we  must  advance  very  much 
more  than  we  have  done  in  the  path  of 
International  Concert  before  any  such 
achievement  can  be  anything  but  a 
speculation.  Mv  Lords,  these  are  very 
interesting  subjects,  but  they  are  far 
too  abstruse  to  be  dealt  with  in  an  As- 
sembly such  as  this.  They  have  been 
referred  to  a  Commission,  which  Is  ex- 
amining them  with  great  care,  and 
which,  I  trust,  will  before  long  give 
matter  for  consideration  to  those  in- 
terested in  the  question.  I  can  assure 
the  noble  Duke  and  the  House  that  the 
matters  of  profound  importance  to  which 
he  has  called  attention  are  being  the 
subject  of  the  investigation  of  the  Com- 
mission, and  they  will  give  them  all  the 
consideration  in  their  power. 

CHURCH  PATfiONAGE  BILL.— (Ko.  25.) 

(  The  Zori  Archki$h^  of  Canterbury,) 

SBOOITD  BKADiQia. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead* 
ing  read. 

The  Abohbishop  of  CANTESBUET, 
in  rising  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that  the 
scheme  was  not  a  new  one.  He  had 
been  allowed,  on  a  previous  occasion,  to 
enter  into  a  detailed  statement  of  its 
provisions.  The  Bill  embodied  a  scheme 
which  had  grown  into  its  present  shape 
very  gradu^y,  and  after  a  ^eat  deal 
of  careful  review  and  supervision.  In 
1874  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  was  appointed  on  the  matter,  after 
that  a  Boy^  Commission  sat,  and  Bills 
had  been  brought  before  both  Houses. 
The  subject  had  been  before  the  clergy 
in  Convocation  and  before  the  House  of 
Laymen,  and  by  all  these  Bodies  the 

Srinciples  of  the  Bill  had  been  approved, 
ince  the  Bill  was  before  their  Lord- 
ships last  Session  13  Diocesan  Confer- 
ences, besides  those  which  had  done  so 
previously,  had  also  considered  and  ap- 
proved it.  Only  one  Diocesan  Conference 
had  pronounced  unfavourably  to  the  Bill, 
or,  rather,  had  declined  to  recommend  it 
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as  originally  introduced.    The  rery  im- 
portant Select  Oommittee  of  last  Session 
had  treated  the  Bill  in  a  way  for  which 
all  who  cared  for  its  principles  must  be 
fpratefal.  Their  Lordships  might,  there- 
fore, feel  well  assured  that  the  Bill  had 
received — word  by  word — ^the  most  care- 
ful consideration.    The  only  material 
alteration  made  since  the  Select  Oom- 
mittee reported  on  the  Bill  was  in  Clause 
10.    It  was  now  proposed  that  mem- 
bers should  hold  office  for  three  years 
from  the  time  of  the  triennial  election, 
and  not  from  the  time  of  their  own  elec- 
tion, if  they  had  been  elected  at  a  broken 
period.    Iliere  was  nothing  now  to  pre- 
yent  what  it  was  hoped  that  henceforth 
a  real  check  would  be  placed  upon — 
namely,  the  exceedingly  gross  evils  which 
attended  the  sale  and  transfer  of  patron- 
age.    The  very  terms  of  the  law  as  they 
now  existed  were  actually  used  as  a 
means  of  furthering  these  gross  evils. 
Facts  which  existed  by  provisions  of  the 
law  were  sometimes  made  the  most  effec- 
tive instruments  for  promoting  transac- 
tions of  which  they  were  all  ashamed. 
The  evils  were  not  very  wide,  and  the 
prevalence  of  them  was  exaggerated; 
but  although  not  very  wide  they  were 
very  gross.    As  scandals  they  were  par- 
tioiilarly  offensive  to  the  most  sensitive 
feelings  about  subjects  (rf  the  most  saored 
character.    They  wounded  our  sense  of 
right  in  regions  in  which  right  ought  to 
be  absolute.     As  weapons  they  were 
most  effective  in  the  hands  of  the  ene- 
mies of  the  Church,  though  the  Ohurch 
herself  might  be  as  keen  and  as  anxious 
as  possible  to  have  the  evils  redressed. 
But  what  was  worst  of  all  was  that  the 
scandals  to  which  he  referred  brought 
wrongs  and  injuries  to  the  parishes  sub- 
ject to  these  transactions,  and  they  must 
recognize  the  fact  that  the  evils- weak- 
ened the  Church  where  she  ought  to  be 
strongest — ^in  her  ministry.  Those  evils, 
then,  ought  to  be  met  just  as  other 
gross,  yet  not  widespread,  evils  were 
met —  by  legislation,  which  would  most 
carefully  and  cautiously  touch  the  evils 
without  inflicting  any  further  disaster. 
It  was  no  defence  of  them  to  say  that 
they  introduced  excellent  men  of  means 
into  livings.  That  was  not  denied ;  but, 
under  any  circumstances,  such  men — 
whom  the  Church  so  valued  for  their 
work — ^would   be  always  forthcoming, 
and  would  enter  on  it  by  ways  more 
satisfactory  to  themselves.    There  were 
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hundreds  of  patrons  to  whom  the  adyow- 
sons  possessed  no  money  value.  Notking 
would  induce  them  to  part  with  an 
advowson  for  money.  Many  other 
patrons  in  selling  would  only  dispose  of 
the  advowsons  to  persons  who  would 
take  the  utmost  care  as  to  the  use  to 
which  they  might  be  applied.  But  be- 
yond these  two  broad  bands  of  patrons 
— those  who  would  not  sell  an  advowson 
for  money,  and  those  who,  while  exer- 
cising the  right  to  sell,  took  precaution, 
that  they  were  selling  only  to  persoM 
who  would  exercise  the  right  as  they 
themselves  did— there  was  what  he 
might  call  a  floating  zone  of  livings,  not 
so  numerous  as  had  been  asserted,  but 
which  came  again  and  again  into  the 
market,  and  which,  being  capable  of 
being  used  for  ill  purposes,  gave  rise  to 
most  of  the  scandals.  It  had  been  uii 
that  about  a  third  of  the  livings  whidi 
were  in  private  hands  had  been  sold 
again  and  again ;  but  that  appeared  to 
be  exaggeration.  There  seemed  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  above  a  tenth  of 
the  livings  of  the  Church  h»i  beet 
systematically  subjected  to  the  action  d 
which  he  had  complained.  There  was, 
moreover,  a  quietly-woridng  tendenej 
to  bring  a  great  deal  of  patronage  into 
the  hands  of  unsatisfkctory  patrons. 
Clergymen  had  a  greater  temptation 
than  anyone  else  to  purchase  livings 
when  the  sum  to  be  paid  was  small  aini 
there  was  an  expectation  of  better  times. 
In  parts  of  the  country  where  the  lirings 
were  small  many  had  passed  latdy  into 
the  hands  of  derkal  patrooa.  These 
were  induced  either  to  purdiase  lirings 
because  they  yielded  to  them  so  hi^ 
an  interest,  or  to  bring  up  members 
of  their  family,  not  necessarily  fitted 
for  the  holy  office,  to  inherit  tiie  ad- 
vowson. The  Bill  was  not  intended, 
and  could  not  be  construed,  ii^  any 
ratification  of  the  system  of  sale.  That 
system  must  simply  be  accepted  as  a 
fact,  and  as  a  fact  which  could  not  be 
altered  within  any  measurable  period  of 
time,  but  as  a  system,  the  abuses  of 
which  it  was  lawful  and  most  needful 
to  correct.  Since  the  BiU  was  originally 
presented  an  alteration  had  been  made 
in  the  2nd  clause,  giving  it  in  words 
its  proper  prohibitive  force.  The  clause 
now  provided  that  no  rights  of  Chnveh 
patronage  should  in  consideratiott  of 
money  or  money's  worth  be  granted  or 
assigned  unless  the  person  to  whom  audi 
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riglits  were  gpranted  or  assigned  hod  a 
hnd  fide  interest  in  the  good   of  the 
parish,  or  was  interested  in  the  good  of 
the   Church.      Opportunity  was  given 
for  learning   that    which  the  Ohorch 
had  a  right  to  be  assured  of,  and  he 
was  sure  that  no  honest  person  would 
ever   have  any    di£S.culty   in  showing 
that  he  had  an  interest  in  the  parish, 
or  that  he  purchased  with  a  view   of 
the  good  of  the  place  in  which  the  church 
was  situated,  and  that  he  had  no  inten- 
tion of  presenting  unfit  persons  to  the 
Uving.    The  only  persons  who  would  be 
prohibited  irom  purchasing  were  agents, 
Of  persons  who  would  be  unable  to  make 
a  declaration  that  they  were  not  pur- 
ohasing  in  consideration  of  money  or 
money's  worth  to  be  received  by  them, 
or  were  unable  to  say  that  they  had  not 
eatered  into  any  covenant  with  the  pre- 
Mat  incumbent  that  he  should  retire  at 
nae  future  time.    The  Bill  was  framed 
njna  two  principles  which  he  fearlessly 
atterted  their  Lordships  would  agree 
Triih.    The  first  of  these  principles  was 
that  an  advowson  was  a  sacred  trust — a 
f^ritual  trust.    Not  a  mere  commercial 
interest  in  a  marketable  ware,  but  a  trust 
in  the  same  sense  in  which  official  ap- 
pointments were  trusts  unsubjected  to 
sale.     What  Oabinet  would  dream  of 
vending,  say,  Colonial  Governorships? 
He  was  very  well  aware  that  the  word 
"tmst"  had  two   meanings,    and    of 
course  he  did  not  mean  that  it  was  a 
legal  trust ;  but  an  advowson  had  never 
oeased  to  be  a  trust  according  to  the 
definitions  of  the  past.    The  most  popu- 
lar treatises  and  the  best  authors — as 
PhiUimore,  Gibson's  Cedex^  and  Hooker's 
£oekBiastual    FMy — regarded    advow- 
Bons  as  a  sacred  trust.    They  were  de- 
scribed as  ''  trusts  for  the  benefit  of  the 
•ouls  of  men."    He  need  not  add  more 
than  to  remind  their  Lordships  of  the 
words  with  which  the  Prime  Minister 
concluded  his  speech  last  Session,  when 
he  said  that  private  rights  must  be  re- 
cognized, yet  must  not  be  allowed  to 
control  the  more  serious  aspect  of  a 
right  foundation  of  a  sacred  trust  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Church.    It  had  been 
urged  hy  a  great  authority  (the  Earl  of 
Selbome),  at  the  last  introduction  of  this 
Bill,  that  the  Council  proposed  in   it 
should  have  more  of  an  elective  cha- 
racter. That  had  been  worked  out  with 
care  by  the  Select  Committee,  and  with 
that  new  element  fully  provided  for  it 


now  came  forward.    The  Council  should 
have  real  power,   in  order  to  inspire 
confidence  in  the  Church.     The  Council 
was  made  capable,  if  funds  or  livings 
were  put  at  its  disposal,  of  becoming 
itself  a  patron.    It  remained  to  be  seen 
whether  it  would  become  so  to  a  large 
extent.    He  did  not  believe  it  would. 
But   it  would,  which    was   more   im- 
portant, put  a  stop  to  the  scandals  con- 
nected with  floating  livings.    The  check 
to  scandals  was  proposed  to  be  given  by 
defining  the  Bishop's  power  to  refuse, 
and  the  grounds  on  which  he  might 
refuse,  an  unfit  person.    The  Bishop's 
capability    of    inquiry    ought    to     oe 
strengthened  by  a  kind  of  council  or 
jury  of  an  equal  number  of  clerical  and 
lay  members,  whose  function  it  would 
be  to  make  real  the  power  of  inquiry 
which  now,  to  some  extent,  existed.   The 
second  principle  he  submitted  as  fear- 
lessly to  their  Lordships.    It  was  this-- 
that  the  trust  in  question  is  a  trust 
which  so  vitally  affects  a  parish,  on  each 
exercise  of  it,  for  a  generation,  or,  at 
the  least,  manv  years,  that  the  parish 
oufi^ht,  before  the  appointment  is  made, 
to  be  enabled  to  state  to  the  Bishop  ar^ 
knowledge  it  possessed  of  such  oojec- 
tions  as  a  Bishop  would  find  it  proper 
to  refuse  upon.  The  parish  was  brought 
in  as  witness  upon  certain  points.  Many 
patrons  would  welcome  this  opportunity 
of  being  able  to  introduce,  in  a  proper, 
formal  manner,  the  name  of  the  person 
they  intended  to  appoint,  and  to  be  able 
to  receive  objections  of  a  limited  and 
special  kind,  based  on  knowledge.    If 
this  were  adopted,  they  would,  he  was 
certain,  avoid  much  of  the  feeling  which 
sometimes  arose.    Had  it  not  been  for  a 
lack  of  such  knowledge,  he.  himself 
would  never  have  made  a  certain  ap- 
pointment to  a  living  in  his  own  gift 
to  an  improper  person — the  thought  of 
which  was  a  daily  distress  to  him — if 
he  had  only  let  the  name  been  known 
beforehand.      It  was  recommended  to 
him  in  the  highest  way.     He  did  his 
best,  and  his  informants  placed  the  in  • 
formation  they  had  at  his  disposal.    Bui 
if  the  name  had  been  affixed  to   the 
church  door  he  would  have  been  deli- 
vered from    the    misfortune,    and  the 
parish  would  have  been  delivered  from 
an  unsuitable  rector.    The  Bill  was  in- 
tended to  carry  out  these  two  principles 
— that  the  advowson  was  a  trust  the 
exercise  of  which  should  always  be,  as 
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in  most  cases  it  was,  no  matter  of  money, 
and  that  the  persons  affected  bj  the  dis- 
charge of  the  trust  o\ight  to  be  able  to 
make  definite  objections  beforehand, 
based  npon  knowledge.  Other  points, 
formerly  dwelt  upon  at  length,  could  be 
discussed  in  Committee.  The  evils,  then, 
to  be  corrected  were  gross,  idthough  often 
exaggerated,  and  they  were  quite  capable 
of  bemg  healed.  The  proposed  remedies 
had  been  examined  and  re-examined  by 
most  competent  persons,  and  it  was  be- 
lieved to  be  capable  of  effecting  what 
was  required,  and,  what  was  equally 
important,  of  effecting  no  more.  He, 
therefore,  laid  the  Bill  before  their  Lord- 
ships in  the  hope  that  they  would  allow 
it  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— {The  Lord  Jirchhiehop  of  Canterbury.) 

LoKD  OBIMTHOBPE,  in  rising  to 
move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  said,  he 
thought  that  at  that  hour  (7  o'clock), 
and  in  the  very  thin  state  of  the  House, 
some  of  their  Ijordships  might  prefer  to 
adjourn  the  discussion  of  so  important  a 
Bill,  which  required  much  more  explana- 
tion than  it  had  received  in  that  House. 
It  could  hardly  be  said  to  have  been  dis- 
cussed in  the  conversational  speeches 
that  were  made  last  year,  and  no  attempt 
had  been  made  to  show  that  the  Bill 
would  cure  the  evils  against  which  it 
was  said  to  be  directed.  Moreover,  no 
importance  could  be  attached  to  the 
friendly  discussion  it  had  received  in  a 
Oommittee  containing  five  Bishops  and 
the  noble  and  learned  Eari  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Belbome)  who  had  spoken  in 
favour  of  the  Bill.  Such  a  Bill  could 
not  be  properly  discussed,  except  with  a 
hostile  witness,  with  an  eye  for  defects. 
It  was  not  only  a  most  important  Bill, 
but  he  did  not  think  anyone  would  dis- 
pute that  the  measure  was  by  far  the 
most  revolutionary  that  had  ever  been 
introduced  in  reference  to  the  Church 
since  the  Long  Parliament.  There  was 
no  substantial  discussion  on  the  Bill 
last  year;  and,  in  point  of  fact,  its  real 
objects  and  defects  had  never  yet  been 
stated  in  the  House,  for  it  did  not  arrive 
at  a  third  reading  when  it  was  intto- 
duced  before.  It  was  nothing  to  say 
that  Diocesan  Councils  had  recognized  it 
as  an  excellent  Bill.  He  believed  they 
had  not  attempted  to  discuss  its  opera- 
tion tiborougmy.  Equally  superficial 
was  the  attention  it  had  received  from 

The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 


the  rdigious  newspapers.  The  only 
elaborate  article  in  a  magatine,  by 
Chancellor  Espin,  was  adverse  to  tlra 
Bili.  The  approval  of  the  House  of 
Laymen  did  not  amount  to  much,  for  it 
was  a  voluntary  body ;  at  all  events  he, 
a  layman  who  was  known  to  take  sa  in- 
terest in  Church  affairs,  did  not  know 
how  it  was  elected,  and  had  never  bad 
the  opportunity  of  giving  a  vote  for  a 
member  of  it.  In  fact,  a  Dean  had  de- 
scribed the  House  of  Laymen  to  him  as 
*<the  C9iattei^>ox."  It  was,  therefi»e, 
correct  that  all  the  indicationa  he  could 
find  of  any  notice  having  been  taken 
of  the  Bill  did  not  justify  l£e  assumption 
that  its  provisions  had  been  appreciated. 
If  they  were  to  accept  the  most  noble 
Prelate's  account  of  the  Bill,  it  was 
enough  to  say  tiiat  there  were  evils  to  be 
cured;  but  he  had  been  benevolent 
enough  to  add  that  those  evils  were  ex- 
ceptional, and  that  it  was  quite  an  exag- 
geration to  suppose  that  they  wereoooi- 
mon.  So  that  because  tibiere  were  «&«' 
bad  tilings,  and  because  one«twe]fth,  ac- 
cording to  the  most  rev.  Prelate's  esti- 
mate, of  the  livings  were  sometimes 
sold,  therefore  they  were  practically  to 
pass  a  Bill  which  would  abolish  private 
patronage  in  England  altogether.  The 
Dean  whom  he  lutd  j  ust  quoted  once  told 
him  that  private  patronage  was  better 
dispensed  than  episcopal  patronage. 
This  was  a  very  complioated  Bill,  aad 
instead  of  dealing  with  its  sections  and 
sub-sections  it  was  better  to  state  cases, 
and  see  how  the  Bill  would  operate. 
Suppose  a  Bishop  had  a  living  to  give 
away.  He  had  to  consider  the  poen- 
bility  of  the  patron  desiring  to  sell  it 
The  Bishop  might  not  present  the  best 
person ;  but  he  might  be  as  good  aa  be 
need  be,  for  every  living  could  not  have 
the  best  man.  There  was  a  tmst 
Surely  it  weis  a  trust  to  do  some  definite 
thing.  What  ?  To  present  a  fit  man. 
There  was  notliing  new  in  that  form  of 
trust.  The  patron,  who  had  a  right  to 
present  a  fit  person,  had  possessed  it  for 
800  years,  and  everyone  knew  that  be 
was  under  condition  to  present  a  fit  man. 
But  who  was  to  judge  of  the  fitneea?  A 
body  of  people  elected  like  the  ohurcb- 
wardens,  as  t^ey  were  to  be  in  this  Bill? 
No ;  the  Bishops.  He  admitted  tbat 
the  Bishops  not  only  had  the  dufy  ot 
doing  this,  but  he  thought  their  power 
of  doing  it  had  been  gradually,  ^- 
most  unduly,    restricted,   as  regarded 
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the  interests  of    the    Church  and  the 

Kingdom,  by  lawyers  and  Judges.    Why 

was  that  ?    Because  Judges  were  obHged 

to  act  by  rule,  and  if  they  found  that  a 

Bidiop  had  invented  a  new  test  for  him* 

sdf  they  were  obliged  to  say  that  it  was 

not  legal.     He  objected  to  the  giving  a 

single  Bishop  the  power  of  vetoing  the 

presentation  to  a  Uving*    In  the  first 

instance  he  would  give  the  power  very 

largely  indeed,  but  subject  to  the  control 

of  somebody  else,  who  should  not  be  a 

fixed  person,  but  a  precarious  tribunal  of 

other  Bi&h<^  upon  whom  he  could  not 

reckon  beforehand.    He  did  not  think 

there  would    be  much  danger  to  the 

Church,  to  the  patrons,  or  to  anyone 

dse,  in  such  a  reference  to  episcopal 

diaci^on.    He    was  not  speaking  as 

an  opponent  of  the  Bishops;  he  was 

more    interested   in    them   and    more 

episcopal  than  th^  were   themsehres, 

beeanse  he  wanted  them  to  have  more 

poirers ;  but  he  did  not  feel  prepared  to 

frost  any  one  Bishop  to  decide  wko  waA, 

OP  who  was  not>  a  fit  person  for  a  living; 

hut  now  tbe  Bishops  wanted  to  give  up 

their  power  to  the  worst  possible  Body 

that  oonld  be  chosen.    The  Bill  pro* 

posed  tliat  a  constituent  Body  should  be 

els^tod  by  tbe  whole  parish,  and  should 

be  composed  of  p^sons  who  bad  made 

a  declaration  that  they  were  members  of 

the  Cnmrcfa  of  England.     He  thought 

there   wiBre   many  people  who  would 

make  that  declaration,  and  yet  who  were 

not  the  persons  which  one  would  wish  to 

substitute  for  the  Bishops  in  this  matter. 

How  would  this  Body  work  ?    As  soon 

as  notieo  was  given  that  a  living  w^as 

vacitnt,    a    separate    committee    would 

probably  be  constituted  in  every  publio- 

neuse  in  the  locality — the  High  Church 

at  the  Bull,  and  the  Low  Ohnroh  at  the 

Bear.    These  committees  would  organize , 

opposition  to  every  person  not  on  their 

own  side ;  and,  although  it  was  all  very 

well  to  snnb  a  single  person  and  put  a 

veto  on  a  person  who  wanted  to  enforoe 

the  law  of  England,  it  would  be  a  much 

more  serious  matter  to  deal  with  a  body 

of  persons  meeting  at  the  Tiger  or  the 

Blabk  Bear,  or  any  other  public-house 

in  the  locality ;  and  it  would  never  do 

to  treat  such  opposition  with  contempt, 

for  in  that  case  a  Bill  would  probably  be 

introduced  in  **  another  place  "  to  com- 

p^  them  to  recognize  it.    They  might 

nu^e  all  sorts  of   objections.    Then, 

again,  was  it  a  right  thing  to  subject  a 
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man,  against  whom  there  was  no  ob- 
jection, to  such  an  inquiry  as  was  pro- 
posed. A  man  might  be  too  old»  too 
young,  or  too  weak,  mentally  or  physi- 
cally, or  might  lack  other  qualifications 
which  the  parochial  council  thought  a 
serious  disadvantage,  apd  the  Bishops 
must  consider  them  all.  Assuming,  how- 
ever^  thai  they  did  not  exercise  the 
power  and  consider  the  objections,  and 
supposing  that  one  party  obtained  the 
victory,  what  happei^  ?  The  new  vicar 
came  into  the  parish  with  one  or  two  of 
the  parties  deaa  affainst  him.  That  was 
a  very  uncomfortable  position  for  a  man 
to  occupy^  and  unless  the  Bishop  meant 
to  upset  the  parochial  Body  he  must 
refer  the  matter  to  the  new  Diocesan 
Council.  Por  seats  on  the  new  paroohial 
Body,  too,  there  would  be  a  lively  con- 
test in  the  parish,  and,  once  elected, 
clerical  and  non-derical  members.  High 
Church  and  Jjow,  would  all  be  found 
voting  against  each  other.  It  was  be- 
fore a  Body  so  composed  that  the  incum- 
bent nominated  was  to  be  brought,  and 
it  was  to  sit  in  public.  It  had  osice  been 
his  (Lord  Grlmthorpe's)  lot  to  sit  as  a 
Commissioner,  under  the  Church  Dis- 
cipline Act,  upon  a  drunk^i  parson. 
Th^re  was  a  well-packed  assembly  in  the 
gallery  to  watch  the  whole  proceeding. 
A  British  jury  would  always  side  with  a 
drunkard,  and  so  this  British  mob  cheered 
everything  that  came  out  in  favour  of 
the  drunken  parson,  and  received  every- 
thing the  otner  way  with  marks  of  dis- 
approbation as  near  to  hissing  as  they 
could.  But  here,  under  the  present  Bill, 
the  most  innocent  man  in  the  world  was 
to  be  hauled  up  before  a  publicly  consti- 
tuted Body— to  be  tried  in  public,  to  be 
askedall  about  hisdebts;  whether  he  had 
such  and  such  an  illness;  in  short,  to  be 
aaked  every  possible  question  that  an  im- 
pud6ntQhurchwarden,ormenofthatelass, 
ohose  to  put  to  him.  He  could  imagine 
a  sensitive  man  saying  to  such  a  Council 
•*Oo  to  Jericho"  before  he  would  con- 
sent to  go  before  them.  Was  such  a 
system  Ukely  to  induce  good  men  to 
go  into  the  Church?  The  most  rev. 
Prelate  said  the  present  system  had  pro- 
duced a  large  number  of  excellent  rich 
young  men.  Did  his  Grace  wish  to  stop 
rich  young  men  from  entering  the  Church 
in  these  days  when  the  net  annual  value 
of  livings  was  declining  rapidly,  ar.d 
going  down  to  nothing;  and  when  it 
waa  notoriously  below  £250  a^year  ou 
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the   average,  did  tbo  CLurch  not  get 
more  out  of  her  rich  men  than  out  of 
the  poor  ones  ?    It  was,  he  contended, 
most  improper  that  men  against  whom 
there  was  no  suspicion  should  he  auh- 
jected  to  an  ordeal  of  the  kind  he  had 
described.     And  they  had  some  little 
experience  to  go  upon  in  this  matter  in 
the  Disruption  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land in  1848.    Well,  in  30  years  after 
that  event  patronage  was  abolished  in 
Scotland,  for  they  all  remembered  the 
Bill  of  the  late  Earl  of  Aberdeen  dealing 
with  presentations  in  Scotland.    It  did 
not  avert  the  split  in  the  Presbyterian 
Church  of  Scotland  ;   but  it  destroyed 
the  value  of  the  advowsons,  as  was  dis- 
covered when  patronage  was  finally  abo- 
lished.   The  patron,  indeed,  got  some 
compensation,  but  only  one  year's  pur- 
chase, and  that,  it  had  been  contended 
by  men  like  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll)  and  the  late  Duke  of  Buc- 
deuch,  was  too  much,  because  the  right 
of  patronage  had  ceased  to  have  any 
selling  value  at  all.    The  same  result 
would  take  place  in  England  as  in  Scot- 
land, for  BUls  of  this  kind  had  already 
reduced  the  value  of  an  advowson  from 
ten  to  five  years'  purchase,  and  soon 
they  would  be  of  no  value  at  all.    It 
was   said,  however,  that   the   Bishops 
might  negative  the  votes  of  his   own 
Council,  just  as  he  might  negative  the 
vote  of  the  parochial  Council.     What ! 
A  body  called  into   existence   by  the 
Bishops  themselves?     He  did  not  be- 
lieve the  Bishops  would  do  that.    The 
Bishops  would  be  helpless;  and,  there- 
fore,  this  was  a  Bill  to  transfer  the 
donee  from  the  Bishops  to  the  church- 
wardens.   The  Bishops  said  that  lay- 
men had  spiritual  trusts,  as  well  as  the 
Bishops  themselves.     Laymen  had  no- 
thing of  the  kind,  but  the  Bishops  had. 
The  Bishops  came  down  to  the  House 
and  proposed,  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  to 
throw  overboard  their  power  in  favour 
of  a  Board  to  be  elected  by  the  lowest 
of  the  parishioners.     He  should  like  to 
know  how  the  Bishops  could  get  over 
that.    In  his  opinion,  these  were  rea- 
sons enough  to  give  against  that  portion 
of  the  Bill.    Then,  as  to  that  portion  of 
the  Bill  which  related  to  the  mode  in 
which  patronage  was  to  be  exercised,  it 
was  said  that  a  layman  was  very  wicked 
if  he  gave  a  living  to  his  son.     But 
Bishops  had  done  Siat  themselves.    It 
must   be   recollected   that   now-a-days 

Lord  Orimthorpe 
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very  few   young   men    went  into  &e 
Church  without  having  a  real  calling 
for  the  position.    The  profession  of  a 
clergyman  was  not  by  any  means  a  veiy 
desirable  one.  Certainly,  young  men  did 
not  enter  that  profession  for  what  they 
could  get  out  of  it.    If  a  man  were 
rich,  he  was  almost  certain  to  spend 
more  on  his  living  than  he  got  out  of  it 
He,  himself,  knew  the  case  of  a  msn 
who  had  never  pat  a  single  penny  into 
his  pocket  out  of  his  living  for  eight  or 
nine  years.    This  was  the  oonstant  caie 
— ^it  was  the  rule,  and  not  the  exoeption. 
And  yet  their  Lordships,  on  the  strength 
of  a  few  exceptionally  bad  cases,  were 
asked  to  swe^  away  rights  whidi  had 
existed    since   the    fotindation   of  the 
Church  of  England,  merely  because  & 
few  jobbing  agents  had  interposed^  No 
one  would  go  farther  than  he  would  to 
deal  with;;thos6  agents,  and  he  entirelj 
agreed  with  that  part  of  the  Bill  which 
dealt  with  them  with  the  Tiew  oi  sup- 
pressing the  practice.    The  only  way  of 
dealing  with  the  question  of  patronage 
in  connection  with  the  Chureh  oi  Eiig- 
land  was  that  it  should  be  placed  in  the 
hands,  not  of  a  Board,  but  of  some  pe^ 
sons  who  could  be  trusted  to  exercise  a 
fitting  discretion  in  the  matter.    The 
most  rev.  Prelate  had  said  that  some 
livings  appeared  to  exist  for  the  mere 
purpose  of  being  sold,  and  that  might 
be  the  case  with  regard  to  donatives^ 
which  he  (Lord  Grimthorpe)  was  quite 
willing  should  at  once  be  put  an  end  to; 
indeed,  he  thought  they  ought  to  have 
been  abolished  long  before.  It  had  been 
said  that  livings  might  be  purchased  like 
public-houses ;  but  the  fact  was  that  it 
was  exceedingly  difficult  to  purchase  any 
particular  living.    In  his  opinion  the 
Bill  was  a  very  fanciful  one,  and  there 
was  no  connection  between  its  premisees 
and  its  conclusions.    A  very  strong  feel- 
ing had  been  exhibited  against  the  per- 
sons known  as  clerical  agents.    One  of 
these  gentlemen,  however,  had  held  his 
own  uncommonly  well  before  the  Com- 
mission, against  the  Bishop  of  Peter- 
borough, who  was  probably  the  devereet 
cross-examiner  we  had.    It  had  been 
said  that  it  was  illegal  to  buy  a  living 
with  the  understanding    that    it   wse 
shortly  to  become  vacant ;  but  that  was 
not  the  fact,  although  it  was  undonbt- 
edly  illegal  to  give  a  bond  to  that  effeet 
If  the  incumbent  lived  for  five  minutes 
after  a  living  was  bought,  the  iraii0so« 
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tion  was  perfectly  legal.  Neither  waa 
H  illegal  to  purchase  a  liviog,  when  it 
vas  ^own  that  the  incumbent  was 
about  to  reeign  the  next  day,  or  that  he 
had  been  promised  another  living.  It 
was  not  the  proper  way  to  legislate  to 
sweep  away  all  that  was  good  in  a 
ajstem,  in  the  hope  that  by  so  doing 
some  of  what  was  bad  might  also  be 
swept  away  with  it.  Onee  take  a  step 
in  the  direction  of  substituting  the  peo- 
1^  for  the  Bishop,  and  the  Uhureh  of 
^iglasd  would  beoome  sulrjected  to  the 
dnmh warden  class  henceforth.  Beyond 
that,  under  the  present  system,  a  great 
maay  good  men  were  brought  into  the 
Qhurdi  who  would  be  kept  out  if  the 
popoaed  alteration  in  the  law  were 
earned  into  effect*  In  his  opinion,  the 
case  of  ^e  promoters  of  this  Bill  had  not 
beni  prowed.  He  had  taken  their  Lord- 
ib^  through  the  substantial  parts  of 
tiisBill.  If  he  were  asked  why,  as  there 
VMS  some  parts  of  the  measure  to  whioh 
h  had  no  objection,  he  would  not  oon- 
soit  to  read  it  a  second  time,  he  would 
say  it  waa  because  the  main  features  of 
the  Bin  were  bad.  The  things,  however, 
which  he  thought  good  might  be  em- 
bodied in  two  or  three  small  Bills,  to 
whioh  there  would  be  no  objection.  But 
he  would  impress  upon  their  Lordships 
that  if  they  passed  the  Bill  they  would 
make  a  greater  revolution  for  good  or 
bad  in  the  Church  of  England  than  had 
been  made  since  the  Long  Parliament 
swept  the  Bi^ops  altogether  out  of 
that  House.  He  begged  to  move  that 
the  BiU  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
six  months. 

Amendment  moved^  to  leave  out 
("now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("this  day  six  months.")— (^TAtf 
Lwd  Grimthorpe.) 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Bishop  of 
hnsDon,  the  further  debate  adjourned  to 
Thtnday  next. 

RAILWAY  AlTD  OAKA  LTBAFFIO  BILL.  [h.L.] 
A  BiU  for  the  better  regulation  of  railway  and 
cumI  tnffie ;  and  for  other  pttrposee— Was  pr$' 
•^fUed  by  The  Lord  Stanley  of  Preston ;  read  1«. 
(No.  32.) 

Hotue  a^oomed  at  a  quarter  past 

Eight  o*cloek,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  2%th  Fehrmry,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Supply— awitrftfTtfrf  in  Committee 
—  Civil  Se&vioeb  (Supplembnta&y  Esti- 
XATB8,  1886-7);  Class  I.— Public  Works 
AND  Buildings,  Votes  2,  4, 6, 7,  27  ;  Class  II. 
— Salabies  and  Expbnsbs  op  Civil  Depart- 
ments, Votes  6,  9,  ll,and  29;  Class  III.— 
Law  and  JusticB)  Vote  23;  Class  IV. — 
Education,  Soibncb,  and  Art,  Vote  2. 

Private  Bills  {by  Order)— Secof id  Eeaditi^  — 
Dublin  Southern  District  Tramways;  IVil- 
lesden  Local  Board.* 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firtt  Reading  — 
Owners  of  Dogs'  Liability*  [181]  :  Vexatioue 
Indictments  (Amendment)  *  [182] ;  Licences 
(Belfast)*  [183];  Merchant  Shipping  Act 
(1864)  Amendment  (No.  2)  •  [184]. 

Seeond  Heading  —  County  Courts  (Expenees) 
[177]. 

Seetnd  Reading — Referred  to  Selaet  Cwnmittee  — 
Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets}  [115]. 

Commt^^M^ Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ire- 
land) [1],  delate  a^oumed. 

PRIVATE  BlTSINHSa. 


DUBLIN  SOUTHERN  DISTBIOT  TJEtAH- 

WAYS  BILL  (6y  Order). 

SEOOm)  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  Billwyn,) 

Mn.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  Since 
this  Bill  was  postponed  on  Friday  last  I 
have  communicated  with  the  agents  for 
the  promoters,  and  also  with  the  Corpo« 
ration  of  Dublin.  I  have  received  a 
letter  from  the  agents,  in  which  they 
say— 

*'  We  are  instructed  and  hereby  undertake  to 
withdraw  from  the  BUI  all  the  prorisions  ex- 
cept those  relating  to  the  return  of  depont 
money  in  Clause  4." 

That  arrangement  is  satisfactory  to 
those  for  whom  I  am  concerned,  and 
therefore  I  shall  not  offer  further  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed, 

Q  UE8TI0N8, 

0 

ARMY  MEDICAL  OFFlCEfiS-STATUS. 
Majob  EASOH  (Essex,  8.E.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  What 
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will  regulate  the  Btatusof  Armj  Medical 
Officers  on  board  ship  or  for  choice  of 
quarters,  their  relative  rank  haying  been 
abolisbed  ? 

The  SECRETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
I  would  remind  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  that  relative  rank  was  neither 
actual  nor  titular  rank,  but  only  a  classi- 
fication for  precedence,  allowances,  and 
widows'  pensions.  As  relative  rank 
served  no  useful  purpose,  it  has  been 
abolished;  but  the  classification  which 
it  represented  remains  and  still  regulates 
all  such  matters  as  those  ref errea  to  in 
the  Question  ? 

INDIA— ABMY  CLOTHING  DEPART- 
MENT-EXCLTJSION  OF  EUEOPEAN 
ARTICLES. 

Mr.  HOTLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  the  Superin- 
tendent of  Army  Olothing,  Madnis,  in 
inviting  tenders  for  the  use  of  the  Army 
Clothing  Department  for  the  official 
year,  1888-9,  made  the  following  stipula- 
tion : — "  Articles  of  European  manufac* 
ture  are  not  required ; "  and,  if  so,  what 
is  the  reason  that  goods  of  Lancashire 
and  Yorkshire  manufacture  are  excluded 
from  competition  in  Madras  with  those 
of  ''local  manufacture  or  indigenous 
origin.'* 

The  UNDER  SEOEETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Qobst)  (Chatham) : 
It  is  a  rule  of  the  Indian  Serrice  that 
articles  of  European  manufacture  must 
be  purchased  through  the  Store  Depart- 
ment of  the  India  Office,  in  order  that 
they  may  be  properly  inspected  in  this 
country.  A  large  demand  for  Army 
clothing  for  Madras  for  1888-9  is  now 
being  dealt  with  in  that  Department. 
Where  it  is  more  economical  to  use  an 
article  of  local  manufacture  or  indi- 
p;enou8  origin,  the  purchase  is  effected 
m  India.  The  expression  referred  to  in 
the  Question,  which  does  not  seem  a 
yery  happy  one,  appears  intended  to 
give  notice  of  this  limitation  of  autho- 
rity to  purchase  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  of  Madras.  The  attention 
of  the  Government  of  Madras  will  be 
called  to  the  subject. 

INTESTATES  (SCOTLAND). 
Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
he  has  any  objection  to   cause  to  be 
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printed  and  published  annually,  the 
names,  designations,  and  addresses  of 
all  persons  who  have  died  intestate  in 
Scotland,  and  whose  estates  have  fallen 
to  the  Crown  as  ultimus  Juurti  f 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jacksos) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  I  have  no  objection  to 
givinfi^  an  Annual  Return,  similar  to  that 
already  given  for  England,  as  an  Ad- 
pendix  to  the  Statement  of  the  Grown\ 
Nominee  Account ;  but  with  such  modi- 
fications in  form  as  may  be  required  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  Scottish  law. 

CRIMINAL    LAW    (SOaTLAND)-PRI- 
VATB  PROSECUTION. 

Me.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  adced  the 
Lord  Advocate,  Whether  a  criminal 
charge  against  a  Police  Inspector  of 
Glasgow  can  be  proceeded  with  at  the 
instance  of  a  private  prosecutor,  at  his 
own  cost  and  risk,  without  the  ooncv- 
rence  of  the  Procurator  fbr  the  pubfic 
interest ;  and,  whether  such  concurrence 
can  be  refused  by  Law  ? 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.E 
A.  Maodokald)  (Edinburgh  and  8t 
Andrew's  Universities) :  In  ScotianJ  it 
is  competent  for  a  private  individual  to 
prosecute  at  his  own  cost  and  risk,  aid 
that  the  person  accused  is  a  Police  In- 
spector makes  the  case  in  no  way  different 
from  an  ordinary  one ;  but  the  priTste 
party  cannot  do  so  without  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Public  Prosecutor.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  Public  Plrosecutor  can- 
not capriciously  or  oppressively  refuse 
to  give  his  concurrence.  If  the  mrate 
party  can  show  that  the  Public  Prose- 
cutor has  refused  to  give  his  concurrence, 
either  on  improper  grounds  or  from  cor- 
rupt motives,  the  High  Court  of  Jus- 
ticiary will  intervene  to  prevent  the  in- 
justice. 

POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BAKK  DEPABT- 
MENT,  aUEEN  VICTORIA  STRBBT- 
INSANITARY  CONDITIOK. 
Dk.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  in- 
sanitary and  inadequate  nature  of  the 
accommodation  provided  for  the  etaff  of 
the  Post  Of&ce  Savings  Bank  Depart- 
ment at  147,  Queen  Victoria  Street; 
whether  the  gross  cubic  space  of  one 
room,  in  which  40  employ h  have  to 
work,  allows  less  than  860  cubic  feet  of 
air  per  head,  and  the  rooms  are  dark, 
ill-ventilated,    and    disturbed    by  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


698    Post  Offiee'-Central     {FedHuary  28,  1887}  Telegraph  Office. 


694 


DoUe  and  yibration  of  adjaceot  ma- 
chinery; and,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  these  conditions  are  un- 
questionably  detrimental  to  health,  and 
that  seyeral  years  must  necessarily 
elapse  before  a  new  building  can  be 
erected  on  the  site  which  has  been  pur- 
chased under  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment, he  will  at  once  take  steps  to  pro- 
vide suitable  accommodation  in  some 
other  building  or  buildings? 

The  P08TMASTEE  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Baucbs)  (Cambridge  University) : 
I  have  personally  inspected  the  premises, 
No.  H7,  Queen  Victoria  Street.  They 
have  been  taken  for  a  temporary  pur- 
pose onlj^  and  were  the  best  that  could 
DO  obtained,  it  being  necessary  to  have 
Uie  accommodation  as  near  as  possible 
to  tike  main  Savings  Bank  Office.  The 
Ibises  are  not  all  that  could  be  de- 
ttnd ;  but  X  do  not  think  they  can  be 

eoDfidered  as  veiy  objectionable  for  a 
mere  temporary  purpose.  I  will,  how- 
•nr,  make  inquiry  whether  improve- 
meit  can  be  effected  in  the  ventilation. 
Attmtion  is  also  being  given  to  the 
ques^n  of  obtaining  additional  tem- 
ppraiy  accommodation  to  meet  increase 
of  business^  and  of  thus  relieving  any 
inconvenience  which  may  exist  at  present. 

TAOCINATION  ACTS— KEIGHLEY,  &c. 
Mb.  BAEEAN  (York,  W.E.,  Otiey) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
Temment  Board,  Whether  in  the  towns  of 
Keighiey,  Bingley,  and  Leicester,  where 
therd  exist  large  unvaccinated  popula- 
tioiis  (the  Vaccination  Acts  being  prac- 
tically a  dead  letter)  there  have  oeen 
more  or  fewer  cases  of  small-pox  during 
the  past  10  years  than  in  other  towns 
where  the  Vaccination  Acts  are  gene- 
roily  complied  with  ? 

The  PBESLDENT  (Mr.  Eitchib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  hare 
communicated  with  the  Segistrar  Gene- 
rol,  and  am  informed  that,  practically, 
ftere  has  been  no  epidemic  of  small-pox 
worth  mentioning  in  any  of  the  19  great 
Provincial  towns  dealt  with  in  the  Eegis- 
*tw  General's  Eeports  in  the  last  10 
jears.  Only  one  small-pox  death  was 
^gistered  in  that  period  in  Leicester 
itself;  but  10  more  were  registered  in 
^  Leicester  Borough  Hospital,  outside 
^»  town.  This  gives  an  annual  rate  of 
lune  in  1,000,000  living;  a  rate,  how- 
ler, which,  small  as  it  is,  was  never- 
theless higher  than  the  rates  at  Ports- 


mouth,  Norwich,  Plymouth,  Bristol,  and 
Bradford.  Neither  Keighiey  nor  Bing- 
ley are  towns  for  which  separate  statis- 
tics are  published  by  the  Eegistrar 
General.  Both,  however,  are  situated 
in  the  Eegistration  District  of  Keighiey, 
and  have  a  population  equal  to  about 
three-fourths  of  that  of  the  whole  dis- 
trict. The  last  calculated  rate  for  this 
district  is  for  the  10  years  1871-80,  as 
given  in  the  last  Decennial  Supplement. 
The  annual  rate  in  the  district  in  that 
decennium  was  270  per  1,000,000  living ; 
and  higher  than  in  25  out  of  the  32  re- 
maining districts  in  the  West  Eiding ; 
higher  also  than  in  any  of  the  folio wiug 
great  towns,  out  of  the  20  dealt  with  in 
the  Eegistrar  General's  Eeports :  — Hull, 
Bristol,  Manchester,  Leeds,  Oldham, 
Bradford,  and  Brighton. 

ARMY— REPORTED  REDUCTION  OF 
HORSE  ARTILLERY. 

GiSNEEAii  FEASEE  (Lambeth,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  in  view  of  batteries  of  Horse 
Artillery  being  so  difficult  to  construct, 
60  impossible  to  improvise,  and  in  the 
interests  of  the  efficiency  of  Cavalry  in 
the  field,  the  Government  will  postpone 
the  proposed  abolition  of  five  batteries 
of  Horse  Artillery,  out  of  a  Home 
strength  of  13,  until  this  House  shall 
have  had  an  oj^portunity  of  discussing 
the  whole  question  ? 

Tab  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  I  am  afraid  that  to  give  any 
such  undertaking  as  that  asked  for  by 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would  be  to 
transfer  to  the  House  of  Commons  a  re- 
sponsibility which  must  be  borne  by  my- 
self. But,  as  the  Army  Estimates  will 
be  brought  forward  in  a  very  few  days, 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  will  have  full 
opportunity  of  raisins  this  question  at  a 
time  when  he  has  Before  him  all  the 
reasons  for  this  conversion. 

POST  OFFICE-CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH 
OFFICE  -PROMOTION. 
Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
the  system  of  promotion  in  the  Central 
Telegraph  Office  is  according  to  salary ; 
and,  whether  that  system  places  London 
clerks  at  a  disadvantage,  as  compared 
with  Provincial  clerks,  so  that  Provin- 
cial clerks  junior  in  date  of  appointment 
are  promoted  to  London  vacancies  ove^ 
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the  beads  of  London  clerks  senior  in 
date  of  appointment ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  will  consider  the  possibility  of 
placing  London  and  Provincial  clerks 
on  a  footing  of  equality  as  regards  pro- 
motion ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University):  I  am 
not  quite  sure  that  I  understand  the 
Question ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  will 
call  at  the  Oeneral  Post  Office,  I  will 
take  care  that  he  shall  receive  the  fullest 
information. 

IRELAND  —  LETTER  OF  THE  ARCH- 
BISHOP  OF  CA8HEL. 
Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast.  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Lreland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  letter  signed  ''T. 
W.  Croke,  Archbishop  of  Cashel,"  ad- 
dressed to  The  FVeemanU  Journal^  from 
"The  Palace,  Thurles,"  on  the  I7th 
February,  in  which  it  is  said — 

**  Had  A  Manifesto  against  paying  taxes  been 
issued  at  the  time  (of  the  No  Ilent  Manifesto), 
I  should  certainly  have  supported  it  on  prin- 
ciple. I  am  precisely  in  the  same  frame  of 
mind  just  now.  Our  line  of  action  as  a  p^eople 
appears  to  me  to  be  in  this  respect  both  suicidal 
and  inconsistent.  We  pay  taxes  to  a  Ooyem- 
ment  that  uses  them  not  for  the  public  good 
and  in  accordance  with  the  declared  wishes  of 
the  taxpayers,  but  in  direct  opposition  to  them. 
....  Our  money  goes  to  fee  and  feed  a  gang 
of  needy  and  voracious  lawyers,  to  purchase 
bludgeons  for  policemen  to  be  used  in  smashing 
the  skulls  of  our  people,  and  generally  for  the 
support  of  foreign  garrisons,  or  native  slaves 
who  hate  and  despise  everything  Irish,  and 
every  genuine  Iriahman ;  *' 

and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Goyernment 
intend  to  take  any,  and,  if  so,  what, 
action  in  the  matter  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Sir 
MioHAEL  Hicks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  can  only  say  at  present, 
in  reply  to  my  hon.  Friend,  that  this 
matter  is  engaging  the  close  and  serious 
attention  of  the  Government. 

Dr.  CO  mm  ins  (Roscommon,  8.) 
asked  whether  the  assessed  taxes,  which 
were  the  principal  direct  taxes  in  Eng- 
land, were  not  imposed  in  Ireland  ? 

[No  reply.] 

INDIA  (MADRAS)  —  THE  COLLECTOR 
OF  CHINGLEPUT. 
Me.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  Goyernment  of  Madras  is 
now  making  inquiries    and   collecting 
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evidence  with  the  view  to  re-open  the 
Chingleput  Case,  which,  five  years 
since,  created  great  excitement;  whe- 
ther a  detective  officer  has  for  some 
months  been  specially  employed  to  work 
up  the  case ;  whether  the  GoUeetor  of 
Chingleput,  in  1882,  obtained  the  sanc- 
tion of  Government  to  prosecute  certain 
villagers  for  complaining  against  a  dm- 
gistrate;  whether  these  villagers  were 
sentenced  to  imprisonment  for  so  com- 
plaining; whether  an  aged  member  of 
their  number  died  in  confinement;  irite> 
ther  they  and  numerous  witnesses  were 
made  to  travel,  over  the  district  for 
weeks  together,  with  the  oamps  of  tke 
Collector  and  Sub-Colleotor ;  whether,  at 
last,  the  Native  community  throuf^oot 
Southern  India  combined,  anbeoribed 
large  sums  of  jotmej,  and  exposed  tbe 
true  character  of  the  magistrate  com- 
plained of ;  whether  he  then  absconded, 
and  deserted  his  post ;  whether  he  wu 
subsequently  brought  to  trial,  oonTicted 
of  stealing  and  making  away  with  official 
records,  and  sentenced  to  a  term  of  iis- 
prisonment:  whether  the  GoveiauiMit 
then  appealed  against  this  sentence  of 
the  MotuBsil  Court ;  whether  the  High 
Court  upheld  the  conviction;  whetlier 
the  Collector  adopted  the  unusual  ooaree 
of  bringing  forward  fresh  evidence,  aod 
inducing  Government  to  appeal  a  second 
time ;  whether  the  High  Court  refused 
to  admit  the  relevancy  of  any  of  this 
fresh  evidence,  and  again  con&med  the 
conviction ;  whether  £e  Collector  urged 
on  the  Government  the  unusual  course 
of  over-ruling  the  adverse  decisions  of 
the  Courts  of  Justice :  whether  the  ma- 
gistrate was  released  by  a  strained  exer- 
cise of  the  Qt)vernor's  prerogative ;  and, 
whether  the  Collector  is  now  acting 
Secretary  to  the  Government  of  Madras, 
Bevenue  Department? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  rGoRST  (Chatham): 
The  case  referred  to  oegan  in  May.  IS81. 
Certain  ryots  of  the  CUngleput  District 
charged  the  Tasildar,  who  is  a  subordi- 
nate Native  revenue  official,  with  extor- 
tion. A  variety  of  criminal  proceedings 
took  place ;  but  as  the  records  of  trials 
in  India  are  not  sent  to  the  India  Office 
it  is  impossible  to  answer  the  Questioos 
categorically.  Some  of  the  complainant 
appear  to  have  been  convicted  of  p®'* 
jury,  and  the  Tasildar  himself  of  steal- 
ing and  making  away  with  offioial  re- 
cords.   The  Tasildar  appealed  twice  io 
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tke  Madras  High  Court.  On  the  first 
oeeasion  the  sentence  was  reduced  from 
two  to  one  year's  rigorous  imprison- 
ment. The  High  Court  had  no  j  urisd  io* 
tioa  to  entertain  a  second  appeal ;  but 
(m  May  31,  1883,  the  Madras  Oovern- 
mant  made  an  Order,  stating  that — 

**The  QovfOTkOT  in  Council,  after  considering 
the  further  opinions  expressed  by  the  Judges 
of  the  High  Court  in  this  peculiar  case,  has 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  will  be  most  con- 
Btstent  with  justice  to  give  the  accused  the 
benefit  of  the  doubt  raiMd  by  the  subsequent 
eiidence,  and  be  is  aooordingly  pleased  under 
S«lion  401,  Code  of  Criminal  rrooednre,  to 
renit  the  remainder  of  the  sentence.** 

Mr.  Price,  now  Acting  Secretary  to  the 
Madras  GoTerament,  was  Collector  of 
Okingleput  between  1878  and  1884. 
The  Secretary  of  State  is  not  aware  of 
tay  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Govem- 
luot  of  Madras  to  re-open  this  case. 

IKDU.  (MADRAS)— BOARD  OF   INLAND 
RBVENITB. 

Ma.  TUTTE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
tfce  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  senior  memher  of  the 
Madras  Board  of  Revenue  was  last  year 
engaged  four  months  making  a  special 
Beport  on  the  district  administration  of 
Madnra ;  and  what  action  will  Oovem- 
ment  take  on  the  Beport  ? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  John  Qoest)  (Chatham) : 
Yes ;  the  action  to  be  taken  ou  the  Re- 
port is  still  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Governor  of  Madras. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
LAND)— GREYSTONES  HARBOUR. 

Ma.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wioklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
What  was  the  amount  of  the  contract 
for  the  construction  of  Greystones  Har- 
bour ;  how  much  has  been  expended  up 
to  the  present  time ;  and,  what  is  the 
babnoe  in  hands  of  the  Board  of  Works 
oat  of  the  original  grant  and  local  con- 
tribution ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  amount  of  the  grant 
was  £10,000.  The  amount  of  the  con- 
tnu)t,  exdusive  of  salary  of  derk  of  the 
woriEs,  16  £f»,000.  The  payments  made 
ip  to  date  are  £4,617  4<.  \d.^  leaving 
ia  the  hands  of  the  Commissioners  of 
PnbUo  Worika  available  for  completion 
£5,|$2  15#.  Id. 


COMMISSIONERS  OF  IRISH  LIOHTS— 
DAUNTS  ROCK,  CORK  HARBOUR. 

Mr.  hooper  (Cork  Co.,  S.E.)  (for 
Mr.  MAuaiOB  Healy)  (Cork)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
Correspondence  between  the  Cork  Har- 
bour Commissioners  and  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Irish  Lights,  and  subse- 
quently between  the  Cork  Harbour 
Commissioners  and  the  Board  of  Trade, 
with  reference  to  the  necessity  for  an 
additional  buoy  for  the  better  marking 
of  Daunt's  Rock;  whether  the  Cork 
harbour-masters  have  reported  that  a 
second  buoy  is  necessary  north-west  of 
the  rock,  not  for  the  requirements  of 
local  trade,  which  approaches  Cork 
Harbour  almost  entirely  from  the  east- 
ward, but  for  the  protection  of  the 
general  oversea  trade;  and  that  at 
least  one-half  of  the  oversea  sailing 
vessels  approaching  Cork  Harbour  do 
so  by  day  to  the  westward  of  the  rock, 
this  course  being  much  more  convenient 
in  certain  winds;  whether  a  sum  of 
about  £6,500  is  oolleoted  annually  in 
light  dues  through  the  colleetor  of  Cus- 
toms at  Cork ;  whether  Daunt's  Rook 
being  outside  their  jurisdiction,  the 
Harbour  Board  are  unable  to  apply 
their  own  fands  for  the  purpose  in 
question;  whether  the  Irish  Lights 
Commissioners  have  refused  to  erect  a 
second  buoy;  and,  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  the  Board  of  Trade  pro- 
pose to  take  any  steps  to  protect  the 
oversea  trade  of  the  port  by  requiring 
that  the  suffgestions  of  the  harbour* 
masters  shall  be  carried  into  effect  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Baron  Henbt 
De  WoB)a)  (Liverpool,  Bast  Tozteth)  : 
The  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights, 
who  are  the  General  Lighthouse  Au- 
thority in  Ireland,  have  considered 
with  care  the  representations  of  the 
Cork  Harbour  Commissioners  in.favour 
of  an  additional  buoy  in  the  vicinity 
of  Daunt's  Rock.  They  are  of  opinion 
that,  as  this  second  buoy  would  be 
purely  for  the  advantage  of  the  local 
trade,  they  would  not  be  justified  in 
recommending  that  any  expense  in 
respect  of  it  should  be  borne  by  the 
Mercantile  Marine  Fund.  The  Board 
of  Trade  do  not  propose  to  interCsre 
with  this  decision  of  the  Irish  Light- 
house Board,  and  have  no  power  to 
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initiate  new  sea  marks.    Their  function 
is  to  control  expenditure. 

FISHERY  WEIRS  (IRELAND  —  STATE 
WEIRS  ON  THE  LOWER  SHANNON. 
Me.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Limerick,  W.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieotenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Board  of  Conservators  of 
the  limerick  District  allow  State  weirs 
on  the  Lower  Shannon  to  be  fished  for 
some  time  during  the  begfinning  of  the 
season,  without  the  licence  Dntj,  as 
directed  by  Act  of  Parliament^  being 
first  paid  ;  whether  any  such  weirs  are 
beiug  fished  at  the  present  time,  the 
Licence  Duty  being  still  unpaid ;  whe- 
ther the  owners,  lessees,  or  occupiers  of 
such  weirs  are  liable  to  heavy  penalties 
and  forfeiture  of  these  engines  for  such 
offences;  whether  the  owners  of  any 
such  weirs,  now  being  fished  without 
licence,  are  conservators,  magistrates, 
or  both;  whether  he  will  cause  a 
Betum  to  be  furnished,  giving  the 
names  and  addresses  of  the  owners  of 
such  weirs,  stating  whetiier  they  are 
conservators  or  magistrates,  also  the 
names  of  the  occupiers  who  may  be 
liable  for  the  penalties ;  and,  if  he  will 
call  the  attention  of  the  Inspectors  of 
Fisheries  to  the  case,  and  take  any 
other  steps  to  enforce  the  Law  ? 

The  chief  SEORETAEY  (Sir 
MiCHASL  Hicks-Bsach)  (Bristc^,  W.): 
The  Inspectors  of  Fisheries  have  been 
communicated  with,  and  they  have  writ- 
ten to  the  Board  of  Conservators  at 
Limerick  for  the  required  information. 
There  has  not  been  time  for  the  receipt 
of  their  r^ly. 

.     BORNEO— THE  LIMBANG  RIVER. 

Admiral  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther any,  and  what,  infbrmation  has 
been  received  from  the  Consul  (General 
of  Brunei)  as  to  the  forcible  seieure  of 
the  limbang  Biver  by  the  Bajah  of 
Sarawak,  against  the  formal  protest  of 
the  Sultan  of  Brunei,  the  Native  Chiefs, 
and  the  BruDci  Malays ;  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  Her  Majesty's  Government  pro- 
pose to  take  ? 

The  UNDER  SEOBETARYoFSTAra: 
(Sir  Jambs  Fbrousson)  (Maaehestw, 
K.E.) :  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
received  no  official  information  of  the 
seizure  of  the  Limbang  Biver  by  the 

Baron  Henry  D$  Wan'ms 


Bajah  of  Sarawak ;  but  they  have  been 
informed  by  the  North  Bonieo  Com- 
pany that  news  to  that  effect  has  been 
received.  Inquiries  about  the  report 
will  be  made  by  telegraph.  The  matters 
involved  are  complicated^  and  are  re^ 
ceiving  the  consideration  of  Her  Ma« 
jesty's  Government. 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS)— BATTER- 
SEA  PARK. 

Mb.  BAGGALLAY  (Lambeth»  Bra- 
ton)  asked  the  Fir^  Commiesioper  «f 
Works,  If  the  Government  wmild  ex- 
clude from  the  Bill  for  the  trand^r  of 
certain  Parks  to  the  Metropolitaa  Boaid 
of  Works,  the  lands  a^jaowit  to  Batt^ 
sea  Park,  which  oonstitute  a  sepamte 
estate  ^m  the  Ptok,  and  which  are 
mortgaged  to  the  Public  Works  Com* 
missioners  for  a  sum  amounting  with 
accrued,  interest  to  about  £173,1)00  ?  . 

Thb  FIEST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunkxt)  (Dublin  Univei^sitj}  :  Aa  the 
London  Parks  Bill  stands  at  preeeut,  Jt 
proposes  to  hand  over  to  the  Metropolh 
tan  Board  of  Works  the  debt  on  tke 
Battersea  Park,  at  present  amounting 
with  interest,  to  £173^000 ;  but  it  als^ 
proposes  to  hand  over  to  the  same  Boij 
the  Battersea  Sstate,  on  the  seourity  of 
which  that  money  was  borrowed,  and 
which  we  estimate  will,  in  a  few  yeais, 
produce  £6,800  a-year,  an4  We  belies 
that  would  not  be  a  bad  bargain  for  the 
Metropolitan  Board.  But  UT,  in  Com- 
mittee, it  should  appear  to  be  thought 
better  that  the  Government  should  keep 
the  debt  and  the  estate  with  it,  I  am  an- 
thoriaed  by  the  Treasury  to  say  that 
we  shall  not  resist  such  a  change,  so 
that,  in  fact,  they  may  have  it  which- 
ever way  they  prefer.  If  the  latter 
suggestion  be  adopted,  the  financial 
resiut  of  the  carrying  of  the  Bill 
would  be  to  hand  over  to  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works,  free  of  all 
debt,  a  ptof&ttj  upon  which  has  been 
expended,  Arom  cSrown  and  €k>vera- 
ment  grants,  in  respect  of  the  acQuiii- 
tion  of  land,  the  oonstructiou  of  West- 
minster Bridge,  and  other  w^ks,  svom 
of  money  amoanting  to  a  capital  oirt- 
lay  of  £500,000  in  round  numbers,  whil« 
the  annual  muntenanoe  may  be  taken  at 
about  £19,300  a-year,  or  less  than  4per 
cent  upon  the  amount  wUdt  has  bees 
contributed  up  to  (^  preesnt  time  from 
Imperial  sources  towards  the  cost  of 
these  Parks  and  other  works. 
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LOSS  Oi*  LIFE  FROM  FISHING 
VBSSEI^. 

Mr.  a.  SUTHERLAND  (Sutherland) 

Mked  the   Secretary  to  the  Board  of 

Trade,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 

called  to  the  fact  that,  because  of  the 

unprotected  state  of  the  decks  of  fishing 

boats,  the  gunwales  being  only  a  few 

inches  in  height,  the  estimated  loss  of 

life  from  these  vessels  by  being  '<  Washed 

overboard,*'  *«  Struck  overboard  by  the 

lail,^  and  ^'  Missing  while  alone  on  the 

dxn^y^  amounts  to  50  per  cent  of  the 

total  loss  ftom  all  causes ;  whether  the 

Oorerament   intend    to    provide    that 

owners  of  boats  who  neglect  to  provide 

gaard-rails,  and  other  life-saving  ap- 

panitus,  shall  be  made  liable  under  the 

fimployers'  Liability  Acts,  or  otherwise ; 

tad,  whether  this  subject  has  been  inves- 

tigp^  by  the  Boyal  Oommission  on 

Lanof  Life  at  Sea? 

Tbm  secretary  (Baron  Henry 
Jk  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Tozteth) : 
The  lo#s  of  life  from  fishing  vessels  has, 
I  am  glad  to  say,  fallen  off  very  mate- 
rially dmiBg  the  last  few  years.  It  is 
true  that  of  the  lives  recently  lost  from 
MuBg  vessels  about  50  per  cent  have 
beea  lost  firom  falling,  being  washed,  or 
knocked  overboard.  I  cannot  yet  say 
idiat  steps  may  be  taken  under  the  Em- 
^ixsjfft^  Liability  Act,  or  otherwise,  in 
the  matter.  The  subject  of  the  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Act  has  been  brought 
to  the  notice  of  the  Royal  Oommission 
on  Loss  of  Life  at  Sea ;  but  until  the 
Keport  of  the  Royal  Oommission  is  re- 
eeived  I  am  unable  to  say  what  action 
▼ill  be  taken. 

CHAHTTY  COMMISSION-SCHEME  FOB 
CHRIST'S  HOSPITAL. 

Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Oommittee  of 
Ooundl  on  Education,  What  course  the 
Education  Department  intends  to  adopt 
with  reference  to  the  scheme  for  the 
administration  of  Ohrist's  Hospital, 
wkieh  was  submitted  to  the  Oommittee 
ol  Ckniacil  by  the  Oharity  Oommissioners 
i&Maioh  1886? 

Tub  VIOE  PRESIDENT  (SirWiL- 
UAM  HijiT  Dtks)  (Kent,  Dartford) : 
Ike  Qourse  to  be  adopted  in  reference 
to  this  adiesie  is  now  under  considera- 
tioa. 


THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND) -SPEECH 
OF  MAJOR  GEORGE  JOHNSTON,  J.P., 
AT  GLENTIES,  CO.  DONEGAL. 

Captain  M'OALMONT  (Antrim.  E.) 
asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Lreland,  Whether  a  cor- 
rect report  is  given,  in  The  Fresmmi^M 
Journal  ot  the  13th  December  last,  of  a 
speech  made  by  Major  George  Johnston, 
J\P.,  at  Olenties,  in  the  county  of  Done* 
gal,  on  the  occasion  of  tiie  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign being  adopted  in  that  neip^hbour-  * 
hood ;  and,  whether  the  speech  in  ques- 
tion has  been  bronrht  under  the  notice 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  ? 

The  ohief  8E0EETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Bbaoh)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
The  newspaper  report  of  the  speech  in 
question  was  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  at  once 
demanded  an  explanation.  Major  John- 
ston thereupon  denied  the  language  and 
action  imputed  to  him,  and  the  Lord 
Chancellor  apprised  him  that  he  would 
closely  observe  his  conduct  in  future.  If 
any  further  reports  should  reach  the 
Lord  Chancellor  he  will  at  once  inves- 
tigate them. 

Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  Will 
tiie  right  hon.  Baronet  have  any  objec- 
tion to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the 
Lord  ChancSlor  any  other  magistrate 
in  Ulster  who  within  the  last  year  de- 
livered speeches  in  violation  of  the  ordi- 
nary Chriminal  Law  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Anything  that  happened  would  be 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  at  the  time.  This  matter 
happened  in  December,  and  what  the 
hon.  Member  refers  to  happened,  I 
think,  in  June. 

NAVY  —  PEMBROKE  DOCKYARD  —  DE- 
FECTIVE SHEERS. 
Adkibal  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  intended 
to  replace  the  prescDt  obsolete  and  de- 
cayed sheers  at  Pembroke  by  efficient 
sheers  capable  of  lifting  the  boilers  and 
machinery  into  the  Aurora  and  NiU  now 
building  there,  and  any  large  ships 
which  may  be  built  there ;  if  not,  will 
it  be  the  most  economical  course,  and 
consistent  with  si^eW,  to  launch  these 
▼easels  at  mere  sh^  and  tow  them 
round  to  other  yards  in  a  state  of  utter 
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helpleBsness  to  be  engined  and  com- 
pleted? 

Thb  first  lord  (Lord  Georob 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
expense  of  replacing  the  sheers  at  Pem^ 
broke  will  be  yery  oonsiideirable,  and 
c^d  not  be  effected  in  time  to  pktoe  the 
Aw^dra*$  machinery  on  board.  Tho  Ad* 
miralty  do  not  feel  justified  in  incurring 
the  expense  of  new  toheers  solely  for 
the  JVtT^'t  madiineiy,  being  of  opinion 
that  it  wonld  be  more  advantageous  and 
-eoonomical  to  tow  the  ship  to  Foite^ 
nM>utii.  Such  a  removal  it  is  considered 
can,  under  proper  preoaiations,  be  made 
with  perfect  safety; 

SASINES   OPFICE,    EBlNBtJRGH  —  RE- 
VENUE AND  EXPENDITTTRE. 

Mb.  PRASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
yerness- shire)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  a  Return  showing  the  annual 
Revenue  and  Expenditure  of  the  Office 
of  Sasinesi  Edinburgh,  from  1876-7  to 
1886-7  (in  continuation  of  the  Return 
made  in  the  year  1 877)  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  I  stated  on  Tuesday  last, 
in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cen- 
tral Edinburgh  (Mr.  M'Ewan),  that  a 
separate  account  is  not  kept  of  the 
amount  received  in  fees  from  each  branch 
of  the  General  Register  House ;  and  I 
am,  therefore,  unc^le  to  give  the  Re- 
turn of  the  revenue  and  expenditure  of 
the  Sasines  Office  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man asks  me  to  furnish. 

POST  OFFICE-MAIL  SERVICE  TO  THE 
XSLANB  OF  HARRIS. 

Mb.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire) asked  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  "Whether,  in  reply  to  a  Memo- 
rial from  the  inhabitants  of  Harris,  the 
Under  Secretary,  on  9th  November  last, 
in  a  letter  addressed  to  Captain  Pater- 
son,  at  Tarbert,  of  Harris,  promised— 

*'A  service  of  iteamers  which  will  call  at 
Harris  and  connect  the  Island  with  Oban  on 
the  one  hand,  and  Strome  Ferry  vid  Portree  on 
the  other ; " 

whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Postmaster 
General  has  since  declined  to  connect 
Harris  by  steam  postal  service  either 
with  Oban  or  Strome  Ferry ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  use  his  influence  with  the 
Postal  AmAoiitiea  to  procure  the  faci- 
lities desired  by  the  people  of  Harris  ? 

Admiral  Mayne 


{OOMMONfi}  ofSwrm^  ^.  TM 

The  SECRETARY  for  SOOTLANB 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balpoxtk)  (Manchester,  B.): 
In  the  letter  refer^Bd  to  by  the  hon. 
Member,  it  was  stated  by  my  desire  that 
arrangements  were  luoder  considerition 
which  would  meet  the  wishes  of  the  in- 
habitants of  Harris  in  the  manner  indi- 
cated in  the  Question;  but  finaacy 
difficulties  have,  unfortunately,  srisen, 
which  I  win  endeavour  to  remove  by 
further  communication  with  the  Trea- 
Buiy. 

WAE  OFFICE  (ORDNANCE  DEPABT- 
ment)~the  boxer  MARTINI-HEK&T 
CARTEIDaES. 

Colonel  HTTQHES-HALLETT 
(Eochester)  asked  the  Surveyor  General 
of  the  Ordnance,  Whether,  with  regard 
to  the  45,000,000  Boxer  Martini-Heniy 
cartridges  made  yearly,  the  cartridge 
cases  are  manufactured  entirely  by  the 
Koyal  Arsenal  at  Woolwich,  or  whether 
any  are  made  for  the  Government  by 
private  manufacturing  firms,  and  if  he 
will  give  the  names  of  the  firms ;  as^ 
if  he  can  state  the  cost  per  1,000  il 
which  they  are  manufactured  for  fte 
Grovemment,  either  by  the  Royal  Arsenal 
or  by  a  private  firm  ? 

The  SURTLTTOE  GENERAL  ^r. 
Northcotb)  (Exeter):  I  am  inforaed 
that  the  whole  of  tho  roUed-HMse 
cartridges  for  the  Martini- Henry  Bifle 
are  manufactured  in  the  Royal  Labon- 
tory  at  Woolwich,  and  that  their  cost  is 
£3  2#,  per  1,000  B.8.  No.  1. 

ARMT-PURCHASE  OF  HORSES  FOB 
MILITARY  SERVICE. 

OoiONEL  HUGHES-HALLETT 
(Rochester)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  statements  in  the  Press  that 
Foreign  Governments  are  largely  ptir- 
ohasnig  horses  for  their  militaty  reqaire- 
ments  at  the  various  horse  fairs  in  thii 
country,  eepeoially  in  i^o  North ;  and, 
whether  Her  Maiesty's  Goveminept 
have  recently  purchased  and  are  i^ 
contemplating  the  xrarohase  of  horses 
for  ti&eir  own  militiny  requirements  in 
Canada  and  other  parts  of  our  Oolo- 
niesf 

Thu  (SECRETARY  of  8TATB  (Mr. 
E.  Staithopb)  (LinMteshire,  Horn- 
oastfe) :  I  think  that  my  hon.  and  galant 
Friend  will  find  that  this  Question  has 
practically  been  already  answered.  The 
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Fiist  Lord  of  the  Treasury  stated  on 
Tliarsdaj  last  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Tetnmenl  did  not  ocHisider  that  necessity 
had  arisen  for  restraining  the  exporta- 
tion of  horses ;  and  I  explained  a  few 
days  ago  oar  intention  of  purohasing 
horses  in  Ganada,  and  the  reasons  for 
thai  measure. 

SKYE  CROFTERS—WITHDRAWAL  OF 
POLICE. 
Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monag- 
lian,  N.)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whe- 
ther two  detective  officers  are  at  present, 
aid  have  been  ^nce  the  termination  of 
the  military  occupation  of  Shye,  acting 
as  bodyguard  to  Sheriff  Ivory  in  Edin- 
burgh ;  and,  if  so,  if  he  can  state  whe- 
ther it  is  the  city  of  Edinburgh  or  the 
(»<mty  of  Inverness  that  wifi  have  to 
bear  the  expense  of  thus  protecting  the 

dietiff  from  apprehended   crofter   vio- 

le&ee? 
The  lord ADTOCATE(Mr.  J. H.  A. 

Macdovaja))  (Edinburgh  and  Bt.  An- 
drews Universities),  in  reply,  said,  it 
iras  not  the  case  that  two  detectives 
were  at  present,  and  had  been,  acting  as 
a  bodyguard  for  Sheriff  Ivory  in  Edin- 
burgh. That  made  it  unnecessary  for 
him  to  answer  the  latter  part  of  the 
Question. 

BURIALS  ACTS—BROMPTON 
CEMBTERY. 
Mb.  BAGOALLAT  (Lambeth,  Brix- 
ton) asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  What  is  the  acreage  of  Bromp- 
ton  Cemetery ;  how  many  burials  have 
taken  place  there  since  its  establishment 
in  1837 ;  what  is  the  yearly  arerage  at 
the  present  time;  and  to  what  extent 
and  under  what  oonditioas  are  coffins 
allowed  to  be  placed  one  above  the 
other ;  whether  the  local  health  statistics 
ihow  that  the  area  immediately  sur- 
rounding the  cemetery  is  far  more  un- 
healthy than  any  other  part  of  West 
London ;  and  whether,  considering  the 
enormous  increase  in  recent  years  of 
population  in  the  neighbourhood,  any 
umit  will  be  fixed  to  the  number  of  in- 
terments; and,  does  the  Government 
derive  any  profit  ^om  the  oemetery  ? 

The  FIBfeT  COMMISSIONEE  (Mr. 
Pi«uiix£t)  (Dublin  University) :  Bromp- 
ton  Cemetery  contains  in  aU  38  acres 
tnd  20  perches.  There  now  remain 
available  for  future  graves  4  acres  and 
3i  perches.     Since  the  first  burial  in 
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Brompton  Cemetery,  in  1840  up  to  the 
26th  of  February  last,  there  have  taken 
place  135,617  burials.  The  average 
number  of  burials  in  the  last  three  years 
is,  in  round  numbers,  5,000.  The  graves 
are  of  different  depths,  and  the  coffins 
are  placed  in  the  ground  subject  to  re- 
strictions laid  down  by  the  Home  Office. 
I  have  not  been  able  to  ascertain  the 
health  statistics  of  the  neighbourhood ; 
but  it  is  stated  to  me  that  the  neigh- 
bourhood is  not  more  unhealthy  in  con- 
sequence of  the  existence  of  the  ceme- 
tery, which  has  sufficient  open  space 
about  it.  No  limit  can,  unless  by  Act 
of  Parliament,  be  fixed  to  the  number  of 
interments,  except  that  each  year  there 
is  less  space  available  for  the  purpose. 
The  Oovernment  does  derive  a  profit, 
which  was  last  year  £7,070,  from  the 
cemetery.  This  is  paid  over  to  the  Pay- 
master General. 

Me.  BA(JGALLAY  inquired  whether 
there  were  burials  in  old  graves  ? 

Me.  PLUNKET  said,  that  interments 
took  place  according  to  bye-laws  framed 
by  the  Home  Office. 

IBISH    LAND    COMMISSION— PUR- 
CHASERS OF  GLEBE  LAND. 

Me.  REYNOLDS  (Tyrone,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Irish 
Land  Commission  are  takingproceedings 
in  a  large  number  of  cases  against  glebe 
purchasers  under  the  Irish  Church  Act 
for  the  purpose  of  foreclosing  the  mort- 
gages held  by  the  Commission  for  the 
instalments  of  purchase  money ;  and,  if 
■o,  whether  he  will  state  in  how  many 
cases  such  proceedings  are  pending? 

The  CHIEP  SECRETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.), 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  Irish  Land  Com- 
missioners had  informed  him  that  there 
were  47  oases  in  which  such  proceedings 
had  been  taken  as  the  hon.  Member 
referred  to. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  asked  if  the  claims 
of  the  glebe  purchasers  would  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Government  in  connec- 
tion with  the  projected  legislation  on  the 
Land  Question  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEA.CH  was 
understood  to  say  that  they  would. 

MAURITIUS-SIR  GEORGE  BOWEN. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
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the  Ooloniesi  Will  he  state  the  dates  of 
Sir  George  Bowen's  appointment  and 
resignation  of  the  QoTemment  of  Mauri* 
tins;  the  actual  time  he  was  on  the 
island  dvring  his  Govennnent;  tiie 
amount  of  Money  he  receiTed  while  on 
leave,  and  while  administering  the  Gt>- 
Temment ;  and,  will  he  gire  similar  in- 
formation regarding  Sir  George  Bowen's 
Govemorthip  of  Song  Hong,  and  the 
amount  of  pension  on  whieh  Sir  George 
Bowen  retires  ? 

Thx  SEOBETABT  or  STATE  (Sir 
HBmtY  HoLLAim)  (Hampstead) :  It  is 
not  desirable  to  lay  a  Eetum  upon  the 
Table ;  but  I  will  briefly  give  the  infor* 
mation  asked  for.  Sir  George  Bowbu 
assumed  the  Goyemment  of  Mauritius 
on  the  4th  of  April,  1879,  and  receired 
full  salary  (60,000  rupees  per  annum) 
from  that  date  to  the  9th  of  December, 
1880 ;  being  in  the  island  20  months  and 
six  days.  £[e  was  then  on  leave  with 
half  salary  (30,000  rupees  per  annum) 
for  two  years.  On  the  9th  of  December, 
1882,  he  was  appointed  Governor  of 
Hong  Kong;  he  assumed  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  3rd  March,  1883,  and  drew 
full  pay  (24,000  dols.  per  annum)  till 
the  20th  of  December,  1885.  He  was 
granted  leave  on  half  salary  (at  the 
rate  of  12,000  dols.  per  annum)  from  the 
20th  of  December,  1885,  till  the  19th  of 
June,  1887 ;  but  he  will  return  to  resume 
the  Government  of  Hong  Kong  before 
the  expiration  of  that  leave.  During  hie 
previous  service  of  29  years  Sir  George 
Bowen  had  had  only  18  months'  leave ; 
and  his  leave  from  Mauritius  and  Hong 
Kong  has  been  granted  under  strong 
medical  certificates. 

POST  OFFICE-THE  8TTBMARINE 
CABLE  COMPANY. 

Mb.  HENNIKEB  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  he  can  state  the  amount  of 
money  paid  to  the  Submarine  Gable 
Company  for  conveying  messages  from 
England  to  France  and  from  France  to 
England  last  year ;  also,  the  total  amount 
paid  to  the  Company  for  Continental 
messages  last  year  ? 

Thb  POSTMASTEB  GENEBAL(Mr. 
Baikbs)  (Cambridge  University) :  I  do 
not  think  I  am  in  a  position  to  give  a 
categorical  answer  to  the  hon.  Member's 
Question;  but  it  may  interest  him  to 
know  that  the  Post  Office  received  during 
the  year  1686  on  account  of    Anglo- 

Mr.  Henniker  Reaton 


iVenoh  messages  the  sum  of  £d7>906; 
and  that  the  total  earnings  of  the  Pott 
Office  under  the  joint  purse  arrangements 
with  the  Submarine  Telegraph  Company 
were  for  the  same  year  £132,223. 

ARMY  (MANUFACTURING  DEPART- 
MENT)  — MANUFACTURE  OF  STEEL 
AT  WOOLWICH. 

Me.  MUNDEIiLA.  (Sheffield,  Brigk- 
side)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  If  he  can  state  the  total  amoa&tiif 
steel  produced  in  the  OoremmeBt  Fic- 
tories  at  Woolwich  in  the  years  1884, 
1886,  and  1886  respectively ;  and,  what 
has  been  the  heaviest  weight  of  any 
single  casting  in  each  of  those  years? 

Mb.  HOWAED  VINCENT  (flhef- 
field,  Central)  said,  that^  before  his  right 
hon.  Friend  answmred  that  Qoestioo,  he 
should  like  to  ask  him  whether  the 
undertaking  he  gave  the  other  day  as  to 
the  Qovemment  employment  of  the  steel 
trade  applied  to  large  ingots  only,  or  to 
all  the  gun  forgings  required  by  the 
War  Department  ? 

Thr  secretary  op  state  (Mr.E 
Stavhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  HorncasUe): 
The  steel  produced  at  Woolwich  dudsg 
the  last  three  years  has  been  as  fol- 
lows :--In  1883-4, 1,564  tons ;  in  1884-5, 
1,698  tons ;  in  1885-6,  2,279  tons.  The 
heaTiest  single  casting  in  eadi  of  the 
first  two  years  was  about  19  tons,  and 
in  the  last  year  about  12  tons*  In  reply 
to  the  second  Question,  I  have  to  state 
that  my  answer  applied  to  forgings  of 
all  sizes ;  and  I  propose,  subject  to 
unforeseen  oootingenoies,  during  the 
coming  financial  year  to  give  to  the 
trade  nearly  three*fburihs  of  all  thegu 
fotgings  whioh  may  be  required. 

ARMY— THE  IHFCRIAL  TNtfTlTUTE- 
THE!  RAGLAN  BARRACKS. 

Mb.  CONTBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cain- 
borne)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  it  is  the  fact,  as  stated 
in  Th$  WMt$m  Daily  Mercury  oi  the  24th 
instant,  that  at  the  Baglan  Barracks— 

«an  officer  addressed  his  company  in  oom- 
plianoe  with  his  orders,  and  told  them  frtnklf 
that  he  did  not  intend  himself  to  gire  to  the 
Imperial  Institute  scheme,  and  that  ther  need 
not  subflcrihe,  if  they  were  indisposed  to  so  so, 
and  that  **there  was  not  a  singk  IsfOQisVe 
response;" 

whether  the  officers  of  the  Army  p^ 
rally  have  receiyed  orders  to  canrsw 
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t^^men ;  whetiier  suehtHrd^rs  direotdd 
^em  to  iofovm  their  men  that 

"  thej  need  not  sabflcribe  if  they  were  indis- 
pOBed  to  do  80 ; " 

and,  in  how  many  oases,  where  such 
liberty  of  choice  has  been  afforded,  a 
favourable  response  has  been  returned  ? 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Qomcastle) : 
The  officers  of  the  Army  have  not  re- 
ceived orders  to  canvass  their  men  for 
sabsonptunis  to  the  Imperial  Institute. 
As  to  tiie  other  Questions  of  the  hon. 
Member,  I  hare  no  informaMon. 

Mb.  CONYfiEAEE  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wh^her  he  could  obtain 
Biieh  information  f 

Me.  E.  stanhope  said,  it  was  not 
his  business  to  ask  whether  officers  or 
the  Army  subscribed  to  that  or  any 
other  objeet. 

UW  OF  BVIDBNOB-EVIDBNCB  OF 
ACCUSED  PERSONS. 

Me.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether 
the  Qovemment  propose  to  bring  in, 
during  this  Session,  a  Bill  enabling  per- 
sons aeoused  of  crimes  to  give  evidence 
i&  tiieir  own  behalf  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
BiCHAED  Wbbstee)  (Islo  of  Wight) : 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  is,  doubt- 
less, aware  that  a  Bill  dealing  with  the 
matter  referred  to  in  the  Question  was 
introduced  oh  Thursday  last  in  the 
House  of  Lords  by  Lord  Bramwell,  and 
received  the  support  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor. Her  Majesty's  GoTemment  hope 
that  the  Bill  in  question  may  be  carried 
through  both  Houses  and  become  law 
during  the  present  Session.  I  wish  to 
add  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
prepared  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  matter. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Bid  I  understand  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentteman  to  say  that  it  is  intended 
that  this  Bill  shall  apply  to  Ireland  f 
Because,  if  so,  I  shall  oppose  It  in  the 
strongest  manner  ? 

[No  reply.] 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— THB 
GRANGEGEITH  LETTER  CARRIER. 

Me.  O'HANLON  (Oavan,  E.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Is  he  aware 
that  the  people  in  the  district  of  Grange- 
pB3ik  have  been,  and  still  are,  paying 
sat  of  their  private  purse  the  wages  of 


a  letter  carrier  and  the  rest  of  a  post 
office  in  their  district  for  over  eight 
months;  will  he  try  and  hasten  the 
inquiry  so  long  promised  by  him ;  and, 
will  he  also  say  when  the  inquiry  will 
be  made  into  this  matter,  which  is  in 
itself  a  great  grievance  and  hardship  to 
the  people  of  this  particular  district  f 

The  P08TMA8TEE  GENEEAL  (Mr. 
Raiebs)  (Cambridge  University):  The 
facts  are,  I  believe,  accurately  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member.  I  can  assure  him 
that  I  shall  carry  out  my  promise  to 
institute  an  inquiry  into  them,  and  I 
shall  lose  no  time  in  communicating  to 
him  the  result ;  but  for  obvious  reasons 
it  would  not  be  desirable  to  announce 
in  advance  tiie  time  at  which  the  in- 
quiry will  be  made. 

LUNACY  LAWS— ALLEGED  DETEN- 
TION OF  A  FEMALE. 

Me.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  B.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  The  result  of  the 
inquiries  promised  into  the  confinement 
in  a  lunatic  asylum  for  seven  years  of  a 
female,  alleged  to  be  of  sound  mind, 
and  whose  case  was  recently  under  the 
notice  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  of 
Paddington  XTnion  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Mr.  Stuaet-Woetley)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  (who  replied)  said  :  Per- 
haps the  hon.  Member  will  allow  me  to 
answer  the  Question.  I  have  made  in- 
quiry, and  have  ascertained  that  the 
woman  referred  to  in  the  Question  was 
not  an  inmate  of  a  county  asylum,  but 
of  the  asylum  at  Darenth,  belonging 
to  the  Managers  of  the  Metropolitan 
Asylums  Board.  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  has  accord- 
ingly taken  up  the  matter,  and  is 
making  inquiries  as  to  the  case. 

POST  OFFICE-POSTAGE  RATES 
FOR  INDIA. 

Me.  KING  (Hull,  GeRtral)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that,  as  lately  stated  by  him, 
the  price  of  postage  of  letters  to  India 
and  China  is  only  charged  at  the  rate 
of  Hd,  per  half  ounce  to  the  Govern- 
ments of  France,  Belgium,  and  Ger- 
many, whilst  the  price  to  British  mer- 
chants is  as  high  as  6  J.  per  half  ounce ; 
any  steps  are  being,  or  will  be,  taken 
to  abolish  this  anomaly,  and  to  reduce 
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the  rate  to  India  and  Ohhia  to  2^4,  per 
half  ounce  ? 

The  POSTMASTEE  GENEEAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University):  The 
low  sea  rate  charged  to  foreign  coun- 
tries for  letters  carried  bj  British  Mail 
Packets  to  India  and  China  is  fixed  bj 
the  Postal  Union  Convention ;  and,  as  a 
matter  of  reciprocity,  this  country  has 
the  right  to  send  leti^rs,  on  equal  terms, 
to  parts  beyond  sea  by  foreign  steamers 
so  far  as  they  are  available.  The  hon. 
Member  is,  perhaps,  not  aware  that  the 
sea  convevance  is  only  part  of  the  cost 
incurred  by  this  country  in  sendinjO^ 
letters  to  £idia  and  China.  There  is 
besides  a  foreign  transit  rate  for  the 
accelerated  train  service  through  France 
and  Italy,  amounting  to  another  l^d. 
per  half  ounce ;  a  charge  which  is  not 
incurred  by  either  Prance  or  Italy  for 
their  own  letters.  The  question  of  re- 
ducing the  Britifih  postage  from  5i.  to 
2^d.  is  one  for  the  ooDsideration  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

EVXOnONS  (IfiELAND)— EVICTIONS  IN 
LETTEIM. 

Mb.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Zx>rd  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
had  been  called  to  a  report  in  the  Lon- 
don Standard^  of  Friday,  2dth  February, 
in  which  is  set  forth  a  record  of  the  pro- 
ceedinga  of  Mr.  Smithy  B.M.,  and  the 
police  under  his  charge,  in  connection 
with  the  carrying  out  evictions  on  the 
property  of  Mr.  Montgomery,  of  Dowra, 
County  Leitrim;  whether  Mr.  Smith 
directed  the  police  to  charge  with  their 
batons  the  crowd  gathered  together  to 
witness  the  proceedings;  whether,  sub- 
sequently, Mr.  Smith  gave  orders  for 
the  police  to  load  their  rifles  with  buck- 
shot, and  ordered  them  to  fire,  when  a 
number  of  people  fell  wounded;  how 
many  persons  are  seriously  injured; 
whether  any  deaths  are  likely  to  result 
from  injuries  inflicted  by  the  police; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  take 
steps  to  ensure  the  fullest  inquiry  into 
the  whole  of  the  proceedings? 

Sib  JOHN  SwTNBUENE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  can  state  under  what  circumstances 
Mr.  Smith,  R.M.,  ordered  an  escort  of 
police  under  his  command  to  fire  upon  a 
crowd  at  Dowra,  County  Leitrim,  on 
Thursday  last;    what  was  the    injury 
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caused  by  the  firing ;  and,  if  any  loss  of 
life  ensued  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Bea^chJ  (Bristol,  W.): 
I  have  obtained  a  full  Report  on  this 
subject,  and  I  would  ask  the  House  to 
allow  me  to  quote  from  it  at  some 
length,  as  it  shows  the  difficulties  under 
which  the  police  have  to  act  on  these 
occasions,  and  what  is  really  meant  by 
what  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Conway) 
called  ''  crowds  cnithered  to  witness  the 
proceedings.'^  The  Sub-Sheriff  of  Leit- 
rim proceeded  last  week,  in  Uie  dis- 
charge of  his  duty,  to  cany  out  a  small 
number  of  evictions  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Dowra.  Notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  he  was  accompanied  by  a  pro- 
tecting force  of  100  police,  he  was  met 
by  obstruction  so  vidLent  and  obstinate 
that  the  work  occupied  two  days,  the 
police  on  the  second  day  being  on  dnty 
for  13  hours.  The  mobs  wer»  composed 
mainly  of  strangers  gathered  in  firom 
other  districts.  The  stone^throwing  was 
excessively  violent—  so  much,  so  that  the 
mtgorify  of  the  100  police  on  duty, 
officers  and  men,  were  wounded  mote 
or  less  severely.  On^  constable  was 
rendered  insensible  for  aome  time*  Qq 
thi  firat  day  there  was  no  firing.  !Dke 
mob  was  ehiairged  by  a  p&rl^  <S  b»ten 
men.  No  woman  or  child  was  batoned. 
After  this  the  crowds,  though  they  con- 
tinued stOne-throwing,  kept  at  a  dis- 
tance. On  the  second  day  t)iQ  vident 
resistance  was  renewed,  and  it  was 
greatly  facilitated  by  the  nature  of  the 
ground.  After  traversing  a  road  which 
had  been  found  blocked  by  loose  stone 
walls  and  bushes,  the  Sheriff  had  to  pass 
throueh  a  narrow  defile,  flanked  by 
steep  hills.  The  hills  were  occupied  by 
parties  of  men,  who  flung  volleys  of 
stones,  and  hurled  down  larg«  boulders, 
which  were  dashed  with  great  fbroe 
across  the  road.  These  people  had  to  be 
dislodged  before  the  Sheriff  cottH  be 
conducted  through  the  defile;  and  this 
was  done  with  difficulty,  after  the  Biot 
Act  had  been  read,  but  not  untQ  one 
round  of  buckshot  had  been  fired.  Later 
on,  in  order  to  reach  one  of  the  houses, 
the  Sheriff  and  his  party  had  to  asoend 
a  very  steep  hill,  when  they  were  io 
violently  assailed  by  the  mob  that  it  was 
found  impossible  to  proceed  tmlil  after 
12  shots  had  been  fired  by  tiie  police. 
The  crowds  then  moved  off  and  com- 
menced to  re- construct  the  barritfliss  (m 
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the  road  hj  which  it  was  thought  the 
police  would  return.  The  order  to  fire 
was  only  given  as  a  last  resort.  With- 
out it  the  execution  of  the  writs  must 
have  heen  abandoned.  It  is  not  easy  to 
get  aoD«rate  information  as  to  the  result 
m  the  firing ;  but  it  is  believed  by  the 
poliii^  that  two  persons  were  wounded, 
one  .badly.  If  any  statement  on  this 
anbiect  calling  for  inquiry  is  brought 
unoar  my  .notice,  inquiry  shall  be  made. 
Bat,  at  present  I  prefer  to  believe  the 
Iteport  xrom  which  I  have  quoted  to 
oewsi^aper  gossip ;  and,  judging  from 
that»  it  is  spiy  opinion,  that  the  officers 
aod  men  employed,  on  this  service  did 
tkeir  duly  w^. 

De.  TXKNER  (Cork  Co,,  Mid)  asked 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  to  state 
whether,  according  to  the  medical  evi- 
dence, the  police  were  really  injured,  or 
whether  it  was  only  bogus  f 

[No  reply.} 

Sm  JOHN  SWINBUENB  asked  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken 
steps  to  ascertain  how  many  persons 
bad  been  injuredi  and  killed,  and 
wounded? 

SntMIOHAEL  HICKS^BEAOHeaid, 
be  had  already  answered  that,  so  Air  as 
the  polioe  had  been  aUe  to  asoertahi, 
two  persone  had  been  wounded. 

VOfiVH  AME^HICAN  FISH£KIES^TH£ 
FI8ECEBT  QUBSTION. 
Dfi.  TANNEB  (Ck^  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
&e  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  his  attention  had  been 
drawn  to  the  following  cablegram  :— 

"New  York,  Feb.  24.— A  CJonvention  of 
MBSck-ownen  and  others  oomieoted  with  the 
tlhiog  intefest  hai  met  «t  GlouMster,  Mwnin- 
^QseUa^  aod  adopted  fieeolations  in  favour  of 
retaliatory  meaeures  against  Canada." — Reuter ; 

and,  whether  any  measures  are  being 
taken  by  the  Oovenimefit  to  reconcile 
the  differenoes  existing  between  the 
United  States  of  America  and  Ghreat 
Aritain  on  this  Eishery  Question  ? 

Thb  UNDER  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James.  Eebou8S(»7)  (Man- 
diester,  N,  E.):  I  am  aware  of  the  para- 
graph quoted  by  the  hon.  Member,  and 
of  c4her  news  showing  the  strong  feeling 
•ntettained  in  the  United  States  in  re- 
gard to  the  Canadian  Fishery  Question. 
Her  Majesty's  Oovernment  are  giving 
to  the  subject  the  earnest  attention 
which  the  importance  of  the  matter 
M^ues* 


ADMIRALTT—COALTKG   STATIONS— 
THB    SEYCHELLES. 

De.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
present  unsatisfactory  arrangements  for 
coaling  British  ships  of  war  in  the  Sey- 
chelles ;  whether  this  was  pointed  out  by 
the  late  General  Gordon  in  his  Beport 
upon  the  defences  of  the  Seychelles; 
wnether  the  agent  fbr  the  Messageries 
Maritimes  is  also  Consular  Agent  for 
France ;  whether,  as  agent  to  the  Messa- 
geries, he  commands  nearly  a  monopoly 
of  the  coaling  wharves;  whether,  in 
consequence  of  the  decision  of  the  Direc- 
tors of  the  Messageries  to  make  the 
Seychelles  their  tete  de  Ugne  in  these 
waters  on  the  Australian  route,  the  agent 
has  applied  that  the  space  between  the 
coal  island  and  that  on  the  main  pier 
should  be  filled  in  and  let  to  the  Messa- 
geries Maritimes;  and,  what  measures 
the  Admiralty  intend  taking  to  prevent 
a  ooaling  monopoly  in  those  islands 
being  formed  under  foreign  guidance 
and  control  ? 

Thb  first  LORD  (Lord  Geoeok 
HamiIiTOn)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  My 
attention  has  not  been  specially  drawn 
to  the  point  referred  to  in  this  Question, 
but  inquiries  will  be  made  into  the  sub- 
ject. General  Cbrdon's  Report  being 
confidential,  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  refer 
to  it.  The  Consular  Agent  for  France 
is  also  agent  for  the  Messageries  Mari- 
times, and  as  the  only  coal  importer  he 
has  practically  a  monopoly.  This  appli- 
cation should  be  made  to  the  Colonial 
Office  or  to  the  Local  Authorities,  as  we 
have  no  information  on  the  subject. 
Pending  an  inquiry  into  the  scfbject,  I 
am  unable  to  say  what  steps  it  may  be 
proposed  to  take  in  the  matter. 

CRIME  AND  OtTTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
SAMUEL  DOWNING—CO.  KERRY. 
Mb.  SHEEHAN  (Kerry,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Lreland,  Whether,  at  Elil- 
garvan.  County  Kerry,  on  the  9th  instant, 
a  poor  man  named  Samuel  Downing  was 
fired  at  by  a  Captain  Taylor  and  his  son, 
and  brutally  beaten  by  Captain  Taylor 
with  his  gun,  who  left  him  TDowning)  in- 
sensible on  the  road ;  whether  the  autho- 
rities have  taken  any  steps  for  the  arrest 
of  Taylor  and  his  son ;  whether  the  pre- 
siding magistrate  at  Kilgarvan  Petly 
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Sessions  Court,  on  15ih  instant,  refused 
to  g^ant  informations ;  and,  whether  a 
magistrate  of  the  county  (in  Kenmare) 
refused  to  grcmt  Downing  informations 
or  a  warrant  for  their  (Taylors')  arrest, 
although  a  gentleman  well-known  to  the 
magistrate  said  he  would  make  an  affi* 
davit  that  Taylor  absconded  ? 

The  OHIEP  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beagh)  (Bristol,  W.):. 
The  circumstances,  which  are  not  accu- 
rately described  in  the  Questiony  are 
about  to  form  the  subject  of  judicial  in- 
yestigation,  aa  the  police  have  received 
instructions  to  prosecute  detain  Taylor 
for  assault  in  the  event  of  Downing 
failing  to  proceed  himself.  I  cannot, 
therefore,  make  any  detailed  sitatement 
on  the  subject  at  present. 

AFRICA  (EAST)-PORTUGAL-THE 
ZANZIBAR  COAST. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  his  attention 
h^  been  called  to  a  telegram  from  Mr. 
H.  M.  Stanley,  dated  Zanzibar,  24th 
February,  published  in  The  Timei  of 
Friday,  in  which  it  is  alleged  that  Por- 
tugal has  seized  upon  a  portion  of  the 
Zanzibar  Coast,  which  a  Commission  had 
recently  adjudicated  to  Seyyid  Bargash 
in  return  for  the  surrender  of  important 
rights  in  the  interior  to  Encland  and 
Germany ;  that  a  steamer  belonging  to 
the  Sultan  had  been  seized  and  converted 
into  a  Portuguese  transport ;  and  that 
the  Bombay  Mail,  carried  by  the 
Sultan's  steamer  Malacca,  was  detained, 
the  Captain  fearing  capture  by  a  Portu- 
guese cruiser ;  and  whether  he  can  give 
the  House  any  information  on  the 
matter;  whether  it  is  true,  as  stated, 
that  Portuguese  subjects  at  Zanzibar 
hare  been  taken  imder  the  protection  of 
Germany ;  and,  whether  any  steps  have 
been  taken  for  the  protection  of  British 
subjects  and  interests  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  fSir  James  Fekqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  It  is  true  that  the  Por- 
tuguese Government  have  seized  upon  a 
portion  of  the  African  Coast  held  since 
1854  by  the  Sultans  of  Muscat  and 
Zanzibar.  It  is  not  quite  correct  to  say 
that  a  Commission  had  recently  adjudi- 
cated that  territory  to  His  Highness.  A 
Commission  consisting  of  Representa- 
tives of  England,  France,  and  Germany, 
found  that  the  territory  in  question  was 
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held  by  the  Sultan  and  reported  accord- 
ingly ;  but  this  declaration  was  cot  in 
return  for  the  surrender  of  rights  in  the 
interior,  A  steamer  belonging  to  the 
Sultan  has  been  seized  by  them  and 
converted  into  a  Portuguese  transport. 
The  Portuguese  Qt>vemment  have  sent 
orders  to  their  naval  commander  not  fo 
interfere  with  any  Zanzibar  vessels  ex- 
cept those  carrying  arms  or  monitions 
to  Tungi.  It  is,  therefore,  understood 
that  the  mail  steamer  will  not  be  inter- 
fered with.  It  is  true  that  Portngnee^ 
subjects  at  Zanzibar  have  been  taken 
under  the  protection  of  Germany. 
British  subjects  and  interests  are  pro- 
tected by  Her  Majesty's  Consul,  and  by 
Her  Majesty's  ships  on  the  Station,  but 
trade  is  inevitably  impeded  by  the  state 
of  affairs.  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
in  conjunction  with  that  of  Qbrmany, 
are  taking  steps  at  Lisbon  and  &nzilmr 
which  they  hope  will  lead  to  an  amioabk 
solution  of  the  difficulty. 

STATE  OP  IBELAND^-PROHIBITION 
OP  MEETINa  AT  OOOLGRBAHT. 
Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  6k)ver&- 
ment  question  the  legality  of  the  pur- 
pose announced  in  the  placard  convening 
the  Ooolgreany  meeting;  whether  he 
can  cite  any  judicial  dedsion  establish- 
ing the  right  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
at  common  law,  to  prohibit  the  holding 
of  such  a  meeting ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
he  can  say  upon  what  authority  it  is 
contended  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
possesses  such  a  power;  whether  the 
attendance  of  Sir  Thomas  Esmonds  at  s 
public  meeting  on  the  day  appointed  for 
the  Coolgreany  meeting  was  the  sole 
cause  of  his  removal  from  the  office  of 
High  Sheriff  of  Waterford  ;  when  the 
Lords  Justices  who  superseded  Sir 
Thomas  Esmonds  were  sworn  into  office ; 
when  they  inquired  into  the  case  of  Sir 
Thomas  Esmonds ;  when  the  order  for 
his  supercession  was  made  and  issaed ; 
when  the  order  for  the  appointment  of 
his  successor  was  made  and  issnod; 
when  cmd  where  Oolonel  Hillier  was 
sworn  into  office;  and,  whether  any 
communication  was  made  to  Sir  Thomas 
Esmonde  inviting  him  to  explain  the 
circumstances  which  led  to  his  superces- 
sion? 

Thk     OHIEP    SECKETABT    (8if 
Miohjlbl  Hioks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.)^ 
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The  (Toolgreany  meeting  was  not  pro* 
claimed  on  account  of  anything  in  the 
plaoard  convening  the  meeting,  but  on 
account  of  what  the  Gk>Teniment  had 
good  reason  to  believe  was  the  object 
aod  would  be  the  effect  of  it,  and  what 
took  place  in  the  attempt  to  hold  it  put 
that  beyond  doubt.  Judges  have  re- 
peatedly Laid  down  that  an  unlawful 
aisembly  may  be  dispersed  by  the  con- 
Mrrators  of  the  public  peace,  and  Pro- 
damations  have  frequently  been  issued 
bj  successive  Lord  lieutenants  warning 
peraons  against  attending  such  meetings 
and  of  the  consequences  of  their  doing 
80.  The  Lords  Justices  removed  Sir 
Thomas  Bsmonde  for  the  reasons  stated 
in  their  letter,  which  referred  to  previous 
conduct  as  well  as  to  his  attendance  at 
these  meetings.  They  were  sworn  into 
office  early  in  the  morning  of  the  21st 
iastant,  and  inquired  fully  into  the  case 
nit  stood  in  connection  with  the  events 
<tf  the  preceding  day.     The  office  of 

Sh  Sheriff  is  held  '*  during  pleasure,^' 
fan  be  detenmned  at  any  time. 
When  a  new  High  Sheriff  is  appointed 
thate  is  never  any  separate  order  for  the 
raperoeasion  of  his  predecessor.  The 
order  for  the  appointment  of  Colonel 
Hillier  was  made  on  the  21st  instant, 
and  he  was  sworn  into  office  the  next 
day  in  Dublin  according  to  law.  No 
eomiaanication  was  made  to  Sir  Thomas 
Eoaonde  beyond  that  which  was  pub- 
lished.  

Ma.  SEXTON  asked  if  the  right  hon, 
Qentleman  oould  giYe  any  precedent  for 
the  removal  of  a  Hiffh  Sheriff  by  Lords 
Jnsiices  and  not  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
and  any  precedent  for  the  supercession 
^  a  High  Sheriff  without  previous  no- 
tice or  invitation  to  him  to  explain  his 
conduct? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
It  is  impossible  for  me  to  give  an 
answer  without  Notice. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
ttked  whether  the  frequent  proclama- 
tiona  of  meetings  to  which  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  had  referred  were  not 
^  issued  under  statute— that  was  to 
>^7»  under  the  Crimes  Act;  and  whether 
the  DTodamations  which  had  been  issued 
^  uie  late  Liberal  Gbvemment  had  not 
heen  issued  under  the  provisions  of  the 
statute? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH : 
No»8ir.  Ptoelamatiops  have  been  issued 
^hea  &e  GriBes  Act  was  not  in  fbroe* 


Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :    What  were  the 
dates  ? 


[No  reply.] 

BRITISH  HONDURAS. 

Mb.  MABJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  a  Memorial  has 
been  received  from  British  Honduras, 
praying  that  the  present  Governor  be 
not  again  sent  back  to  that  Colony; 
and,  what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Gk)vern- 
ment  intend  to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Sir 
Hximv  Hollakd)  (Hampstead):  No 
such  Memorial  has  beoi  received. 

THE  INDIAN  OCEAN~THE 
SET0HELLE8— MR.  CLIFFORD  LLOYD. 

Mb.  CABEW  (KUdare,  N.)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  has  left  the 
Seychelles,  and  is  now  in  this  country ; 
and,  whether  he  still  occupies  the  post 
of  Governor  at  the  Seychelles,  or  whe- 
ther his  services  have  been  dispensed 
with ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds  ? 

TfiB  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  (Hampstead):  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd  never  went  to  the  Sey- 
chelles, bavins^  left  Mauritius  for  Eng- 
land on  sick  kave  before  the  Secretary 
of  State's  despatch  appointing  him  to 
act  as  Chief  Civil  Commissioner  of  Sey- 
chelles reached  Mauritius.  He  is  now 
in  this  country.  He  has  never  occupied 
the  post  referred  to,  having  remained  in 
England  on  leave  since  his  return  from 
Mauritius.  The  Chief  Civil  Commis- 
sioner, whose  place  it  was  intended  last 
year  that  he  should  temporarily  fill,  will 
shortly  resume  the  duties  of  this  office,, 
and  Mr.  Lloyd's  services  will  not  be 
required. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
whether  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  had  come 
home  in  connection  with  the  removal  of 
the  late  Governor  of  Mauritius  ? 

Sib  HENRT  HOLLAND:  No,  Sir; 
he  has  not.  He  has  come  here  on  sick 
leave. 

INLAND  REVENUE-THE  DOG  TAX. 
Mr.  COGHILL  (NewcasUe- under - 
Lyme)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exn 
chequer,  Whether  the  Dog  Tax  is  at 
present  evaded  in  the  great  majority  of 
cases ;  whether  he  will  undertake  to  re- 
move the  existing  exemption  from  ife^»  > 
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"of  dogs  kept  solely  for  the  pnrpose  of  tending 
sheep  or  cattlo  on  a  farm  and  by  shepherds  ;*' 

and,  whether,  for  the  protection  of  the 
public  and  in  the  interests  of  the  Ez- 
cheqner,  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  increasing  the  Tax  to  10«. 

The  OHAJJCEtLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXJEE  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's. 
Hanover  Sq[uare) :  In  answer  to  the 
first  part  of  the  Question  I  should  not 
sajr  that  the  Dog  Tax  is  evaded  in  the 
great  majority  of  cases,  although,  doubt- 
less, there  is  much  evasion.  I  cannot 
undertake  to  comply  with  the  request 
contained  in  the  second  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion. With  reference  to  the  third  part 
of  the  Question^  I  have  to  say  that  I  am 
not  prepared  to  advise  an  increase  of  the 
tax  to  lOa.  The  hon.  Member  also  sent 
me  private  Notice  of  the  following  Ques- 
tion } —Whether  anumbered  met^-ticket 
should  not  accompany  every  dog  licence, 
and  owners  be  compiled  to  attach  this 
ticket yto  the  collars  of  their  dogs?  I 
am  not  prepared,  upon  such  short  no- 
tioBi  to  agree  to  such  a  suggestion  as 
this ;  but  I  may  say  that  I  l;hink  the 
practice  which  the  hon.  Member  advo- 
cates would  be  very  inconvenient  both 
to  owners  and  dogs. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (IRE- 
LAND)—THE  BANKERS'  ACCOUNT 
OF  THE  MAOROOM  BOARD  OF 
GUARDIANS. 

Dr.  TANNEB  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Board  has  declined  to  accept  or  recog- 
nize the  reasons  set  forth  in  an  unani- 
mous Resolution  of  the  Macroom  Board 
of  Guardians  on  the  29th  January  for 
changing  the  accounts  of  the  Union 
from  the  National  Bank  (Limited)  to  the 
Munster  and  Leinster  Bank  (Limited), 
and  whether  the  Board  are  now  pre- 
pared to  sanction  such  a  change ;  what 
were  the  reasons  which  actuated  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  refusing  to 
sanction  the  change  of  treasurership ; 
whether  it  is  a  faet  that  the  National 
Bank  dishonoured  the  cheques  pre- 
sented by  the  Union  at  first,  when  their 
overdraft  did  not  exceed  £1,493  1«.  5d.f 
and,  secondly,  when  the  overdraft  was 
diminished  to  £1,077  6«.  7d.;  whether 
such  action  on  the  part  of  the  said  bank 
has  seriously  embarrassed  the  Union  for 
several  months,  most  of  the  officials  and 
contractors  not  having  been  paid  for 
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several  months ;  whether  several  oC  t^ 
contractors  have  threatened  to  dkcon- 
tinue  supplies;  whether  the  Munster 
and  Leinster  Bank  o£Eered  the  Usioft 
accommodation  to  the  extent  of  £2,000*, 
and,  whether  the  Local  Qevemment 
Board  will  see  fit  to  sanction  and  pro- 
mote the  cha^ge  of  treasurer  in  tiie  mi 
Union? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  fobIBE. 
LAND  (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Bbach)  (who 
replied)  said :  This  Question  only  ap- 
peared on  Saturday,  and  tiie  reqaired 
information  has,  therefore,  not  yet  beea 
received  from  the  0\&tk  of  the  Union  at 
Macroom. 

EVIOnONS  (IRELAKDKBAKBBIDG£ 
BOARI>    OF    QnAKDDLfir& 

Mb.  M'OABTAN  (Down,  8.)  asM 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lisa- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  hie  aitentimi 
has  been  called  to  a  report  wMoh 
appeared  in  7%e  Bilfast  M^mmf  Newi^  of 
the  22nd  February,  of  a  meeting  of  tiM 
Banbridge  Board  of  Ouardians,  held  on 
the  previous  day ;  whether  a  rdimnff 
officer  named  Beck  reported  to  the  Beara 
that  he  had  been  served  with  eight 
notices  of  intended  evictions  on  the 
estate  of  Earl  Anneeley,  and  that  he  had 
not  been  informed  of  the  date  on  which 
the  evictions  would  take  place ;  whethsr 
several  weeks  often  elapse  between  the 
service  of  notice  on  the  relieving  officer 
and  the  execution  of  ejectment  decree  by 
the  SherifP]  and,  whether  the  Gh>vem- 
ment  will  require  reasonable  notice  to  be 
given  to  the  relieving  officer  of  the  dsj 
appointed  for  carrying  out  these  evic- 
tions, or  if  some  odier  provision  will  be 
made  to  secure  support  and  habitatka 
for  the  tenants  and  their  families  pendr 
ing  their  return  to  their  homes? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Brietol,  W.):  I 
have  to  thank  the  hon.  Member  fer 
having  been  good  enough  to  send  me  a 
copy  of  the  newspaper  report  to  which 
he  refers.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  reasoa 
to  doubt  its  accuracy;  but  the  hen. 
Member  did  not  give  such  notice  of  the 
Question  as  would  have  enabled  me  to 
confirm  it  by  local  inquiry.  AssniniBf 
it  to  be  correct,  I  am  glad  to  see  that  tiie 
Guardians  and  the  relieving  officer 
appear  to  be  fully  alive  to  their  dut^ 
and  responsibilitiee  in  tilie  evrait  of  relief 
being  reqidred  by. any  evieled  persone. 
I  have  no  information  befom  me  to  siiov 
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tiiAt  a  cbangd  in  tho  law  ib  reauired,  or 
that  vbere  Boards  of  Ouaraians  and 
tbeir  officers  are  aotisg  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duiiee  the  objects  of  the  statute 
pained  for  the  protection  and  relief  of 
tb»^^ted  poor  are  not  attained, 

DRAINAafi  AND  KATiaATrON-SHAN- 
NON  DRAINAGE  AND  NAVIGATION 
WORKS-LECARROW  HARBOUR. 

Mb.  G'KfiLLY  (Boeooonmon,  N. )  asked 
ike  Qiuef  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu^ 
tsBsnt  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Beport 
of  the  Bojal  Commissioaers,  presented 
to  Parliament  on  8th  Febraary  1882,  re- 
commended that  the  Commissioners  of 
Pablie  Works  of  Ireland  shoidd  carry  on 
their  opemtiaiiB  on  the  Shaonoo  with  a 
wm  primarily  to  the  drainage  of  the 
C9Vitrf ;  whether  the  Canal,  under  the 
Wttteol  of  the  Commissioners,  leading 
tea  the  Harbour  of  Lecarrow,  County 
Soscommon^  toLou^  Keeis  a  portion  of 
4ie  Shannon  Drainage  and  Navigation 
Woirks;  whether  it  has  been  alio  wed,  to 
beehoJLod  up  with  weeds  and  silted  mud 
to  the  detriment  of  riparian  owners  and 
totants;  and,  whether  he  will  call  the 
attention  k^  the  Commissioner  of  Public 
Works  to  the  subject  ? 

The  SECBETABY  io  the  TEEA- 
8URY.(Mr.  Jackson)  (Le^ds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said :  Lord  Monck's  Commission 
reeommended  that  the  Shannon  shouldre- 
nuun under  the  care  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Public  WorkS)  who^  while  maintain- 
ing the  navigation  should  regulate  the 
^e|rth  of  water,  so  far  as  might  be  in 
tbeir  power,  with  a  view  primarily  to  the 
drainage  of  the  country,  ^ig  recom- 
Mndi^n  iS)  and  has  been,  most  scrnpu- 
lonsiy  attended  to.  The  Lecarro w  Canal 
▼as  constructed  by  the  Shannon  Com- 
n^oners  as  a  temporary  measure  and 
Bolelj  for  facilitating  the  execution  of  the 
vorks,  but  was  treated  for  a  few  years 
ft8  part  of  the  navigation.  There  being 
no  traffic,  it  was  given  up  15  years  ago, 
And  is  now  in  great  part  choked  with 
Vf^dg  and  silted.  I  have  communicated 
^h  the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works 
^Jeam  that,  the  water  surface  being 
lAalsvsl  with  Lough  Kee,  the  riparian 
<>wngffa  and  tenants  could  not  be  bene- 
fited unless  Lough  Kee  were  lowered, 
'Mi  this  could  m^  be  done,  looking  to 
^  necessity  of  insuring  the  preservation 
ct  the  legal  navigation  depth,  without 
^^^^iningjoopm^us.  expenditure. 


THE  watch  trade-hall-marking 

OF  watch  cases  -  merchandize 

MARKS  ACT  (1862)  AMENDMENT  BOiL. 

Mr.  KIMBEB  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  ^e  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
accept  the  introduction  of  a  Clause  into 
the  Merchandize  Marks  Act  (1862) 
Amendment  BiU  exempting  watch  cases 
from  the  compulsory  obligation  of  assay 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  as  recommended 
by  Mr.  Prideaux,  Clerk  of  the  Gold- 
smiths* Company  of  London,  in  his  evi- 
dence before  the  Select  Company  of  Hall^ 
Marking  (1878-9);  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvemment  will  confer  with 
the  Goldsmiths'  Company  of  London 
before  proceeding  with  the  Bill,  espe- 
cially with  reference  to  the  resuhs  to  the 
watch-making  industry  to  be  expected 
from  the  passing  of  the  measure  in  its 
present  form  ? 

The  SECBETABY  (Baron  HEimY 
De  WoBMs)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
The  particular  question  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  din  properly  be  discussed 
when  the  Bill  is  in  Committee.  I  may 
say,  however,  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
have  been,  and  are  in  communication 
with  the  Goldsmiths'  Company  as  regards 
the  Watch  Clause  of  the  Bill ;  and  that, 
as  at  present  advised,  they  do  not  see 
their  way  to  exempting  watch  cases  from 
the  provisions  of  the  law  as  regards  hall- 
marking. 

AGRICULTURAL   LABOTTRERS' 
ALLOTMENTS. 

Mb.  WALSH  (Badnorshire)  asked  the 
First  L<urd  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
ment  to  introduce  at  an  early  date  a  Bill 
for  facilitating  the  acquisition  of  allot- 
ments by  agricultural  labourers  ? 

Thb  FIBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  It  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  in- 
troduce a  measure  of  this  character  as 
soon  as  the  state  of  Public  Business  will 
allowt 

T^E  QUEEN'S  JUBILEE  CELEBRATION 

-SPECIAL  8ERTI0E  IN  WESTMIN- 

STER  ABBEY. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  SO  asked 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 

it  is  intended  to  hold  a  Special  Service 

in  Westminster  Abbey  on  Monday  the 

20tli  of  June,  in  commemoration  of  the 

fiftieth  anniversary  of  the  accession  of 
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the  Queen,  and  if  he  will  recommend  to 
Her  Majesty  to  direct  the  Archhishops 
and  Bishops  to  prepare  a  special  form  of 
thanksgiying  and  prayer  for  that  occa- 
sion for  general  use  throughout  England 
and  Waiesy  and  also  take  steps  to  secure 
the  obseryance  of  the  day  as  a  general 
holiday  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  In  an- 
swer to  a  question  which  last  week  I 
asked  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Trades- 
ton  Diyision  of  Glasgow  (Mr.  Oorbett) 
to  postpone  till  I  could  consult  my 
Colleagues,  and  also  in  answer  to  the 
present  Question,  I  wish  to  state  that 
Her  Majesty  has  been  pleased  to  express 
her  pleasure  to  attend  a  Thanksgiving 
Sendee  on  Tuesday,  the  21st  of  June,  at 
Westminster  Abbey,  and  airangements 
fitting  for  the  occasion  will  be  made.  It 
is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  GK>* 
vemment  to  recommend  that  Uie  day 
shall  be  observed  as  a  national  holiday. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  May  I 
ask  if  the  Gt)Temment  would  request  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  facilitate  this  laud- 
able purpose  by  producing  a  prayer  of 
his  own  i 

Mju  SPEAKES  :  Order,  order ! 

ARMY  AND  NAVY  ESTIMATES— REFER* 
ENCB  TO  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid)a8kedthe 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  When  the 
Government  intend  to  move  for  a  Com- 
mittee to  refer  the  Army  and  Navy 
Estimates  for  examination  and  report ; 
what  the  constitution  of  the  Committee 
is  to  be;  and,  whether  a  Select  or 
Standing  Committee  ? 

The  PIB8T  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  After 
the  first  Yotes  have  been  taken  the  Army 
and  Navy  Estimates  will  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee,  which  will  have 
power  to  send  for  persons  and  records 
and  to  take  evidence.  My  right  hon. 
Friend)  in  introducing  the  Estimates  of 
the  above-mentioned  Departments,  will 
state  to  the  House  what  the  constitution 
of  the  Committee  will  be. 

AMERICA  (SOUTH)— VENEZUELA—SITS. 
PENSION  OF  DIPLOMATIC  RELATIONS. 

Mb.  HOWAED  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central)  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  diplomatic  relatione 

Mr,  Johmton 


with  the  Oovemment  of  Yenezuela  have 
been  suspended  ? 

Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febousson)  (Man- 
cheeter,  N.E.)  :  It  is  the  case  that  Her 
Majesty's  GoTemment  reo<4red  mteQi* 
ffence  that  diplomatic  relatione  would 
be  saspended  between  Her  Mijesty's 
Gbvemment  and  the  Republic  of  Veae* 
zuela  on  the  21st  instant  We  under- 
stand tiiat  the  cause  of  the  enspenaioB  is 
stated  to  be  the  difference  about  ^ 
frontier  between  BrHish  Ouiana  aad 
Venezuela. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOtJBB  (RULES 
OF  PROCEDUBE). 

In  reply  to  Mr,  Cubzoji  (Laneashire, 
Southport) : 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  op  tbm  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  It  is  the  intention 
of  the  GK>Temment  to  ptit  down  the 
Rules  of  IVoeedure  for  consideratiott 
to-morrow.  I  am  not  yet  in  a  poiritioB  to 
offer  facilities  for  the  discussion  of  any 
other  subjects,  howoTer  important,  and 
I  must  decline  to  enter  into  enffage- 
ments  which  I  may  not  be  able  to 
fulfil. 

PARLIAMENT-OBDER-BUSINBSS  OF 
THE  HOUSE-NOTICE  OF  MOTION 
ON  GOING  mTO  COMMITTEE  OF 
SUPPLY. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  Sir,  I 
gave  y€lu  Notice  of  a  Motion  whiek  I 
proposed  to  submit  on  the  Motion 
that  you  leave  the  Chair  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  the  House  to  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply.  I  do  not  find 
my  Notice  on  the  Paper,  and,  there- 
fore, I  wish  to  know  whether  you  have 
ruled  it  to  be  out  of  Order? 

Mb.  speaker  :  This  being  a  Moo- 
day,  and  the  first  Order  of  the  daj 
being  for  the  oonsideration  of  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  in  Committee  of 
Supply,  it  will  be  my  duty  the  moment 
the  Order  is  read  to  leaye  the  Ohair, 
without  putting  the  Question. 

Mb.  sexton  :  ShaU  I  have  any 
other  opportunity  of  bringing  the  Molioo 
forward  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon  Member 
will  have  an  opportunity  of  moving  ti^ 
Resolution  of  whioh  he  has  given  Notiee 
when  the  regular  Entiimaten  cone  on. 
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and  only  discoyerable  \rith  official  know- 
ledge. 

Mr.  OONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Oatn- 
borne) :  I  understand  that  this  item  is 
for  the  repairs  of  Mariborongh  Honte. 
Now,  Mariborongh  House  is  occupied 
by  the  Prince  oi  Wales,  and  I  want  to 
know  why  the  Prince  of  Wales  does  not 
undertake  the  repairs  of  his  own  house 
himself? 


JCETROPOLIS-OHURCH     PAUADE    OF 

SOCIALISTS  AT  ST.  PAUL'S  CATHE- 

DRAL. 

Ma.  DIXON-HAETLAND  (Middle- 
Nx,  Usbhdge) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Se- 
eretaiy  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
meat,  Wketber  the  aeoounts  of  the  pro* 
eMdingsia  St.  Paul's  Cathedral  yester- 
di^  have  been  brought  under  his  notice ; 
aid,  if  m>f  whether  he  will  g^ye  such 
orders  to  the  police,  as  will,  in  future, 
prevent  the  Tocurrence  of  such  dis- 
graceful scenes  ? 

The  SECBETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Majthbws)  (Birmingham,  £.) :  I  have 
seen  the  newspaper  accounts  of  what 
took  place  in  St.  Paul's  yesterday. 
ThoM  accounts  appear  to  me  to  be  con- 
nderably  exaggerated.  Fromaninter- 
Tum  I  have  bad  to-day  with  one  of  the 
oAoers  of  the  City  Police,  who  are  not 
ader  my  junsdictton,  I  have  no  doubt 
tbtin  future  they  will  act  vigorously  in 
Older  to  prevent  any  reourrence  of  the 
dkwbance. 

0RDEB8    OF  TKE  DAY, 


SUPPLY- CIVIL    SERVICES    (SUPPLK- 
MENTARY  ESTIMATES,  1886-7). 
^Tstfut-^^ewMiivni  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 
Class  I. — Poblio  Wobks  and 

BUILDIKGS. 

(1.)  Ifotion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 


^Tkat  a  Sapplementary  Bum,  not  exceeding 
^26,  be  granted  to  Her  Majeity,  to  defray  the 
^Wge  wfaich  will  come  in  coarse  of  pajrment 


Coring  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
Mmth  1887,  for  the  Maintenance  and  Kepair 
oi  Huihormigfa  House." 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  hate  no  desire  to  detain  the  Oom- 
Jnittee  on  this  Vote,  which  is  a  Vote  for 
the  lepairs  of  Marlborough  Hoase.  The 
wpenditnre  in  the  repairs  of  Marl- 
horotrgh  House  have,  in  some  years, 
^>«Mi  very  large  indeed,  and  there  is  no 
V^  reason  now  for  this  supplementary 
iacrease ;  but  my  real  desire  is  to  seeare 
^t  all  the  items  oonnected  with  the  cost 
o^the  Royal  Family  shall,  in  future,  be 
phced  under  one  head,  so  that  the  total 
JDfty  be  easily  and  certainly  known,  and 
^ttt  the  tarious  items  shall  not  be  distri- 
hnted  in  different  parte  of  the  Estimates, 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  dkidad  .-—Ayes  209 ; 
Noes  99:  Majority  110.  —  (Div.  List, 

No.  28.) 

(2.)  £8,200,  Supplementary,  Houses 
of  Parliament. 

MB.ARTHURO'OONNOR(I>onegal, 
£.) :  I  wish  to  ask,  whether,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  there  are  not  some  sur^duses 
under  ot^er  sub* heads  in  connection 
with  this  Vote  which  ought  to  render 
this  expenditure  unnecessary  ? 

Thb  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Pmioarr)  (Dublin  Uni- 
ret^sity) :  As  the  Oommittee  are  aware, 
this  sum  is  asked  for  in  connection  with 
the  works  which  have  been  undertaken 
for  improving  the  drainage  of  the  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  the  work  is  being 
carried  out  in  accordance  with  the  Report 
of  a  Oommittee  which  sat  last  year  to 
inquire  into  the  sanitary  arrangements 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Then 
the  sum  asked  for  is  only  in  respect  of 
this  Vote.  Before  entering^  into  the 
Supplementary  Estimates,  I  think  it 
should  be  incumbent  on  the  Oovernment 
to  make  a  complete  statement  in  regard 
to  the  whole  Vote,  as  far  as  the  different 
sub'heads  are  concerned.  I  am  not 
objecting  to  this  charge;  but  I  only 
ask  whether  there  may  not  have  been 
savings  under  other  heads  which  might 
be  utilized  in  reduction  of  these  charges? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  The 
total  cost  of  the  drainage  works  is 
£20,675 ;  but  there  has  been  a  saving 
under  other  sub-heads  from  which  the 
balance  of  expenditure  of  the  current 
year  can  be  met ;  principally  in  connec- 
tion with  works  for  the  restoration  of 
Westminster  Hall,  in  regard  to  which 
there  will  be  a  saving  of  £7,000.  £6,000 
will  be  included  in  next  year's  Estimates, 
and  will  complete  the  cost  of  the  drain* 
age  works. 
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Mk.  AETHUR  O'CONNOB:  I  think 
that,  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  the  real 
facte  ought  to  be  laid  before  the  Com- 
mittee. The  Committee  votes  certain 
Bums  of  moaey  to  be  apfnropriated  for 
■pecijGyo  purposes.  For  two  years  in 
•uocessioii  several  thousands  of  poinds 
have  been  voted  for  the  restoration  of 
Westminster  Hall  \  but,  when  some* 
thing  else  turned  up,  the  Government 
have  considered  themselves  entitled  to 
Itaj  the  work  in  Westminster  Hall,  and 
spend  the  money  for  some  other  object 
thftt  has  not  been  authorised  by  Parlia* 
ment.  I  cannot  help  thinking  thai  that 
is  a  vexy  bad  system ;  and,  if  I  had  not 
made  the  inquiry,  the  fact  would  not 
have  T}een  brought  out  now. 

Mb.  PLUNKET:  The  han.  Mem- 
ber is  quite  right;  but  I  did  not  under- 
stand what  bis  inquiry  really  was* 
It  has  been  considered  that  this  is  the 
most.convenient  way  of  dealing  with  the 
matter.  The  works  in  connection  with 
Westminster  Hall  were  stayed  in  conse* 
quenoe  of  delays  in  the  decisions  of  the 
SLouse  of  Commons  on  the  subiect;  and 
we  have  applied  the  money  to  other  works 
which  it  was  necessary  to  undertake  at 
once.  Among  the  oth^  works  under- 
taken have  been  the  construction  of  a 
oorridor  which  forms  a  new  approach  to 
the  Strangers'  Gallery,  and  which  has 
oost  £1,500*  We  Imve  also  supplied 
additional  lockers  for  the  use  of  hon. 
Members.  They  have  often  been  a^ed 
for,  and  we  have  now  made  further  pro* 
vision  in  that  respect,  at  a  cost  of  £460, 
and  there  have  been  some  slight  im^ 
provements  in  the  Eeporters'  Gallery. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  :  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  drainage  is  now  working 
properly,  and  is  likely  to  stave  off  the 
prospects  of  fever  and  those  other  disa- 
greeable consequences  we  were  threat- 
ened with  last  year.  If  that  is  so,  I  do 
not  think  the  House  of  Commons  will 
grudge  the  money;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  think  this  plan  of  voting  money 
foor  one  thing  and  doing  sometUng  else 
with  it  after  it  has  been  voted,  is  a  very 
unsatisfactory  one. 

Mb.  EDWAED  HAEBINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) ;  I  should  like  to  know  how 
many  additional  lockers  are  to  be  given 
to  Members  of  this  House  ? 

Mb.  PLUNKET:  We  propose  to  sup- 
ply  as  many  as  we  can  find  space  for^ 
and  the  cost  is  estimated  at  £460. 

fir,  JaeUon 


Mb.    EDWAED    HAEEINGTONi 
My  object  in  asking  the  Question  was  to 
divide  the  sum  voted  by  the  number  o£ 
lockers  provided,  in  order  that  I  migkt 
find  out  what  the  cost  of  each  looker  is. 

Mb.  PLUNKET :  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  thMelpckers  are  very 
expensive,  and  I  have  had  a  bard 
struggle  with  the  T^^asunv,  under  the 
pressure  of  the  Houae,  to  obtain  JMve  to 
make  them.  Ido  not  think  it  poas3>la 
to  make  them  more  eeonomicaUy  than 
we  are  doing.  As  regards  the  QnastioxL 
put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kickcttldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  I  beliavathatthd 
works  are  being  carried  out  in  a  p«r^ 
fectly  satisfactory  manner. 

SxB  HENBY  EOSCOE  (Kannheatai; 
S.);  AsQiairmanoftheOonunittee  which 
baa  consideired  ths  subject  of  the  drain- 
age of  the  House,  I  may  aay  that  I 
believe  the  House  will  be  thorooghly 
satisfied  with  the  work  which  liaa  bees 
done.  It  has  been  done  in  a  compLeidj 
workmanlike  manner,  and  in  my  opinion 
the  House  will  not  suffer  as  it  did  lait 
year.  I  certainly  trust  the  Comnutts^ 
will  see  the  desirability  of  votings  tUi 
sum.  I  am  quite  sure  that  it  is  mon^ 
well  spent. 

Mb.  T.  P,  O'CONNOE  (Hvei^tool, 
Scotland) :  When  we  were  oonaidaring 
this  Vote  last  year,  I  drew  the  attaxUiDn 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  dis- 
advanta^us  position  in  which  Members 
of  this  jSouse  were  placed  as  to  the 
bearing  of  the  House.  I  think  I  am 
in  Order  in  referring  to  tha^  subject 
now. 

Thb  CHATHMAN  of  WAYS  ^xn 
MEANS  fMr.  Coubtwey)  (CSomwall, 
Bodmin) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  will  onlj 
be  in  Order  in  referring  to  the  items 
under  discussion  now. 

Mb.  T,  p.  O'CONNOB  :  I  underatood 
that  this  Vote  was  the  result  of  secvanl 
Votes  not  set  forth  in  the  EsUmato. 

Thb  CHAIBMAN:  The  disouasion 
has  been  upon  the  item  included  in  the 
Yote  for  the  drainage  scheme. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Go.  Mid):  We 
have  now  under  consideration  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  for  new  works  and 
alterations  connected  with  the  Houaeaof 
Parliament.  I  can  certainly,  say,  ^leak- 
ing as  a  private  Member  knowing  a 
little  about  sanitary  arrangemmitSy  mat 
there  is  an  immense  amount  of  moaej 
spent  upon  these  buildings,  and  wi^ 
very  little  effect.    The  state  of  the  House 
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wM  found  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Session  to  be  rerj  far  from  satisfactory. 
Upon  one  evening  when  the  House  was 
sitting  a  fo^  got  into  the  building,  which 
was  so  bad  and  so  dense  that  I  may 
legitimately  refer  to  it  ad  a  November 
hg,  I  never  saw  a  fog  in  the  month  of 
November  worse  than  the  fog  which  pre- 
▼afled  in  this  Chamber  on  the  occasion 
to  wMeh  I  refer.  I  know  that  it  was 
impoesible  at  this  end  of  the  House  to 
me  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair,  and  I  am 
afraid  ^at  the  fogginess  of  the  atmos- 
phere may  also  have  tended  to  obscure 
the  intellect  of  the  speakers.  Therefore, 
I  tMnk  that  when  we  are  asked  to  con- 
sider a  Vote  like  tlus— a  Supplementary 
Vote — and  when  we  know  the  immense 
amount  of  money  which  has  been  and  is 
b^g  spent  on  the  Houses  of  Pariiament, 
welmvea  right  to  compleiin  when  we 
imi  msetters  so  unsatisfactory  as  they 
hate  been.  We  ought  not  to  ask  the 
House  to  throw  away  the  money  of  the 
taxpayers.  Anybody  who  has  overlooked 
into  the  subject — anybody  who  has  seen 
mpto  appliances  in  connection  with  the 
filtration  of  the  air  and  the  atmosphere 
h  other  great  pubiio  buildings,  knows 
that  the  atmosphere  can  be  rendered 
perfectly  pure,  and  deprived  of  all  those 
ptttitdee  which  we  have  here  floating 
about  us  niflfht  after  night.  [Zem^^#r.  J 
Hon.  Members  may  laugh;  but  I  am 
ftfrttid  they  are  not  thoroughly  ac- 
quainted with  the  subject.  1  wHl  put 
before  the  House  an  actual  case  in  con- 
neetion  with  one  ef  the  largest  hospitals 
of  Paris,  the  •*  Maison  de  Dieu."  In  that 
hospital  the  air  is  filtered  through  suc- 
eeseive  layers  of  cotton  wool.  Not  long 
igo  I  was  speaking  with  a  gentleman  of 
hitelligence  upon  the  subject,  and  he 
stated  that  a  London  fog  could  be 
tiuiroughly  filtered  in  this  House,  and 
deprived  of  all  its  fogginess.  What  I 
oomplftin  of  is  that  we  are  asked  to  eome 
down  here  night  after  night,  to  take  into 
eeni^eration  the  expenditure  of  large 
turns  of  money  without  any  practical 
result,  and  I  am  afraid  that  we  are 
m^dttg  ourselves  a  laughing-stock  not 
ttercdy  for  Engki^d,  but  for  the  world 
«t  hatge.  [^Lau^hier,']  Hon.  Members 
laugh,  ^ey  Are  perfectly  welcome  to 
laugh  and^jeer  at  my  observations ;  but 
I  tmnk  that  we  ought  to  be  here  for  some 
(rAo6cai  purpoae,  and  that  practical  pur* 
pose,  if  we  are  to  spend  the  Public 
Money,  should  be  in  return  to  secure 


that  we  have  some  value  for  it.  What 
I  maintain  is,  that  we  get  no  value  for 
our  money.  The  smells  in  this  House 
are  so  bad,  that  only  the  other  night  I 
heard  12  or  14  Members  oomplain  bit- 
terly of  the  horrible  state  of  affairs,  es* 
pecially  in  regard  to  the  galleries  leading 
to  the  tte  room.  There  is  a  poweiful 
stMich  still  existing  there,  which  ought 
to  be  done  away  with  at  once,  and  if 
this  Veto  is  pressed,  I  for  one  am  pre* 
pared  to  go  into  the  Lobby  against  it  I 
ask  the  right  faon.  Gentleman  who  has 
the  conduct  of  these  Votes  to  make  some 
statement  as  to  what  the  actual  state  of 
affkirs  is,  and  what  is  proposed  to  be 
done.  I  have  no  desire  to  weary  the 
House,  and  I  thank  it  for  its  indulgence. 

Mn.  PLUNKET :  I  can  only  pro- 
mise the  hen.  Member  that  if  he  will 
suggest  to  me  how  the  evil  he  complains 
of  can  be  remedied,  I  will  have  the  mat- 
ter inquired  into.  So  far  as  the  drain* 
age  works  are  concerned,  for  which  the 
Vote  is  now  asked,  all  I  can  say  is  that 
the  works  have  been  carried  out  ti>  the 
entire  satisfactiott  of  Members  in  all 
parts  of  the  House.  Personally,  I  know 
of  no  plan  of  filtering  the  air  which 
would  prevent  a  fog  from  entering  the 
House. 

Mr.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.):  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  that, 
according  to  his  belief,  these  works  are 
being  carried  on  satisfactorily  and  with 
due  regard  to  economy.  I  should  like 
to  know  if  they  have  been  carried  out  by 
contract  under  specificatidns  in  due  form 
similar  to  those  which  are  made  upon 
works  of  a  similar  nature  are  under- 
taken outside  this  House. 

Dr.  TANNEB:  Let  me  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.Plunket)that  I 
did  actually  put  a  case  in  point  in  which 
^e  air  has  been  filtered  through  succes- 
sive layers  of  cotton  wool,  which  are 
taken  out  and  renewed  every  three  or 
four  days.  Seeing  then  that  what  I  sug- 
gest is  already  done  elsewhere,  I  think 
Uie  matter  is  one  which  deserves  the 
consideration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £9,276,  Supplementary,  PahUe 
Buildings,  Great  Britain^ 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  I  have  no  wish  to  object  to 
this  Vote  ;  but  I  should  like  to  put 
the  same  question    in    regard    to    it> 
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which  I  put  in  reference  to  the  other. 
I  want  the  right  hen.  Gentleman  to  state 
the  condition  of  the  sab^heade  of  the 
Vote,  as  it  is  not  specified  or  set  forth 
in  this  Bstimate.  As  far  as  I  have  been 
able  to  ascertain,  by  a  hastj  reference 
to  the  accounts  for  the  previous  year,  I 
find  that  there  is  a  similar  irregularity 
in  regard  to  this  Yote.  A  large  num- 
ber cS  Works  are  set  forth  as  necessary 
and  as  about  to  be  undertaken  at  once, 
and  generally  there  is  an  appropriation 
of  money  for  works  which  are  not  touched 
at  all  in  the  financial  year.  No  doubt 
the  sums  have  been  voted ;  but  the 
money  has  been  applied  to  other  works 
which  have  never  been  before  Parlia- 
ment at  all ;  but  which  have  been  taken 
in  hand  on  the  authority  of  the  Trea- 
sury and  money  spent  on  them  which 
has  never  been  obtained  from  Parlia- 
ment. In  1884-5  there  was  an  excess 
in  various  items  in  that  way,  which 
amounted  to  £6,700  ;  and  if  that  were 
taken  from  the  amount  of  £9,275  asked 
lor  now  the  Vote  would  have  been  re- 
duced to  £2,500.  That  would  be  the 
entire  sum  for  which  the  Treasury  would 
have  any  occasion  to  draw.  Therefore, 
I  ask  upon  this  Vote,  as  upon  the  pre- 
vious one,  for  some  explanation  of  the 
real  condition  of  the  services  for  which 
the  Yote  is  asked. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hatnlete, 
Whitechapel) :  This  Vote  covers  a 
special  grant  for  the  Mint,  and  thus 
affords  me  an  opportunity  of  saying  a 
few  words  as  to  the  reg^latioas  of  the 
Mint  and  their  eSbct  upon  the  coinage. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  must  confine  his  remarks  to  the 
building  of  the  Mint,  not  to  the  regula- 
tions of  the  Mint. 

8ra  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBBTSON 
(Essex,  Epping):  There  is  one  point 
upon  which  I  should  like  to  ask  for  in- 
formation. I  see  that  these  Estimates 
show  a  considerable  amount  of  excess. 
Under  sub-head  E  there  is  an  item  of 
£1,400  for  the  extra  cost  of  gas,  and  it 
is  stated  in  aa  explanatory  note  at  the 
foot  that  *'  the  cost  of  gw  was  greatly 
under- estimated."  I  should  like  to  know 
what  system  is  adopted  in  regard  to 
forming  this  calculation  for  the  year 
for  this  purpose,  because  I  think  that 
an  average  estimate  might  be  accurately 
formed  every  year.  This  is  a  matter 
in  which  a  very  large  excess  seems  to 
have  been  incurred ;  and  I  wish  to  know 
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from  my  right  hon.  Friead  what  the 
system  is  that  is  ad(^»tedf  beoaiaae  I  do 
not  remember  an  excess  of  this  kind  m 
such  an  item  before. 

Mb.  JAOKSON  :  I  befUeve  the  axplm- 
nation  of  this  excess  is  a  very  sinple^ene. 
Of  course,  it  is  not  dtffioah  to  estimftte 
the  cost  of  gas  if  we  are  to  judge  by  the 
experience  of  different  years.  The 
simple  explanation  of  this  excess  is, 
that  the  gas  in  some  of  the  public  btiiM- 
isgs,  owing  to  a  fear  of  outrage  or  mt- 
tadc  on  them,  has  been  kept  alight 
nearly  all  night  throughout  the  year, 
which  was  not  the  case  in  prerioas 
years. 

Da  OAMERON  (GHasffow,  Oottege): 
I  perceive  that  a  sum  of  £4,000  is  re- 
quired for  works  at  Dover  House  aad 
buildings  in  Whitehall.  Surely  that  is 
a  very  large  sum  to  be  expended  in  im- 
proving Ik>ver  House.  There  has  been 
some  discussion  on  previous  oocssieas 
in  regard  to  the  nnsatisfactoiy  pooition 
of  Dover  House:  Are  we  to  undmtaad 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tiiatst 
last,  after  the  expenditure  of  this  addi- 
tional sum  of  £3,000,  Dover  House  wSl 
be  placed  in  a  proper  and  satisiaetotj 
condition ;  and  that  adequate  proteetiCQ 
will  in  future  be  afforded  to  the  Seoie- 
tary  for  Scotland,  the  Lord  Advoaate, 
and  the  officials  connected  with  the 
Scotch  Department. 

MB.FLUNKET:  Dover  Home,  when 
taken  over  by  the  Scotch  Office,  was 
found  to  be  most  defective  as  regards 
drainage,  and  ^ere  were  constant  aad 
very  loud  complaints  on  the  subject 
For  instance,  it  was  found  that  the  drain 
was  connected  with  another  drain  in  the 
covered  way  under  the  Treasury,  which 
was  of  a  very  old  pattern,  and  in  a  very 
bad  state  indeed.  Those  who  have 
passed  along  that  passage  mmet  have 
noticed  the  bad  smells  which  proceeded 
from  it.  It  was  ultimately  diseoveored 
that  the  Dover  House  drain  went  into 
it,  and  that  it  was  not  in  working  order 
at  all.  The  works  whieh  have  since 
been  undertaken  in  connection  with 
Dover  House  have  been  expenaive,  bat 
they  are  intended  to  place  that  buiidiBg 
in  a  proper  condition  both  with  regard 
to  dramage  and  all  other  matters. 

Mr.  O'HEA:  There  is  an  item  in 
this  Vote  of  £840  for  alterattona,  fto.,  at 
the  residence  of  the  Ohanoelior  of  the 
Exchequer.  I  think  it  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  Committee  if  we  were 
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nppUed  wiih  some  paztionlars,  or  had 
lome  a4)eurate  mformatiou  given  to  us 
iarespeel  to  the  manner  in  which  this 
expenditure  has  heen  incurred.  I 
be^re  that  for  some  years  past  no 
Obaooellor  of  the  Esbohequer  has  resided 
at  this  official  residence,  and  this  is  cer- 
tsinty  a  larffe  sum  of  money  to  he  voted 
avay  for  alterations.  It  must  also  he 
remeoihered  that  this  is  only  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate,  and  I  should  like  to 
know  what  other  sum  has  been  expended 
for  this  purpose.  When  sums  of  money 
10  large  and  extravagant  are  brought 
forward  in  the  Supplementary  Estimates, 
the  Committee  ought  certainly  to  be  sup- 
plisd  with  full  particulars.  As  a  private 
udividital,  I  should  like  to  have  some 
inlonnatioii  as  to  how  this  expenditure 
bea  been  incurred — ^for  instance,  whether 
tke  money  has  been  actually  paid  away, 
or  ia  only  about  to  be  spent  in  the  orna- 
mentatioa  of  the  building. 

Ma.  IC.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
Ihove  is  another  item  in  this  Yote — 
Bamely,  a  sum  of  £1,400  for  works 
conneoted  with  the  transfer  of  the  Sea- 
men's Segiatry  to  the  Custom  House. 
I  abeuld  like  to  have  an  exjdanation  of 
that  item.  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
•oatractorsy  or  persons  ^gaged  in  carry- 
bg  oat  works  of  this  nature,  who  get 
eenttacts  from  the  Treasury,  are  able  to 
fix  their  own  terms;  and  it  would  cer- 
tainly  seeca  that  the  system  of  inviting 
tenders  by  the  Treasury  is  altogetiher  at 
faalt.  I  am  tokl  that  it  is  only  those 
persons  whose  names  are  down  on  a  list 
who  are  invited  to  send  in  tenders. 
Ibat  may  not  be  a  corrupt  system,  but 
I  think  it  is  a  mistaken  one,  and  it  is 
altogether  unfair  to  the  public.  I  think, 
ia  a  matter  of  this  kind,  when  public 
works  are  being  carried  out,  that  the 
Government  should  submit  their  con- 
traots  to  the  whole  nation,  so  that  all 
persons  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
Minpeting.  I  believe  that  if  that  were 
done  the  Estimates  would  be  very  mate- 
HaUy  reduced.  The  system  of  keeping 
A  list,  and  receiving  tenders  from  spe- 
cially favoured  persons  only,  is  a  system 
vhich  leads  to  gross  extravagance,  and 
ought  to  be  put  a  stop  to. 

Ma.  PLUNKET :  In  regard  to  the 
nndenoe  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
ckttpier,  I  may  si^  that  when  the  right 
hoQ.  Gentleman  the  present  Chief  Sem- 
ttty  for  Ireland  occupied  that  pantion, 
he  proposed  to  livo  in  the  house  in 
I)owmng  Street,  which  had  not  for  some 


time  previously  been  used  as  an  official 
residence ;  and  it  was,  therefore,  found 
necessary  to  undertake  certain  altera- 
tions, which  alterations  have  been  carried 
out  The  work  has  been  done  as  eco- 
nomically as  possible ;  but  it  was  not 
possible  to  include  this  item  in  the 
Estimates  of  last  year.  It  is,  therefore, 
necessary  to  insert  it  in  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  now  brought  forward. 
In  regard  to  the  question  of  the  transfer 
of  the  Seamen's  Begistry  to  the  Custom 
House,  I  think  I  can  also  give  a  satis- 
factory explanation  to  the  Committee  of 
that  matter.  The  nation  has,  in  fact, 
made  a  very  good  biurgain.  The  sum 
included  in  the  Yote  is  £1,400;  but 
this  expenditure,  by  providing  accom- 
modation for  the  Begistry  in  the  Custom 
House,  has  given  aolear  profit  of  £98,000 
to  the  country,  by  enabling  it  to  sell 
the  old  building.  In  regard  to  the 
tenders  sent  in  for  Government  con- 
tracts, I  believe  that  a  general  com- 
petition is  invariably  invited,  and  the 
Government  never  refuse  any  respectable 
firm  the  liberty  of  tendering.  When  the 
tenders  have  been  sent  in,  they  are  oare- 
fully  gone  through,  and  the  Government 
almost  always  accept  the  lowest  that  may 
be  submitted  by  a  solvent  firm. 

Mr.  ABTHUBO'CONNOB:  I  should 
like  to  have  some  explanation  from  the 
rigid;  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  other 
sub-heads  in  this  Yote  ? 

Mb.  PLUNKET:  The  Yote  includes 
the  sum  of  £160  for  the  Stationery 
Office,  and  that  work  is  complete.  Then 
tiiere  is  a  sum  of  £8,000  for  sanitaiy 
works  required  chiefly  in  connection 
with  Dover  House,  and  certain  build- 
ings in  Whitehall.  That  also  is  com- 
plete. The  other  items  are  £1,400  for 
works  connected  with  the  transfer  of  the 
Seamen's  Begistry  to  the  Custom  House ; 
£840  for  alterations  in  the  residence  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ;  £300 
for  providing  protection  from  fire  for  the 
Exchequer  Chamber,  Edinburgh  ;  and 
£776  for  improved  aocommodaticm  for 
the  Eisheries'  Inspectors  in  connection 
with  the  Board  of  Trade.  The  whole  of 
those  works  have  been  completed. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB:  The 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  has  misunderstood 
me.  I  did  not  ask  him  whether  the  work 
was  complete  or  incomplete,  so  far  as 
these  separate  items  are  concerned ;  but 
what  I  desire  to  ascertain  is  the  condi- 
tion of  the  different  sub>heads  of  the 
Yote. A,  B,  C,  D|  and  so  on.    In  some 
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of  these  items  Sapplementaiy  Votes  are 
asked  for,  but  there  have  been  econo- 
mies effected  in  reference  to  others  which 
I  think  ought  to  be  set  off  against 
them. 

Mr.  JA0K80N :  I  am  afraid  I  hare 
not  got  the  information  which  my  hon. 
Friend  asks  for  in  regard  to  the  sub- 
heads mentioned  in  this  Vote.  If»  how- 
ever, there  is  any  surplus,  it  must,  of 
necessity,  be  surrendered  every  year. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  In 
theory  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  says  is 
the  case ;  but  in  practice  it  is  altogether 
different.  The  balance  is  not  idways 
certain,  and  it  by  no  means  follows 
because  Supplementary  Estimates  are 
adred  for,  that  the  Treasury  has  net 
enough  money  in  hand  to  supply  all  its 
wants.  We  had  a  notable  instanee  of 
that  before  the  Committee  of  Public 
Accounts  last  year,  when  it  was  found 
that  instead  of  wanting  £7,000,  there 
were  actually  savings  of  £10,000  on  one 
head  and  £20,000  on  another. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  t 
In  reference  to  the  item  for  the  altera- 
tions in  eonneotion  with  the  residence  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I  be- 
lieve that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  tionth  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Childers)  was  the  last  Chancier  who 
lived  in  that  residence.  As  to  the  item 
of  £300  to  protect  the  Exchequer  Cham- 
ber in  Edinburgh  from  fire,  I  should 
like  to  know  how  it  is  that  offices  in  par- 
ticular localities  can  get  these  sums  of 
money  spent  upon  them,  while  in  other 
places  no  such  provision  is  made  at  all. 
No  one  knows  better  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  |ol 
Works,  that  the  Exchequer  Chamber  in 
Dublin  has  a  very  valuable  library  at- 
tached to  it  containing  a  large  number 
of  books  that  are  priceless  in  value,  and 
it  would  be  most  deplorable  if  anything 
were  to  happen  to  them.  It  would  ap- 
pear that  the  Exchequer  Chamber  in 
Edinburgh  is  able  to  secure  a  grant  of 
public  money  for  protection  from  fire; 
but  in  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom  no 
such  protection  is  afforded.  I  want  to 
know  why  that  is  so,  because  I  believe 
that  in  Dublin  if  a  fire  were  to  break 
out,  books  worth  many  thousands  of 
pounds  would  be  at  the  mercy  of  the 
fire  brigade.  I  should  like'  to  have  a 
guarantee  from  the  Government  that 
they  will  look  into  this  matter  in  connec- 
tion with  all  the  Law  Courts  and  places 
where  books  of  value  are  deposited. 
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Mr.  FLUNEET  :  The  explanation  of 
this  item  is  that  it  has  been  found  ne- 
cessary to  provide  fire-proof  rooms  for 
the  valuable  records  now  in  tiie  Exehe. 
quer  Office  in  Edinburgh.  This  work 
was  recommended  to  be  ^ne  in  the  jear 
1S62-3.  So  far  as  the  Iaw  Librv^in 
Dublin  is  concerned,  I  presume  dut  no 
silhilar  representation  was  made  in  that 
year  to  the  proper  authorities  in  Irshad. 
I  have  nothing  to  do  wi^  it  in  my  Offios, 
butlquite  agree  witti  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Memberthat  it  would  be  most  deplorable 
if  the  valuable  library  he  has  menticntd 
were  to  be  destroyed  by  fire,  throogk 
carelessness,  or  from  any  other  oanss. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  I  would  pnis 
upon  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Seoretaiy 
to  the  Treasury  the  importance  of  iht 
question  put  to  him  by  my  hon.  Frieod 
the  Member  for  Mid  Tyrone  (Mr.  M.  J. 
Kenny)  as  to  the  manner  in  which  these 
contracts  are  issued.     As  I  understsnd, 
the  method  pursued  by  the  Treasaqr » 
this  —  they  have  a  certain  number  of 
firms  on  their  list,  and  the  membrae  of 
those  firms  have  an  opportuni^  of  tn- 
dering  for  pnUic  work.    I  should  m^ 
judging  from  the  extravagant  rate  il 
which  all  ^e  public  works  of  this  coin- 
try  are  maintained,  that  that  ia  a  vahi- 
able  monopody  to  the  persona  who  pooseee 
it.    Some  time  ago,  a  gentleman  came 
to  me^-^  contraetor-^and  told  me  that 
some  official  in  ^e  Treasury  had  ro- 
moved  Ms  name  from  the  list  ol  cob- 
traotors.    He  represented  the  case  as  i 
very  hard  one.    The  person  of  trhom  he 
complained  was  not  the  right  hot.  Qen« 
tleman  opposite ;  but  I  think  it  fas  tie 
Predeoessor  in  Offioe,  and  the  mansiated 
that  in  oonsequence  of  having  beeuiakea 
off  the  list  of  contractors  he  wis  de- 
prived of  the  greatsr  part  of  his  iuome. 
Now,  there  can  be  no  doubt  t^A  tke 
reason  why  this  privilege  was  woiV^  ^ 
much  to  him  was  that  the  QorenHsnt 
work  ia  done  at  a  very  extravagant*it0» 
and  that  only  a  certain  number  of  p^pose 
are  allowed  to  compete  for  it.     I  iould 
ask  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  if  thte  it 
any  objection  whatever  against  opW^ 
up  these  publio  oontraots  to  ewBt^^ 
who  is  able  to  compete  for  themt  ^ 
the  Government  haye  any  doubt  as  p  ^^ 
solvency  of  any  particular  firm  whc)*fJ 
tender  for  a  eontracti  they  oould  0/^ 
make  inquiry,  and  oonmel  the  contrfB^ 
to  give  solvent  bail.    I  think  it  a|9^ 
unbusinesslike   proeeeding  to  m  ios  ' 
sort  of  select  list  of  oontraotors,  c  ti^ 
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thai  meaiis  prevent  the  general  body  ofco^t  of  gas 
the  pnblio  from  having  any  opportunity  .  mated  ?  " 
ol  teaderins^.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
num  has  already,  I  understand,  agreed 
to  reconAider  the  manner  in  which  the 
puUio  advertisements  are  given  at  the 
present  moment  to  a  select  $otm$  of 
newspapers.  I  shall  be  happy  if  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  will  be  able  to 
nuke  a  aimilar  annottaoameat  with  re- 
gard to  tenders  for  contracts. 

Ma.  PLUNKBT:  The  praotice  where 
the  contract  exeeeis  £&Q0  is  to  ad- 
vertise for  tenders,  except  in  a  few 
special  cases  —  such,  lor  instance,  as 
the  works  now  being  carried  on  in  oon- 
nectioQ  with  the  Houses  of  Parliament 
for  drainage  and  other  improvements. 
In  audi  oaaee  as  that  the  work  is  put  up 
to  competition  among  a  few  very  well- 
known  firms;  bat,  as  a  jule,  in  any 
oentraet  involving  aja  expenditure  of 
over  £500  there  is  an  advertisement 
insisted  in  the  newspapers  inviting 
competitioD. 

Mm.  JAOKSON :  I  wonld  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  question  of 
advertising  the  tenders  rests  with  the 
Treaaury. 

Db.  TANNEB  :  I  really  oannot  alto- 
gether understand  what  is  the  use  of 
repairing  a  house  for  gentlemen  who 
nevmr  live  there.  We  have  been  told 
that  the  last  two  GhanoelloFs  of  the  £z- 
diequer  have  not  resided  at  tlus  official 
residence;  and  I  understand  that  the 
present  right  han«  Qentleman  who  adorns 
that  high  and  exalted  position  has  an- 
other residenee  whioh  he  prefers.  There- 
fore, I  do  not  see  the  necessitv  of  bring- 
ing on  this  Estimate  now  for  doing  work 
whieh  ie  not  required,  and  making  the 
public  pay  for  what  is  practically  of  no 
use  wnatevMf*  Then,  iigain,  &e  last 
sob^bead  is  somewhat  singularly  drawn 
up.  It  18  aa  item  of  £1,400  for  fneland 
l%ht»  and  then  in  a  foot-note  there  are 
these  words— -<' The  cost  of  gas  was 
greatly  under-estimated.''  Surely  wh^i 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  assume  the 
position  of  Secretaries  of  State  and 
Hmisters  of  the  Grown  they  ought  to 
eater  upon  their  duties  in  a  businesslike 
way,  and  ought  not  to  tax  the  country 
in  the  manntt  we  find  they  are  doing. 
Sudi  an  item  as  this,  if  submitted  in 
connection  with  any  public  building  in 
the  Oiiy  el  Ltrndon,  would  certainly  not 
be  tolen^ed  wiUiout  a  protest.  I  ask 
for  some  clear  explanation  of  this  sub- 
head ''  fuel  and  light,"  and  why  the 
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Miu  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) :  I 
think  that  all  the  items  included  in  these 
sub-heads  ought  to  undergo  careful 
consideration.  It  is  difficult  to  under- 
stand how  the  Departments  have  been 
so  mueli  out  in  their  calculation  of  the 
Estimates  as  originally  framed. 

Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.) :  There  is 
an  item  in  Sub-head  E  of  £776  for 
improved  accommodation  for  Fisheries 
Inspectors  in  connection  with  the  Board 
of  Trade.  This  item  seems  to  me  to 
apply  to  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries 
appointed  under  11  &  12  Viet,  c.  92. 
In  my  opinion  such  Fishery  Inspec- 
tors are  a  wholly  uselees  and  valueless 
body  of  men ;  and  their  salaries, 
together  with  the  expenses  of  the  office, 
have  more  than  devoured  all  the  re- 
venue derived  from  the  fisheries.  Un« 
d«r  these  circumstances,  it  is  a  matter 
of  surprise  to  find  that  money  is  now 
asked  for  to  provide  Inspectors  with  im- 
proved accommodation.  I  trust  that  I 
may  succeed  in  eliciting  some  informa- 
tion as  to  these  Inspeetors  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 

The  chairman  :  This  item  refws 
entirely  to  offices  in  Cl-reat  Britain,  and 
not  to  the  Irish  Office. 

Db.  TANNER :  I  wish  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Vote  includes  accommodation 
for  the  Irish  Inspectors  ? 

Mb.  FLUNKET:  It  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  Irish  fisheries  at  all. 

Mb.  O'HEA  :  As  there  are  a  number 
of  Scotch  Representatives,  I  think  they 
ou^t  to  ask  for  some  information  in 
respect  of  the  constitution  of  the  Fishery 
Board  in  Scotland. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
There  is  no  reference  in  this  Yote  to 
the  Fishery  Board  in  Scotland. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(4.)  £800,  New  Admiralty  and  War 
Office. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  I  never  like  to  propose  the 
redudiion  of  a  Yote  unless  I  feel 
that  there  is  a  very  substantial  ground 
for  it;  but  I  think  that  in  regard 
to  this  Tote  there  is  ground  of  a  most 
substantial  kind  for  asking  the  Com- 
mittee to  reject  it  altogether.  The 
Vote  as  it  stood  originally  in  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  amounted  to  £374. 
Since  then  there  has  been  a  further 
paper  circulated  stating  that  that  was  a 
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miatake,  and  tbat  the  sum  required  is 
£800.  I  do  not  allude  to  that  fact,  ex- 
cept 80  far  as  it  illustrates  the  uncer- 
tainty of  the  position  of  the  Treasury  in 
regard  to  the  Public  Services.  The 
ground  on  which  I  object  to  this  Vote 
altogether  is  that  a  very  serious  irregu- 
larity has  been  committed  by  the  Trea- 
sury in  connection  with  it— an  irregu- 
larity, as  far  as  I  can  ascertain,  which  is 
absolutely  withoutdefeaceorezplanation. 
Now,  Sir,  in  the  Vote  for  1884-6  there 
was  a  surplus  of  £22,241,  whidi  ought 
to  have  be^i  surrendered  to  the  Exche- 
quer. Of  that  £22,24 1,  £  1 7,000  were,  in 
faet,  surrendered;  but  £5,241  remains 
in  the  hands  of  the  Departm^it  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Treasury.  That  is  a 
course  which  is  at  once  unusual  and 
seriously  irregular.  The  Treasury  has 
no  right  to  keep  over  from  one  financial 
year  to  another  admitted  balances  on 
any  one  of  these  Votes.  The  surrender 
of  this  money — £5,241,  which  the  Com- 
mittee will  see  is  very  far  in  excess  of 
the  Supplementary  sum  now  asked  for— 
was  promised  by  the  Treasury  in  March 
last  year.  In  July  the  Paymaster 
General  stated  that  be  then  had  suffi- 
cient cash  in  hand  to  enable  him  to 
make  the  surrender ;  and  he  desired  in^ 
struotions  from  the  Treasury  as  to  whe- 
ther he  should,  in  compliance  with  the 
law,  pay  over  the  amount  or  not.  But 
no  surrender  was  made  or  ordered  by  the 
Treasury.  In  September  or  October  iho 
Department  over  which  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  now  presides  asked 
the  Treasury  what  they  were  to  do  with 
the  money ;  and  on  the  26th  of  October 
last,  or  up  to  that  date,  the  Treasury 
still  refused  to  acquiesce  in  the  surrender 
of  it,  and  said  the  money  would  be  kept 
until  it  had  been  ascertiained  what 
amount  it  would  be  necessary  to  ask 
Parliament  to  vote  in  a  Supplementary 
Estimate  on  account  of  the  Service  in 
the  present  Spring — that  is  to  say,  at 
the  time  at  which  we  have  now  arrived. 
The  Treasury —I  do  not  know  on  what 
ground,  for  I  do  not  think  there  is  a 
precedent  for  such  a  proceeding — per- 
sisted in  retaining  in  its  hands  this  sum 
of  £5,24 1 .  It  is  perfectly  clear  that  no 
alteration  of  the  balance  of  the  Vote  of 
1884-5  can  lawftilly  be  appropriated, 
either  for  the  service  of  tne  financial 
year  for  which  these  Supplementary  Es- 
timates are  being  taken,  or  for  the  finan- 
dal  year  we  are  now  about  to  deal  with.  [ 
The  money  has  been  improperly  and,  as 
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I  think,  illegally  detained  by  the  Trea- 
sury; and,  having  this  sum  in  their 
hands,  they  now  come  down  to  ^ 
House  of  Commons  and  ask,  fir&t  of  all, 
for  £374  for  the  new  Admiralty  and 
War  Offices,  and  then  for  a  sum  of  £800. 
It  is  quite  clear  that  in  this  matter  the 
Treasury  have  acted,  not  only  in  an  un- 
usual manner,  but  in  a  manner  evident 
irregular  and  illegal.  Under  these  eir- 
cumstanoes,  I  shall  oppose  the  granting 
of  the  Vote. 

Ma.  CONTBEARE  (Oonrwall,  Otm- 
bome) :  I  should  like  to  have  w)me*ia«> 
formation  in  regard  to  this  Vote  of 
£800  for  legal  expenses  in  ccnmeetioa 
with  the  purchase  of  property  tnder 
the  Public  Offices  Site  Act  of  1S81 
What  kind  of  legal  eirpenses  arethejr? 
I  presume  thai  the  Qovernment  hare 
their  own  legal  officers,  wfaa  are  perfectlj 
competent  to  transact  the  leg^l  business 
of  the  country  on  matters  of  this  kind. 
Does  this  sum  go  towards  the  payment 
of  the  expenses  of  these  officers^  or  is  it 
for  stamps,  or  some  other  purpose?  I 
should  certainly  like  to  have  further  in- 
fbrmatton  as  to  the  particular  character 
of  these  legal  expenses  we  are  asked  to 
vote.  I  should  fuso  like  to  know  wfas- 
ther,  in  connection  with  the  new  Ad- 
miralty and  Waor  Offioe,  it  is  pioposad 
to  carry  a  new  road  from  Charing  Oross 
to  "die  Mall,  or  whether  that  proposi^ 
has  been  abandoned  ? 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(WhitehAven) :  Perhaps  the  right  ban. 
G-entleman  the  First  Commissioner  d 
Works  will  inform  the  Committee  what 
course  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  iatond 
to  take  in  regard  to  the  erection  of 
new  buildings.  There  was  a  plan  pro* 
posed  by  the  late  Qovemment  which  I 
should  have  been  very  eorry  to  ses 
carried  into  efiEbct.  Since  then  Ihavs 
heard  a  whisper  that  my  right  hoiL 
Friend  and  the  (Jovemment  are  about 
to  take  a  new  action  in  the  matter.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  part  of  the 
new  scheme  is  that  the  existing  Adml* 
ralty  building  should  not  be  taken  dewnf 
I  think  we  should  all  regret  if  the  per* 
tico  there,  the  well-known  work  of 
Hobert  Adam,  were  to  be  deetroyed^ 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  appoint 
a  Departmental  Committee  to  considsr 
the  matter? 

thb  fibst  commission:^  or 

WORKS  (Mr.  Pltohet)  :  In  answer  to 
the  questions  of  the  hon.  Membne  oppo* 
site,  and  also  of  my  right  hon.  and 
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laamed  Friend  (Mr.  Oavendish  Ben- 
tiDok),  I  may  say  that  the  way  in  which 
the  ease  stands  in  regard  to  the  Ad- 
miraUy  and  War  OfBces  is  this.  Last 
year  there  was  a  considerable  amount  of 
feeling  expressed  in  favour  of  recon- 
sidering the  whole  question  as  to  whe- 
ther it  would  be  well  or  not  to  pulldown 
the  old  Admiralty  House,  and  to  carry 
out  the  new  plans  for  housing  the  Ad- 
miralty and  the  War  Office  under  one 
roof.  After  some  communications  on 
both  sides  of  the  House^  a  Oom- 
mittee  was  granted  by  the  late  Goyera- 
ment  for  ihe  purpose  of  considering  this 
questiMi.  But  the  Oommittee  was  nerer 
aotoftlly  namedf  and,  owing  to  the  Disso- 
hitton  of  Parliament,  it  fell  through. 
The  present  OoTcmment  have  under- 
taken thai  as  soon  as  possible  a  similar 
Oommittee  to  that  which  was  proposed 
last  year  by  the  late  Gktremment  shall  be 
appointed  for  the  purpose  of  oonsidering 
the  subject.  I  have  given  an  undertaking 
to  the  House  that  no  further  expense 
shall  be  ioourred  in  the  way  of  bouding 
until  a  final  conelusion  is  arrived  at. 
That  is  the  way  in  which  the  case  stands 
at  fnresent*  The  Oommittee  wUl  report 
opon  ity  and,  if  it  be  necessary,  the 
Ibuse  will  be  asked  to  decide  upon  their 
Beport  before  any  further  steps  are 
taken.  As  regards  the  particular  item 
uder  ooaaideration,  I  may  mention  that 
it  has  been  increased  from  £874  to  £800, 
m  consequence  of  the  unexpected  receipt 
in  the  present  financial  year  of  a  bill  of 
costs  inoarred  in  conDeotion  with  the 
nnrehase  of  one  of  the  sites  for  the  new 
building.  It  was  not  expected  at  the 
time  ihe  Supfdementary  Estimate  was 
first  fcamed  that  we  should  be  able  to 
enter  t^e  cost  of  that  transaction,  as  the 
bill  had  been  sent  to  be  taxed.  It  has 
been  Tetumed«  however,  and  we  have 
had  to  provide  for  the  incfeased  sum 
which  BOW  appears  in  the  Estimate.  As 
regards  the  balances  in  the  hands  of  the 
Traasury,  £  am  afraid  that  I  cannot 
give  a  very  lucid  explanation.  It  is 
rather  a  technical  question ;  and  I  can 
o&ly  say,  as  has  been  explained  to  me, 
that  the  sim^e  fact  is  that  if  theee 
balances  had  been  paid  into  the  Exche- 
quer it  would  have  been  necessary  to 
vote  the  mon^  again  in  this  House. 
Part  of  the  buances  will  be  applied  to 
the  works  now  in  hand,  and  whatever 
salvias  remains  will  be  paid  into  the 
Exdiequer  later  <m« 


Mb.  ABTHUR  O'OONNOB:  Eeally 
this  matter  is  so  important  that  I  must 
press  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  to  give  the  House  a  full  ex- 
planation of  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  distinct  terms  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  have  been  departed  from. 
It  is  clearly  illegal  to  appropriate  for 
the  purposes  of  any  other  financial  year 
than  that  for  which  it  has  been  voted 
any  portion  of  a  surplus  which  ought  to 
be  surrendered  to  the  Exchequer.  The 
Departmmt  in  this  case  had  a  clear 
surplus  of  £22,241.  They  admitted  their 
liability  to  the  extent  of  £17,000,  which 
sum  they  surrendered  to  the  Exchequer ; 
but  in  regard  to  the  balance  of  £5,241 
they  distinctly  refused  to  do  so.  They 
have  refused  now  for  the  whole  of  the 
financial  year.  They  were  invited  by 
the  Paymaster  Oenend  to  give  him  per- 
mission to  make  the  necessary  surrender, 
and  they  refused  their  sanction.  They 
were  then  asked  by  the  Department 
which  has  the  balance  in  hand  what  was 
to  be  done  with  it.  The  Dexmrtment 
knew  perfectly  well  that  they  could  not 
in  law  make  use  of  it ;  but  the  Treasury 
said — '*We  will  not  suitender  it  until  the 
beginning  of  next  year."  We  have  now 
reached  the  beginning  of  the  next  year, 
and  we  now  find  the  Treasury  asking  for 
a  Supplementary  Estimate  of  leas  than 
£  1 ,000,  while  they  are  retaining  illegally 
a  sum  five  or  six  times  as  great,  and 
which  ought  long  ago  to  have  been  sur* 
rendered.  If  the^  are  able  to  do  that 
on  a  particular  vote  without  challenge 
in  this  House,  then  good-bye  to  all  the 
cheek  this  House  holds  over  the  Eipen- 
diture  oi  the  country.  The  appropriation 
of  money  wiU  become  a  perfect  farce, 
and  in  flie  course  of  time  the  Treasury 
will  claim  the  right  to  retain,  without 
surrendering  them,  all  the  balances.  If 
they  are  allowed  to  do  that  now,  they 
will,  undoubtedly,  do  it  on  many  more 
occasions,  and  the  whole  of  our  para- 

Ehemalia  of  Committee  of  Supply  will 
e  mere  mooD  shine. 
Mb.  L  ABOXTCHERE  (Northampton) : 
There  are  other  objections  to  this  Vote 
besides  those  which  have  been  urged  by 
my  hon.  Friend.  I  should  like  to  know 
into  whose  pockets  this  sum  of  £800 
goes!  Onlv  a  few  days  ago— ^n  the 
2drd  oi  February— when  this  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  was  first  presented, 
the  sum  set  down  for  this  purpose  was 
£374,  and  it  has  since  been  raised  to 
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£800.  So  far  as  I  imderstaiid  the  matter, 
the  property  which  is  being  purchased 
by  the  Admiralty  is'simply  the  transfer- 
ence to  the  public  of  a  certain  amount 
of  property  belonging  to  the  Crown.  It 
is  altogether  a  fancy  thing.  There  can 
be  no  dispute  whatever  about  the  title ; 
and  as  there  are  no  stamps  to  be  pur- 
chased, I  should  like  to  know  into  whose 
pockets  this  £A00  is  to  go  ? 

Me.  O'DOHEETY  (Donegal,  N.) : 
Was  the  Estimate  £374  before  the  bill 
of  costs  was  taxed,  and  was  the  amount 
increased  to  £800  after  taxation  ?  Does 
the  taxed  bill  of  costs  represent  the  entire 
cost  to  the  country  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) : 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  has  asked  a 
question  as  to  the  amount  of  surplus 
which,  in  his  opinion,  ought  to  have 
been  surrendered  to  the  Exchequer. 
The  matter  is  somewhat  complicated, 
and  yet,  at  the  same  time,  to  those 
who  have  any  knowledge  of  the  sub- 
ject, it  is  very  simple.  It  is  difficult, 
however,  to  explain.  The  hon.  Member 
is  perfectly  right  when  he  says  that 
there  was  a  surplus  in  the  year  1885-6. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  The 
hon.  Member  is  mistaken;  it  was 
1884-5. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  No ;  it  was  1885-6,  as 
I  understand,  that  that  surplus  would,  in 
the  ordinary  course  of  events,  have  been 
surrendered.  It  so  happens  that  the 
Vote  which  was  to  have  been  taken — I 
believe  £25,000 — was  put  down  in  the 
Estimates  of  the  current  year  for  the 
Admiralty  and  War  Offioe  building.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  no  Vote  was  taken, 
and,  therefore,  no  expenditure  can  be 
made;  and  the  reason  for  this  Supple- 
mentary Yote  now  arises  entirely  from  the 
fact  that,  without  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment, it  is  impossible  to  pay  the  money. 
The  manner  in  which  the  surrender  of 
a  surplus  is  made,  as  I  understand,  is 
this.  If,  at  the  end  of  the  financial  year, 
there  is  a  surplus  of,  say,  £10,000,  and 
for  the  succeeding  year  a  Yote  is  taken 
for  £12,000,  then  the  sum  of  £10,000,  i 
the  amount  of  the  surplus,  would  be  i 
written  off  the  £12,000,  leaving  only 
£2,000.  If  we  had  surrendered  the 
surplus  of  1885-6,  we  must  have  issued 
money  unneoessarilv  from  the  Exchequer.  ' 
I  hope  I  have  made  it  quite  dear  that  i 
there  haa  been  no  desire  on  the  part  of ! 
the  Treasury  either  to  make  a  fresh  pre- 

J/r.  Lahoucher$ 


cedent  or  to  violate  any  rule  that  has 
existed.  The  difference  between  the 
item  now  under  consideration  and  tho 
sum  of  £374  originally  asked  for  I  have 
already  explained,  and  I  hope  the  Com- 
mittee will  agree  to  the  Yote  with  the 
assurance  I  give  that  the  surplus  in 
hand  will  be  surrendered  at  the  end  of 
the  year. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  0»CONNOR:  The 
liability  of  the  Treasury  in  reference  to 
the  surrender  of  the  original  surplus 
is  perfectly  clear,  and  they  admit  it 
themselves.  They  permitted  the  sur- 
render of  £17,000  out  of  £22,000,  and 
there  was  no  reason  why  they  should 
not  have  sanctioned  the  surrender  of  • 
the  whole  surplus.  It  would  have  been 
quite  as  easy,  seeing  the  condition  of 
the  present  year's  Estimates,  to  sur- 
render £22,000  as  it  was  to  surrender 
£17,000.  Why  should  a  distinc^on  be 
drawn  between  the  two  portions  of  the 
surplufl  ?  My  contention  has  reference 
to  more  than  the  mere  matter  of  con- 
venience. I  say  that  what  has  been 
done  is  irregular  and  illegaL  [Mr. 
Jackson:  No.]  The  Comptroller  Gene- 
ral has  so  reported  it,  and  he  has  refused 
to  recognize  the  arrangement  at  all 
According  to  the  argument  of  the  Secre- 
tary to  tne  Treasury,  it  would  appear 
that  if  this  House  votes  a  sum  in  any 
singlo  year  for  such  a  thing  as  a  monu- 
ment to  General  Gordon,  and  the  ex- 
penditure does  not  reach  the  full  Yote, 
there  being  no  Yote  for  a  similar  ser- 
vice, it  would  be  impossible  to  aurrender 
the  surplus,  and  it  would  have  to  be  hung 
up  for  the  present. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  What  I  stated  was 
that  if  it  came  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
Treasury  that  further  works  of  the  same 
character  would  reauire  to  be  imder- 
taken  in  the  sucoeeoing  year*  the  sur- 
pluses should  be  retained  in  order 
to  avoid  an  unaeoessary  issue  from  the 
Exchequer. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOE:  The 
Treasury  have  no  right  to  appropriate 
for  the  payment  of  tne  liabilities  of  one 
financial  year  sums  of  money  which 
have  been  voted  for  the  service  of  the 
previous  year.  The  Treasury  have 
taken  this  sum  of  £5,200  into  their  own 
hands,  and  they  know  they  have  done 
wrong  in  doing  so.  I  believe  they  will 
find  it  impossible  to  point  to  another 
instance  in  which  the  Treasury  have 
acted  in  the  same  manner.  The  whole 
thing  is  grossly  irregular.     Why  should 
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the  Treasury  ask  for  a  sum  of  £800, 
when  ihej  admit  that  they  are  retaining 
a  sum  of  more  than  £5,000  ? 

asNERAL  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
(Kincardineshire)  :  I  hope  that  this 
Estimate  will  be  withdrawn.  The  whole 
business  appears  to  me  to  be  illegal  and 
irregular.  On  the  year  closing  all 
moneys  not  used  out  of  the  year's 
grants  are  yielded  up.  It  is  well 
known  to  many  Members  of  this  House 
that  it  is  contrary  to  law  for  the  Trea- 
sury to  retain,  or  to  allow  Departments 
to  retain,  the  year's  unexpended  ba- 
lances in  their  own  hands.  I  hope  that 
in  future  this  system  will  not  be  con- 
tinued.        

Mb.  LOOKWOOD  (YorkJ :   I  trust 
that  before  the  Committee  leayes  this 
Tote  some  right  hon.  Gendeman  oppo- 
site win  take  the  trouble  to  answer  the 
question  put  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labon- 
ohere)  as  to  how  this  sum  of  £800  has 
been  spent.    The  attention  of  the  Gt)- 
Temment  has  been  called  to  it  in  most 
unmistakable  terms,  and  strong  objec- 
tions have  been  taken  to  the  vote.    I 
know  that  an  answer  has  been  given 
from  the  Treasury  Bendi;  but  in  that 
answer  the  objection  of  my  hon.  Friend 
in  regard  to  tnis  charge  for  illegal  ex- 
penses was  entirely  passed   over;  and 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  devoted 
his  reply  to  the  objections  taken  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  to  the  appropriation 
by  the  Treasury  of  certain  cash  balances. 
I  think  it  would  be  well  for  the  Com- 
mittee to  appreciate  exactly  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Qoremment  with  regard  to 
^'s  Vote.     On  the  28rd  of  February 
fliey  presented   an  Estimate  in  which 
they  asked  the  Committee  to  vote  in  re- 
spect of  legal   expenses  in  connection 
with   the    new    Admiralty    and    War 
Offices  a   sum    of  £374.     They  then 
eame  up  to  the  Committee  on  the  26th 
of  February  with  another  Estimate,  in 
which,  instead  of  the  sum  of  £374,  they 
ask  the  House  to  give  them  £800.  They 
are  direcUy   chaSenged    by  my   hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton  to 
tell  the  Committee  how  that  sum  of  £800 
is  made  up,  and  they  have  been  asked 
whether  any  portion  of  it  is  for  stamps, 
or  whether  any  part  of  it  consists  of  the 
cost  of  inquiries  as  to  title.  Bnt  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  given  us  the 
lightest   information  on   the  subject. 


What  I  understand  my  hon.  Friend  to 
want  in  the  way  of  information  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  he  should 
give  the  Committee  a  full  detail  of  the 
original  item  of  £374,  and  also  of  i;he 
sum  of  £800  we  are  now  asked  to  vote. 
At  any  rate,  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  condescend  to  give  the  Com- 
mittee a  sufBcient  amount  of  detail  to 
enable  them  to  form  some  opinion  as  to 
how  an  item  of  £374  on  the  23rd  of 
February  was  converted  into  one  of  £800 
on  the  26th. 

Me.  PLUNKET:  I  thought  I  had 
explained  to  the  Committee  already. 
The  affair  is  as  simple  as  possible. 
These  expenses  are  legal  expenses  in- 
curred in  connection  with  the  purchase 
of  property  in  the  neighbournood  of 
Charing  Cross  and  Spring  Gardens,  and 
of  arbitrations  which  have  taken  plA<^e 
in  connection  with  that  purchase.  These 
legal  expenses  have  not  been  incurred 
since  the  Supplementary  Estimates  were 
first  laid  on  the  Table.  But  when  the  Sup- 
plementary Estimates  were  circulated, 
the  costs  which  had  been  incurred  had 
not  been  returned  by  the  taxing  officer ; 
but  before  the  Estimate  was  brought  on 
for  discussion  the  return  of  the  taxing 
ofilcer  did  come  in,  and  it  has  been 
thought  better  to  submit  the  whole  sum 
to  the  Committee. 

Mb.  BYRNE  (Wicklow,  W.) :  I  wish 
to  put  a  question  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Commissioner  ofWorka 
in  reference  to  a  reconsideration  of  the 
site  and  plans  for  the  new  Admiralty 
and  War  Offices.  I  will  ask  him  whether 
it  is  not  possible  to  reconsider  the  pro- 
posed site  for  the  Admiralty  and  War 
Offices,  with  a  view  of  setting  the  build- 
ing back  very  considerably  from  the 
point  shown  on  the  plans  now  before 
the  House  ?  I  would  also  ask  if  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  utiliee 
the  whole  of  the  site  at  Charing  Cross, 
including  Messrs.  Drummond's  Bank,  in 
order  to  open  up  The  Mall  to  Trafalgar 
Square  ?  Most  of  our  public  buildings 
have  been  spoiled  in  consequence  of 
there  being  no  point  from  which  they 
can  be  seen,  because  of  their  not  being 
set  back  far  enough  from  the  street. 
Take  St.  Paul's,  for  instance ;  it  is  im- 
possible to  obtain  anything  like  a  view 
of  it  without  going  to  the  top  of  some 
of  the  houses  in  the  neighbourhood. 
I  hope  that  such  a  gross  blunder  will 
not  be  perpetrated  in  the  year  1887. 
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On  the  other  s'de  of  Charing  Cross  and 
Whitehall  there  is  land  having:  front- 
ages to  these  streets  and  the  Yictoria 
Embankment  which  the  Government 
have  or  could  acquire  that  would  add 
to  the  beauty  and  importance  of  these 
handsome  buildings ;  and  I  think  some- 
thing should  be  done  to  preserve  the 
view  of  the  new  Public  Offices.  I 
am  informed,  in  reference  to  Messrs. 
Drummond's  Bank,  that  a  very  unwise 
promise  has  been  given  that  it  will  not 
oe  interfered  with.  Now,  that  appears 
to  me  to  be  a  very  shopkeeping  view  to 
take.  The  preservation  of  Drummond's 
Bank  will  destroy  very  nearly  the  whole 
of  this  magnificent  building  for  the  Ad- 
miralty and  War  Offices.  I  think  it 
would  be  far  better  to  provide  some 
accommodation  in  the  new  building  for 
Messrs.  Drummond's  if  it  is  found  im- 
possible to  get  rid  of  them  in  any  other 
way.  I  cannot  help  thinking,  however, 
that  Messrs.  Drummond  or  any  other 
bankers  would  be  only  too  glad  to  take 
the  proper  value  of  their  property  if  the 
site  IS  required  by  the  public.  Certainly, 
the  site  ought  not  to  be  spoiled  by  con- 
fining it  to  too  small  a  piece  of  land ; 
and,  therefore,  I  trust  that  some  arrange- 
ment will  be  made  to  set  the  proposed 
new  building  back  and  open  up  The 
Mall  to  Trafalgar  Square. 

Mb.  PLUNKET:  I  am  afraid  that  I 
cannot  satisfy  the  hon.  Member.  It  is 
not  for  the  Government  to  decide  the 
question,  seeing  that  the  whole  matter 
has  been  referred  to  a  Committee. 
Therefore  it  is  not  for  me  to  say  what 
they  will  or  wh|it  they  will  not  do  when 
the  question  comes  back  from  the  Com- 
mittee. The  hon.  Member  is  quite  right 
in  saying  that  the  taking  of  Drummond's 
Bank  is  no  part  of  the  present  scheme  ; 
but  I  cannot  give  the  hon.  Member  any 
further  explanation  until  the  Committee 
shall  have  concluded  their  investigation 
and  presented  their  Keport. 

Mb.  B.COLERIDGE  (Sheffield,  Atter- 
diffe) :  We  now  know,  for  the  first  time, 
what  these  legal  expenses  are.  We 
now  hear  that  some  portion  is  the  costs 
of  arbitration.  I  think  the  Committee 
ought  to  be  told  what  sums  have  been 
awarded  by  way  of  arbitration,  and 
what  amount  of  money  we  shall  have  to 
pay  upon  the  awards  which  have  been 
made  against  us.  We  are  here  to  re- 
present the  taxpayers  of  the  country, 
and  we  know  that  in  the  case  of  trans- 

Mr.  Byrne 


fers  the  law  costs  are  always  estimated 
upon  a  scale  of  value.  We  shouki  like 
to  know  what  the  value  of  the  property 
proposed  to  be  transferred  is  in  this  case, 
so  that  we  may  have  some  knowledge  of 
the  scale  of  the  legal  costs  incurrra  in 
proportion  to  the  value  of  the  property. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid): 
With  regard  to  the  enormous  increase 
of  the  original  Estimate,  I  caniiot 
conceive  how  it  was  possible  to  make 
such  a  mistake  in  the  estimated  cost 
of  the  transfer.  Surely  it  ought  to 
be  possible  to  estimate  to  a  nicsty 
what  the  cost  of  a  transfer  is  likely 
to  be,  when  the  value  of  the  pro- 
perty is  ascertained.  It  is  complsised 
that  the  Treasury  have  entirely  failed  to 
give  the  Committee  information  in  suffi- 
cient detail  in  regard  to  the  real  manner 
in  which  these  Votes  are  presented.  I 
see,  under  the  head  of  Details,  that 
there  is  only  an  announeement  that  the 
sum  of  £800  is  required  for — 

"  Legml  expenses  in  connection  with  the  pur- 
chase of  property  ander  the  Fublio  Offices  8it« 
Act,  1882.»' 

But  for  the  fact  that  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Donegal  happened  to 
be  acquainted  with  the  manner  in  which 
the  Tireasury  have  acted  in  regard  to  the 
non-surrender  of  a  balance  in  their 
hands,  amounting  to  upwards  of  £5,000, 
the  Committee  would  have  been  indueed 
to  vote  this  sum  of  £800  without  demur. 
We  now  find  the  Treasury  coming  here 
with  a  demand  for  £800,  for  which  there 
is  only  the  slightest  need.  They  have  in 
their  hands  a  sum  of  £5,241,  and  if  they 
pav  this  sum  of  £800  out  of  it,  they  wiU 
still  have  more  than  £4,400  left.  The 
Treasury,  there  can  be  no  doubt,  have 
acted  illegally  in  regard  to  this  balanee. 
In  March,  1886,  they  promised  to  sur- 
render it  ;  but  they  have  not  surrendered 
it  yet,  and  there  has  been  no  proper  ex- 
planation at  all  in  regard  to  it.  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  the  Committee  are 
asked  to  sanction  a  Vote  of  £800,  which 
the  Government  ask  for  without  havinf 
the  slightest  necessity  for  it.  They  have 
alreadya  sufficient  surplus  in  their  hands 
if  they  want  to  enter  into  further  expen- 
diture. I  am  quite  at  a  loss  to  know 
what  they  propose  to  do  with  this  £6,000, 
We  know  perfectly  well  that  in  neariy 
every  case  in  which  the  Government 
come  down  here  with  Supplementary 
Estimates  they  have  a  sufficient  balance 
at  their  disposal  to  discharge  their  debts, 
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if  they  onlj  ohooso  to  do  so.  The  law 
which  compels  the  Departments  to  sur- 
render all  balances,  although  strictly 
binding,  is  a  law  which  is  constantly 
nolated.  In  this  case  we  find  that  it 
has  been  Tiolated;  and  the  Treasury, 
who  talk  about  having  no  money  at  their 
dispoBaly  have  really  more  than  they  want. 
I  should  lihe  to  press  {or  a  further  ex- 
planation of  the  matter  which  has  been 
lefearced  to  by  the  bon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Coleridge)— 
namely,  an  elucidation  of  the  singular 
inerease  of  this  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £426. 
Is  it  for  the  cost  of  conveyancing,  or  of 
staapsy  or  ol  arbitration  ? 

Ma.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  As  this  is  a  matter  in  which 
I  had  aomjB  ooncem,  I  may  inform  the 
him.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Atter- 
chffe  DLyision  of  Sheffield  that  the  cost 
of  this  property  was  estimated  at 
£160,000,  and  as  that  sum  represents 
a  very  large  amount  of  property,  I  have 
no  doubt  that  this  item  of  £800  repre- 
sents a  part  of  the  legal  charge  involved 
in  the  arbitrations.  The  question  which 
has  heesk  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
£sstDoQe|fal  appears  to  me  to  be  an 
extremely  important  one ;  but  I  hope  I 
n^y  be  permitted  to  remark  that  it 
OQmes  before  the  Committee  in  the  shape 
of  aeorrespondeace  between  the  Auditor 
Qeneffal  and  the  Treasury.  It  has  not 
jet  come  before  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Accounts.  It  is  necessary  that  it 
should  go  before  them,  and  I  presume 
that  it  will  be  then  thoroughly  investi- 
gated. I  would,  therefore,  suggest  to 
the  Committee  that  it  would  be  as  well 
to  postpone  any  further  discussion  until 
we  have  their  Beport  on  the  matter.  I 
quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  that 
SB  important  principle  is  involved ;  and 
if  the  statement  of  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General  is  right,  there  has,  un* 
doubtedly,  been  some  indiscretion  on  the 
part  of  tae  Treasury. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMrBELL  :  iKirk- 
caldj,&c.) :  The  question  of  the  surrender 
of  the  Treasury  balances  is  a  very  impor- 
tant one,  and  I  hope  to  hear  more  on  the 
subject.  So  far  as  the  details  are  con- 
oerned,  we  may  wait  for  them  tmtil  we 
get  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  on  Public 
Aooeunts.  I  have  always  understood 
that  what  sums  were  not  spent  in  the 
faaatiai  year  ought  to  be  surrendered. 
That  is  a  very  important  principle,  and 
the  Treasury  have  now^aet  up  an  entirely 


new  principle.  What  I  understand  the 
Treasury  to  say  is  this— if  wo  refuse  (o 
surrender  the  balances  and  prefer  to 
keep  them  over  for  another  year  we  may 
do  so,  on  the  understanding,  however, 
that  the  money  is  not  spent  until  the 
expenditure  is  sanctioned  by  Parliament. 
If  that  is  so,  it  destroys  altogether  the 
principle  that  the  balances  ought  to  be 
surrendered  every  year.  I  think  it  is  a 
most  dangerous  doctrine,  and  I  hope  I 
have  misunderstood  the  Financial  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury.  At  any  rate,  I 
trust  the  Committee  will  receive  some 
further  explanation. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  The  explanation  of 
the  increased  amount  of  the  present  Es- 
timate is  a  very  simple  one.  The  Trea- 
sury put  in  an  Estimate  of  the  sum  that 
was  required  for  a  certain  purpose  up  to 
a  certain  date.  It  subsequently  came  to 
their  knowledge  that  a  furUier  sum 
would  be  required  ;  and  they  took  the 
first  opportunity,  after  they  obtained 
that  knowledge,  of  submitting  a  further 
Estimate  giving  the  altered  sum  required. 
An  hon,  Memoer  has  said  that  there 
is  no  necessity  to  vote  this  sum  now, 
because  the  Treasury  have  in  band  a 
balance  more  than  sufficient  to  meet  it ; 
but  the  Treasury  have  no  power  to  pay 
a  single  shilling  of  money  except  after 
the  sanction  of  Parliament  to  the  pay- 
ment has  been  obtained.  It  is,  there- 
fore, necessary  to  ask  the  Committee  for 
this  sum  in  order  to  enable  the  Treasury 
to  pay  it.  With  reference  to  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell^  has  said,  I  have,  laid  down 
no  new  aoctrine  at  all.  What  I  en- 
deavoured to  explain  was,  that  the  sur- 
plus of  a  previous  year  may  be  written 
off  the  Vote  of  a  succeeding  year.  That 
is  a  simple  question  of  book-keeping, 
and  it  merely  saves  the  issue  of  the  sum 
so  written  off.  In  regard  to  the  prin- 
ciple that  all  surpluses  must  be  sur- 
rendered, there  is  no  difference  of  opinion 
upon  that  point  at  all.  That  practice  is 
invariably  followed,  and  I  believe  it  is 
impossible  to  find  a  single  exception. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  :  I  hope 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  suppose 
that  I  do  not  regard  the  explanation  of 
the  alteration  of  the  amount  of  the  Vote 
as  satisfactory.  I  think  the  explanation 
is  ample.  The  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  certain  bills  of  costs  have  come  in 
since  the  Estimate  was  first  drafted,  and 
that  they  have  been  added  to  it  f   but  in 
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regard  to  the  other  and  much  larger 
point,  I  must  say  that  I  failed  to  gather 
any  explanation,  or  any  excuse,  for  the 
line  01  oonduct  which  the  Treasury 
have  pursued.  I  must  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  the  fact  that 
the  Treasury  have  admitted  every  allega- 
tion which  I  hrought  forward,  and  now 
I  will  make  another,  and  that  is  that 
in  March,  1886— because  this  transac- 
tion relates  to  1884-5^  and  not,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  supposes,  to  1886-6— in 
March,  1886,  the  Treasury  promised  to 
surrender  the  sum  of  £5,241 ;  but  they 
have  retained  it  in  their  possession  ever 
since.  They  are  retaining  it  now,  and 
they  are  detaining  it  irregularly  and 
illegally.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  if  it 
had  been  voted  in  1886-7  the  unsur- 
rendered balance  would  have  been 
treated  as  a  set-off  by  transfers,  and 
instead  of  being  paid  actually  into  the 
Exchequer  it  would  have  been  taken  ae 
a  diminution  of  the  Vote  for  the  coming 
year.  That  is  quite  clear,  and  is  in 
accordance  with  the  usual  practice; 
but  when  there  is  no  Vote  it  is  impos- 
sible to  treat  a  surplus  in  that  way.  On 
several  occasions  money  has  remained 
unspent  and  unaccounted  for,  and  at 
this  moment  the  Department  is  in  irre- 
gular and  illegal  possession  of  £5,240 
with  the  consent  of  the  Treasury  ;  and, 
that  being  the  case,  the  Government 
come  down  and  ask  for  a  further  sum 
under  this  Vote.  In  reply  to  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  above 
the  Gangway  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  to  the 
effect  that  the  matter  will  come  before  the 
Committee  on  Public  Accounts,  and  that 
they  will  deal  with  it,  I  am  willing  to 
adopt  that  course  if  the  Treasury  will 
agree  to  the  postponement  of  this  Vote 
until  the  Public  Accounts  Committee 
have  inquired  into  the  matter.  [Mr. 
Jaokson  :  No,  no !]  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  says 
he  cannot  do  that,  and  in  that  case  I 
have  no  other  course  to  take  but  to  pro- 
test against  what  is  undoubtedly  an  ille- 
gality, and  to  divide  the  Committee 
on  the  Vote. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Donegal  will,  on  con- 
sideration, see  that  we  cannot  agree  to 
his  proposal  to  postpone  this  Vote  until 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee  have 
had  before  them  the  question  which  has 
been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member. 
We  are  now  approaching  the  end  of  the 

Mr.  Arthur  O^  Connor 


floancial  year,  and  we  cannot,  therefore, 
postpone  the  Vote. 

Mr,  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  WiU 
the  hon.  Gentleman  pay  over  tiie  balance 
to-morrow  morning  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Yes,  Sir. 

Vote  agre$d  to, 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  A  Snpplemaitary  som.  not  esoeediog 
£15,900,  bo  gianted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defzay 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  jear  ending  on  the  31st  diy 
of  March  1887,  lor  Diplomatic  and  Oonfular 
BuildiogB,  including  Rents  and  Fumitiire,  and 
for  the  maintaoaiice  ol  certain  GeoMteriflt 
Abroad." 

Mr.  LABOUCBEBE  (Northampton): 
I  rise  to  more  the  reduction  of  this  Tote 
by  the  sum  of  £14,400,  whioh  is  the 
amount  charged  under  Sub-head  E.  lor 
the  purohase  of  the  freehold  of  the  Lega^ 
tion  House  at  Brussels.  In  tiuMS  gone  1^ 
there  has  been  a  y&cj  stroug  objectba 
shown  in  this  House  to  the  purchase  ol 
houses  for  our  Embassies  abroad.  Thai 
was  the  case  with  regard  to  the  Embassy 
Houses  at  Paris  and  Constantioo^e.  It 
was  thought  that  these  houaes  cost  a 
Terjr  large  sum  annaall j,  because,  when- 
ever there  was  a  change  of  Ministers,  the 
new  Minister  always  wanted  to  baTO 
some  alterations  made,  and  there,  were 
demands  perpetually  made  upon  the 
House  to  carry  out  thoee  altera- 
tions and  re-arrangements  in  addtlion 
to  the  large  sums  spent  in  the  purehaee 
of  the  houses.  Two  years  ago  there 
were  very  large  sums  spent  for  the  pur- 
chase of  Embassy  Houses  at  Borne  and 
Berlin,  and  now  we  are  asked  to  TOte 
this  sum  of  £14,400  for  a  Lega*^ 
tion  House  at  Brussels.  We  are  pay- 
ing at  present  £600  rent  for  the 
house;  and  therefore,  on  the  face  of 
it,  the  speculation  is  not  a  good  cme, 
because  the  interest  upon  this  sum  of 
£14,400,  at  5  per  cent,  would  be  £720 
per  annum.  There  are  two  other  ob- 
jections that  I  have  to  the  Yote.  In  the 
first  place,  I  do  not  see  why  we  ahoiild 
charge  upon  one  year  all  the  gross  aom, 
instead  of  spreading  it  over  a  number  of 
Tears  and  allowing  other  Parliaments  to 
bear  their  shares  of  the  Vote.  In  the 
next  place,  there  is,  perhaps,  noneoessity 
to  have  a  Legation  at  Brussels.  We 
know,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  knowe, 
that  small  countries  sometimes  dis- 
appear   from   the    map,  and   beeome 
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merged  into  large  ecmntriea.  It  is  pos- 
sible that  Belgium  may  continue  to 
exist;  but  there  is  no  reason  why  we 
Bhonid  not  cease  to  spend  these  large 
sums  of  money  upon  Embassies  abroad. 
This  money  is  voted  to  enable  Ministers 
abroad  to  lire  in  a  certain  way ;  to  give 
balls  and  parties  to  fashionable  people 
in  the  place  and  fashionable  English 
people  who  go  there.  The  houses  are 
not  wanted  for  the  transaction  of  the 
business  of  the  country  abroad.  It 
might  be  well  enough  to  pay  a  gentle- 
man £l,000  as  Ckarffi  d^ AJairei ;  but 
here  we  are  asked  to  pledge  ourselves 
to  mmntain,  on  the  present  sealer  the 
Legation  at  Belgium.  I  put  aside  the 
argument  fbonded  upon  the  expectation 
of  seme  that  Belgium  will  not  continue 
to  exret ;  but  a  legitimate  reason  why 
we  dbould  not  pledge  onrselves  to  this 
large  expenditure  is  that  we  shall  pro- 
bably have  to  pay  in  alterations  and 
repatn  a  far  larger  sum  than  £720 
a-year.  I  think  the  whole  system  of  pur^ 
duising  these  Legation  Houses  abroad 
ii esDseedingly  bad.  Let  us  bv  all  means 
pay  for  a  house  that  the  Minister  can 
uTe  in ;  but  in  Brussels  there  is  no  such 
ran  upon  booses  that  we  cannot  hire  a 
boose  f6r  our  Bepresentative  there. 
There  are  many  housea  being  built  in 
Bmsseifl;  and  I  would  myself  undertake 
to  provide  the  Minister  with  as  good  a 
house  as  ever  he  has  had  for  £600  per 
aanam. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£1,6eO,  "be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  said 
8emce/*-~(lfr.  Labtmthen.) 

Thb  PIBOT  COMMISSIONER  ov 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plukkbt)  (Dublin  Uni- 
▼ersity) :  I  do  not,  of  course,  pretend  to 
follow  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  into  his  argument  with 
regard  to  his  expectation  that  the  coun- 
try will  in  the  future  at  one  day  present 
118  with  a  House  of  Commons  more  sen- 
tible  than  the  present.  My  view  of  this 
matter  is  a  more  simple  one,  and  I  will 
endeavour  to  satisfy  flie  Committee  that 
this  transaction  is  a  great  saving  to  the 
ooimtry,  and  that  it  does  not  constitute 
an  increase  of  expenditure  at  all.  The 
expenditure  on  the  old  Legation  House 
at  Brussels  was  £720  a-year;  but  in 
1884  the  Treasury  determined  that  they 
▼oald  not  renew  the  lease,  and  a  lease 
was  taken  of  more  convenient  premises, 
at  a  rent  of  £600.     In  that  lease,  a 


clause  was  inserted  which  gave  the 
option  to  the  Government  of  purchasing 
the  building  at  any  time  within  three 
years.  It  was  decided  in  1885,  under 
the  late  Government,  that  the  right  of 
purchase  should  be  exercised,  and,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  building  has  been 
purchased  for  £14,000.  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  this  is  an 
expensive  arrangement.  Of  course,  if 
we  wanted  to  raise  money  we  should 
not  pay  5  per  cent  for  it,  but  3  per 
cent,  which  would  be  £420  a-year ;  and, 
therefore,  I  submit  that  there  has  been 
a  saving  to  the  country  upon  the  amount 
hitherto  paid  of  £180  a-year. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  am  always  very  suspicious  of  these 
saving  arrangements.  A  year  or  two 
ago  we  were  told  that  there  was  to  be  a 
large  saving  to  the  country  effected  by 
the  purchase  of  the  Embassy  House  at 
Berlin,  which  has  not  been  realized. 
Under  this  Vote  we  have  a  charge  of 
£500  for  the  Preliminary  Expenses  of 
Purchase  of  Site,  &o.,  for  the  Residence 
of  tho  Agent  and  Consul  General  at 
Cairo,  of  which  we  are  told  that  the 
total  will  be  £27,000.  I  should  like  to 
have  some  explanation  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  of  that  item.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  such  a  winning  way 
of  placing  his  facts  before  the  Commit- 
tee, that  I  have  no  doubt  he  will  be 
able  to  convince  hon.  Members  that  we 
are  about  to  effect  a  huge  economy  by 
this  outlay.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  has  said  nothing  about  rates, 
taxes,  and  repairs  that  have  to  be  taken 
into  account  in  stating  the  cost  of  these 
houses.  In  looking  over  the  Estimates 
we  find  that  a  very  considerable  amount 
has  to  be  voted,  in  addition  to  the  pur- 
chase money  for  repairs  and  other  ex- 
penses. I  cannot  see  why,  if  by  paying 
rent,  and  keeping  the  principal  in  our 
own  pockets,  we  can  make  anything  like 
as  good  a  bargain  we  should  not  do  so. 
We  have  the  same  excuses  brought 
forward  in  respect  of  every  increase  of 
expenditure  on  national  property,  and 
especially  with  regard  to  houses,  for  our 
Envoys  and  Ministers,  and  the  result  is 
always  the  same — that  we  have  large 
sums  added  to  our  annual  expenditure 
for  the  details  of  repairs  and  other 
matters  that  I  have  mentioned.  I  think 
it  is  our  duty  to  protest  against  every 
transaction  of  this  kind,  unless  it  can  be 
shown  that  a  real  and  substantial  eco* 
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nomy  will  be  eCPeited  tlioroby.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  that 
there  will  be  a  saving  in  the  case  of  the 
house  at  Brussels  of  £180a-year;  but 
that  I  think  is  not  sufficient  to  justify 
the  Gbmmittee  in  passing  the  Vote. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE:  I  have  an- 
other Amendment  to  propose  to  this 
Vote — that  is  to  say,  that  it  be  reduced 
by  the  sum  of  £500  under  Sub-head  V. 
for  the  Preliminary  Expenses  of  Pur- 
chase of  Site,  &c.,  for  the  Besidence  of 
the  Agent  and  Consul  General  at  Oairo ; 
and  I  nope  my  hon.  Friends  will  under- 
stand the  matter  sufficiently  to  answer 
*'  Aye"  this  time  when  the  Question  is 
put  from  the  Ohair.  This  £500  is  one 
of  those  prolific  sums  which  in  them- 
selves seem  very  small,  but  which  lead 
to  a  much  greater  expenditure.  It  is 
the  first  step  towards  l&e  payment  that 
appears  on  the  Estimate  of  the  approxi- 
mate cost  of  Site,  Building,  and  Fur- 
niture for  the  Beaident  at  Cairo — 
namely,  £27,000.  Now,  I  should  like 
to  know  whether  we  have  at  present  any 
property  at  Cairo — whether  anything 
there  belongs  to  us?  However  that 
may  be,  the  same  reasons  which  I  have 
urged  against  the  purchase  of  a  house 
in  BrusMls  for  our  Minister  there  apply 
to  this  proposal  to  spend  £27,000  for  a 
site,  building,  and  furniture  at  Cairo. 
Why  are  we  to  pay  for  furniture?  I 
have  never  known  of  any  furniture  being 
given  in  these  cases.  Whenever  we 
have  to  do  anything  in  Egypt,  we  al- 
ways  have  to  pay  more  for  it  than  we 
have  to  pay  anywhere  else,  and  that  is 
the  case  with  the  £27,000  we  are  asked 
to  spend  for  the  Agent  and  Consul 
General  at  Cairo.  What  does  the 
Agent  and  Consul  General  live  in  now  ? 
Does  he  live  in  a  hired  house,  or  does 
it  belong  to  him?  He  has  a  salary, 
and  I  presume  that  the  rent  of  a  house 
has  to  be  paid  for.  Another  reason 
against  voting  this  money  is  that  we 
ought  not  to  spend  large  sums  of  money 
for  the  benefit  of  Egyptians.  There  are 
a  vast  number  of  palaces  in  Cairo ;  and 
surely,  in  common  decency,  considering 
that  we  are  maintaining  the  Khedive 
on  the  Throne,  he  ought  to  lend  us  one 
of  his  palaces  for  the  accommodation  of 
our  Agent  and  Consul  General. 

Dr,  Cameron 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  a  Sttpplementary  sam,  net  csceeding 
il6,400,  be  mated  to  Her  Majesty  tn  Ik 
•aid  purpose-'"— (Jfr.  Labouoh§r$.) 

Mb.  PLUNKET  :  I  can  atsve  tiiA 
Committee  that  there  is  every  desire  oa 
the  part  of  the  GovemmeBt  to  iofluie 
eeonomy  in  this  matter.  Withregaxd 
to  the  site  and  building  for  the  Besi- 
dence of  the  Agent  and  Consal  Qenenl 
at  Cairo,  I  wo^d  point  out  that  there  is 
the  greatest  possible  dtfficulfy  in  obtain^ 
ing  accommodation  in  that  eity,  nesdj 
all  the  existing  houses  being  badly  Tea- 
tilated  and  badly  eoBstrttoted.  Beeida 
that,  they  are  bdow  tike  level  of  the  Nile, 
and,  as  a  consequenoe,  there  is  great 
difficulty  in  the  matter  of  draiinge. 
Further,  the  fnmitttre  ez»tiag  in  ^ 
house  of  the  Agent  and  Consul  Geoeitl 
at  Cairo  was  found  unsuitable.  A  pro- 
posal was  made  to  purchase  a  house  iit 
1886 ;  but  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  said  that 
he  could  not  recommend  the  purdtaaa 
of  any  house,  and  he  advised  that  a 
house  should  be  built  at  a  cost  not  ex- 
ceeding £30,000.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Laboudiere)  has 
overlooked  the  fact  that  there  will  be  a 
set-ofE,  by  way  of  reduction,  of  £600 
a-year,  which  is  the  allowance  nov 
made  to  our  Agent  at  Cairo.  I  wottU 
also  point  out  to  the  Committee  that  it 
is  necessary  to  provide  for  the  uk 
keeping  of  the  archives. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAKOOUET 
(Derby):  I  think  there  should  be  a 
broad  distinction  drawn  between  the 
regular  Estimates  and  the  Supplem^- 
ta^  Estimates.  Now,  if  that  is  a  proper 
thing  to  do,  why  is  it  that  this  Vote 
shoiud  not  have  been  put  into  the  regu- 
lar Estimates^  which  for  nearly  a  mcmth 
have  been  upon  the  TaUe  of  the  Hoose? 
According  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  this  pro- 
posal was  made  to  the  late  Qovemme&i 
I  understand  that  a  Supplementary  Eeli- 
mate  is  one  which  provides  for  certaiB 
things  which  have  nothing  to  do  vitili 
the  regular  Estimates ;  and  therefore  it 
is  that  I  ask  why  this  Vote  does  not  fom 
part  of  the  latter,  which  have  beeaiA 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members  for  a  ooa- 
siderable  time?  And  I  venture  to i^h 
peal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  \he  Exchequer  {Vb* 
Gk>schen)  whether  this  is  not  a  soaad 
principle  of  finance  to  be  obser?ed  ia 
these  cases?  I  confess  that  I  am  ageinet 
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the  ptinshaee  of  th«9e  houses  for  our 
Embassies  abroad — I  disbelieve  in  buy- 
ing them.  In  my  own  opinion,  to  build  a 
house  is  not  an  economical  arrangement. 
My  rigbt  hon.  Friend  thinks  that  by 
i{midiDR  the  sum  of  £27,000,  which  is 
on  the  Estimates  for  building  a  house 
for  the  Agent  and  Consul  Oeneral  at 
Cairo,  ire  shall  save  £600  a-year,  the 
amouot  of  allowance  now  made  to  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring.  But  if  you  built  a 
house  of  your  own,  you  might  find,  after 
a  Dmt  years,  that  it  does  not  suit  your 
pnpoee,  and  that  you  oould  have  been 
more  content  elsewhere  than  you  can  be 
in  the  house  on  which  you  have  laid  out 
a  hrge  sum  of  money.  The  right  hon. 
Qattkman  says  that  the  archives  must 
be  taken  care  of,  and  therefore  it  is  ne- 
ccsBarv  tobuild  a  house  for  them  ;  but 
I  would  point  out  that  half  the  Govern- 
ments Of  die  worid  have  their  archives 
iu  hired  honaes.  I  greatly  doubt  whether, 
oa  this  Estimate  of  £27,000,  we  shall 
have  a  saving  as  compared  with  the  pre- 
sent yearly  payment  of  £600;  and  I 
thiak  it  would  have  been  better  that  we 
should  have  continued  to  spend  the 
latler  sum  rather  than  build  a  house  at 
the  oost  of  this  large  amount  of  money. 
Under  anj  circumstances,  I  contend 
that  the  charge  ought  not  to  have 
been  brought  into  the  Supplementary 
Estimates. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  I 
thiak,  if  I  expressed  my  own  views  and 
the  views  of  the  Treasury,  they  would 
he  fonad  to  be  generallT  in  agreement 
with  those  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Hareoort),  as  to  the  desirability  of  pur- 
chtting  houses  for  the  residenoes  of  our 
Ministers  abroad.  But  there  are  cases 
md  eases.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
"ays  we  ought  not  to  haye  brought  this 
Vote  forward  as  a  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate. The  reason  why  that  has  been 
^ne  is  that  the  question  was  raised  in 
the  latter  part  of  last  year.  It  was 
pointed  out  that  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  was 
Uving  in  a  house  whidi  certainly  no  hon. 
MemW  would  be  content  to  live  in.  It 
was  stated  that  if  Sir  Evelyn  Baring 
entertained  anyone  at  his  hooise,  he  had 
to  send  the  members  of  his  family  to  a 
h<^l,  and  it  was  under  the  strong 
PNflenre  of  these  refwesentations  Uiat 
the  Treasury  came  to  the  oondusion  that 
it  was 'their  duty  to  sanction  the  pur- 


chase of  a  site  for  a  house  for  our  Repre- 
sentative at  Cairo.  It  is  true  that  it  can 
hardly  be  said  that  the  saving  that  will 
be  effected  will  be  great ;  and  no  one,  I 
believe,  would  put  that  forward  as  the 
reason  for  asking  for  the  present  Vote. 
It  is  a  fact  that  every  other  house  that 
was  available  was  found  to  be  unsuit- 
able; andf  after  great  care  had  been 
taken  to  find  a  solution  of  the  difficulty, 
the  Treasury,  as  I  have  said,  thought  it 
necessary  to  sanction  the  purchase  of  a 
site  on  which  to  build  a  residence  for 
our  Agent  and  Consul  GeneraL  On 
arriving  at  this  conclusion,  it  became 
necessary  to  make  some  preliminary 
provision  with  regard  to  the  matter; 
and  hence  it  is  that  we  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  agree  to  the  present  Supple- 
mentary Vote.  I  may  add  that  the 
Treasury  were  advised  that  there  was 
no  other  site  so  suitable  as  that  decided 
upon. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  was  about  to  take  the 
same  objection  to  this  Vote  for  the  house 
of  the  Agent  and  Consul  General  at 
Cairo  whieh  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  has  expressed  much  better 
than  I  should  have  done.  But  I  may 
point  out  that,  by  assenting  to  this  smaU 
sum  of  £500,  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
shall  be  committing  ourselves  to  a  much 
greater  expenditure.  All  I  shall  say 
besides  on  the  present  occasion  is  that^ 
if  the  Vote  is  agreed  to  by  the  Com- 
mittee, the  Government  ought  not  to 
ffrudge  us  the  exercise  of  our  right  to  a 
full  and  thorough  discussion  of  the 
whole  subject  hereafter. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  We  are  told  that 
the  reason  for  the  purchase  of  this  site 
is  to  provide  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  with 
proper  accommodation.  I  ask,  how  loog 
will  it  be  before  this  new  Consulate 
House  is  erected  ?  I  point  out  to  the 
Committee  that  it  is  possible  that  before 
long  another  Government  may  sit  on  the 
Treasury  Bench,  and  that  Egypt  may  be 
in  a  very  different  position  hereafter 
with  regard  to  this  country  than  that  in 
which  it  now  stands.  One  argument  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  is  that  the 
site  is  the  only  one  that  can  be  obtained, 
and  that,  if  we  did  not  make  haste,  we 
should  lose  it  altogether.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  told  us  a  few 
minutes  before  that  a  report  came  in 
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from  the  Surveyor  that  tbe  site  was  to 
be  bad  at  a  lower  cost.  [Mr.  Pltjnket  : 
No,  Sir ;  I  said  it  was  found  not  to  be 
so.]  However,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man pointed  out  that  there  was  no 
advantage  to  be  gained  by  delay.  But 
these  Egyptians  very  often  ask  much 
more  than  they  will  take ;  and  if  they 
find  their  present  demand  rejected,  the 
probability  is  that  the  proprietors  will 
be  willing  to  redaoe  it;  and  if  the 
purchase  is  postponed,  the  probability 
is  that,  by  the  time  we  oome  to  disouss 
the  Estimates  of  the  year,  we  shall  reap 
some  advantage  from  the  delay.  There- 
fore, if  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouohere)  thinks 
it  his  duty  to  divide  the  Committee  on 
the  Vote,  I  shall  vote  with  him. 

Me.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone.  Mid) : 
We  are  asked  to  commit  ourselves  by 
this  Vote  to  an  expenditure  of  £27,000. 
I  object  to  the  Government  taking  this 
money  for  the  purpose  of  building  a 
house  at  Cairo  for  the  Agent  and  Con- 
sul General.  There  is  no  doubt  that  a 
house  quite  large  enough  for  that  gen- 
tleman and  his  family  could  be  built  for 
a  much  smaller  sum  ;  and  I  do  not  see 
why  we  should  be  asked  for  a  sum  of 
money  so  largely  in  excess  of  the 
amount  that  is  necessary.  In  my 
opinion,  the  sum  of  £27,000  is  alto- 
gether excessive ;  and  on  that  account, 
and  on  account  of  the  irregular  manner 
in  which  the  sum  has  been  placed  upon 
the  Estimates,  I  hope  the  hon.  Memoer 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouohere)  will 
divide  the  Committee  on  this  Vote. 

Me.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wolv«r^ 
hampton,  E.) :  I  think  that  whenever  it 
is  known  that  the  Government  want  to 
buy  land  anywhere  it  will  be  found  out 
that  many  others  are  exceedingly  anxious 
to  obtain  the  site.  The  right  hon  Gen- 
tleman will  find  that  some  months  be- 
fore the  present  Government  came  into 
Office  the  late  Government  decided  that 
they  could  not  approve  the  erection  of  a 
house  for  the  Agent  and  Consul  General 
at  Cairo.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Tyrone  (Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny) 
objects  to  the  proposed  expenditure  of 
£27,000  as  being  excessive;  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is,  in  my  opinion, 
under  a  very  great  mistake  if  he  thinks 
that  it  is  all  we  shall  be  called  upon  to 
pay  for  this  business.  1  venture  to  say 
that  if  the  Committee  votes  this  sum 
the  actual  cost  will  reach  a  far  larger 

Dr.  Cameron 


amount.  It  will  be  much  nearer 
£50,000.  We  all  recollect  what  hap- 
pened in  the  case  of  the  Embassy 
House  at  Berlin.  We  have  had  Re- 
presentatives in  Cairo  for  nearly  half 
a  century,  and  they  have  been  able 
to  reside  in  the  houses  there;  palaees 
have  been  available  there  before  now, 
and     the    probability    is    that  other 

Salacos  will  be  available  hereafter.  I 
o  not  dispute  the  figures  of  mj  kon. 
Friend,  or  the  statements  putfetwaid; 
but  the  Committee  must  remember  ihat 
the  same  statements  would  be  for^oom- 
ing  ftom  evOTy  Embassiy  in  the  world  if 
there  were  a  chance  of  getting  a  nev 
building  erected.  The  late  Govenune&t 
were  of  opinion  that  it  was  desirable  to 

gut  a  stop  to  the  erection  of  tliese 
ouses,  and  I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  op- 
posite will  take  the  same  view  of  this 
matter.  I  submit  that  no  reason  kas 
been  given  fcnr  the  ezpendititre  of  fliis 
money ;  and,  as  a  protest  against  the 
principle  involved,  I  shall  rote  wiUi  my 
hon.  Friend  Uie  Member  for  North- 
ampton. 

Sir  ALGERNON  BORTHWIOT 
(Kensington,  S.) :  I  have  been  sefonl 
times  in  Cairo,  and  am  able  to  ei^  that 
the  bouse  in  which  Sir  Evelyn  Banng  is 
lodged  is  in  a  most  unheai^y  titnatiOD. 
The  house  is  very  small ;  thero  ii  lo 
room  for  his  Staff,  and  the  plaee  is  alto- 
gether unsuitable  for  the  purpose  for 
which  it  is  intended.  As  to  finding  aa* 
o&er  house,  and  one  that  woold  be 
suitable,  which  the  hon.  Member  lor 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouohere)  6(^ 
could  easily  be  done  in  Brasaek,  I 
would  point  out  that  this  cannot  be  done 
in  Cairo.  Everything  in  Cairo  io  doiie 
in  the  same  meagre  way,  and  it  is 
almost  impossible  to  get  a  large  honao, 
or  anything  approa^ng  to  it,  in  Ovro. 
I  can  testify,  from  my  personal  ezpe* 
rience,  that  the  site  on  which  it  is  pro- 
posed that  the  money  shonld  be  ex- 
pended is  certainly  a  most  escheat  onOt 
and  I  do  not  think  that  the  expeoditnre 
is  at  all  extravagant  in  view  of  o«r 
peculiar  position  in  Egypt,  and  the  m* 
portanee  of  maintaining  tiie  digniiyoi^ 
this  country  in  Egypt. 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH  (Northamptoi): 
The  Government  have  said  that  fijr 
Evelyn  Baring  has  not  room  in  Ua 
house  at  Cairo  for  the  aocommodation 
of  visitors.  I  do  not  oonsider  that  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Committee  to  provide 
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acoommodation  for  the  viBitors  of  Sir 
£?eljrB  Baring,  and  it  is  certainly  a 
monitrons  thing  that  we  should  he  asked 
to  commit  ourselves  to  an  expenditure 
which  will  continue  to  swell,  as  all  these 
expenditures  do,  without  heing  told  pre- 
dselj  what  is  to  he  the  cost  of  the  site, 
the  cost  of  the  huilding,  and  the  cost  of 
Uie  furniture.  I  am  glad  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Memher  for  East 
Wolverhampton  intends  to  join  us  in 
voting  against  this  Estimate. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  have  never  known  a  ques- 
tion of  such  importanoe  as  this  raised  on 
a  Suf^leoaeBtarj  Estimate,  and  I  think 
that  the  proceeding  is  most  objection- 
abloy  more  particularly  as  the  late  Go- 
vamment  had  d.ecided  against  the  pur- 
chase of  a  site  in  Cairo.  I  think  the 
eonrse  adopted  by  the  present  Gbvern- 
meiit  in  reference  to  this  matter  is  totally 
onpreeedented,  and  that  we  ought  not 
to  asBSAt  to  it.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Ireaauiy  (Mr.  Jackson)  has  given  us  no 
reason  why  this  Vote  should  be  inserted 
amongst  the  Supplementary  Estimates 
rather  than  in  the  Estim^es  for  the 
coming  year.  Again,  he  has  not  told  us 
the  cost  of  the  site,  the  building,  or  the 
fiimitiire.  I  have  had  some  experience 
in  these  matters,  and  I  am  satisfied  that 
the  Estimates  will  be  very  largely  ex- 
ceededy  and  that  we  shall  be  called  upon 
for  a  very  muoh  greater  sum  than  that 
whidi  appears  here.  My  conviction  is 
that  however  desirable  it  may  be  seme- 
mes to  Imy  a  house,  yet  that  the  build- 
iag  of  a  house  is  the  most  expensive 
operation  that  can  be  entered  into.  It 
lias  been  the  case  at  Eome  and  else* 
whe^  where  large  sums  of  money  have 
heen  spent  in  building.  A  house  can 
geaerally  be  bought  at  a  reasonable 
pnee;  Imt,  as  I  have  said,  there  is  no- 
thing move  expensive  than  building  a 
hoQse  for  our  Bepresentativea  abrcmd. 
Therefore,  I  appeal  to  the  Government 
to  postpome  ^s  Vote  until  the  Estimates 
oftheoomingyear  are  taken,  when  we 
ahall  probably  have  a  full  statement  of 
the  cost  of  the  several  items  of  which 
the  Vote  is  composed.  As  far  as  my  ex- 
perience goes,  it  is  a  very  unusual  thing 
to  furnish  these  bouses,  except,  at  all 
events,  the  Sti^  Apartments,  whioh,  in 
ik  few  eases,  have  been  furnished.  I  do 
not  know  a  ease  in  whidi  the  whole 
house  has  been  furnished. 


The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  (Manchester,  N.E.): 
The  amount  to  be  paid  for  the  site  is 
£3,700,  which  is  a  coosiderable  reduc- 
tion on  the  sum  originally  asked.  It  is, 
in  fact,  a  low  price,  and  we  were  advised 
that  the  site  would  not  be  available  un- 
less it  was  secured.  Sir  Evelyn  Baring 
states  that  another  offer  has  been  made 
for  it,  and  that  it  is  best,  if  it  is  to  be  se- 
cured at  all,  that  it  should  be  secured 
now.  It  is,  therefore,  necessary  to  take 
some  money  for  preliminary  expenses 
in  these  Estimates.  As  hon.  Members 
are  aware,  the  aocommodation  is  abso- 
lutely inadequate  for  the  requirements 
of  the  Consulate.  The  estimated  cost  of 
the  building  is  £20,800;  furniture, 
£2,500;  and  purchase  of  site,  £3,700  ; 
and  I  would  mention  that  a  gentleman 
from  the  Office  of  Works  was  sent  out 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  cost 
for  the  purpose  of  the  Estimates. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  How  much 
will  it  cost  for  sending  that  gentleman 
out? 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON:  There 
will  be  no  cost  beyond  his  travelliog 
expenses. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  It  is  manifestly 
unfair  to  say  that  the  total  proximate 
cost  is  £27,000 ;  to  say  that  one  item  is 
£20,800,  and  refuse  to  tell  us  how  much 
the  others  are. 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  1  stated 
tUat  the  total  £27,000  is  made  up  of 
three  sums — £3,700  for  the  purchase  of 
the  site;  £2,500  for  estimated  cost  of 
furniture ;  and  the  remainder  for  the 
cost  of  the  house. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  That  leaves 
£20,800  for  the  building;  surely  that 
is  an  enormous  sum,  and  it  is  only  fair 
that  the  Government  should  have  given 
us  some  information  as  to  the  details. 
If  they  cannot  give  them,  then  it  is  im- 
proper to  put  down  this  Vote  for  discus- 
sion now. 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) : 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
has  given  us  good  grounds  for  voting 
against  this  charge.  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  this  Estimate  will  cover 
the  whole  cost !  The  sum  is  very  large, 
and  I  protest  against  such  Votes  as  this 
in  the  {present  state  of  the  country.  We 
are  not  in  a  position  to  pay  for  luxuries. 
We  ought  at  this  time  to  study  economy, 
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and  if  the  Government  want  to  know 
where  economy  can  be  exereieed,  I 
will  give  them  a  little  information  as 
to  how  they  can  profitably  spend  money 
on  houses — that  is  to  say,  in  housing 
the  poor  in  the  East  End  of  London. 

Mb.  ANDEE80N  (Elgin  and  Nairn): 
If  I  understand  rightly  the  information 
given  to  the  Oommittee,  it  is  intended  to 
enter  into  a  contract  for  the  purchase  of 
^e  site.    Then  what  we  are  doing  in 

f  ranting  this  Vote  is  to  authorize  the 
reasury  to  enter  into  a  private  contract 
to  buy  property  in  Cairo  which  will  in- 
volve us  in  a  very  large  expenditure. 
We  have  to  decide  by  **  yes  "  or  •*  ho  " 
the  question  whether  this  property  is  to 
be  acquired ;  and  I  think  we  ought  to 
be  careful  how  we  decide  it,  because, 
when  the  Estimates  come  forward,  our 
objections  will  be  met  with  the  cry  from 
the  Treasury  Bench — **  You  sanctioned 
our  entering  into  this  contract."  We 
are,  virtually,  now  asked  to  sanction  the 
spending  of  a  large  sum  of  money  on  a 
site  and  building  at  Cairo.  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  says  that  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  has  great  inconvenience  in  ent^- 
taining  his  friends  in  his  present  house. 
I  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  this  is  the  first  instalment  only 
of  the  house  building  programme  of  the 
Government,  and  wheUier  we  shall  next 
be  asked  to  build  a  house  for  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff?  I  trust  that  either 
the  Vote  will  be  rejected  by  the  Com- 
mittee, or  that  it  will  be  withdrawn, 
until  we  have  before  us  the  whole  of  the 
details  in  the  proper  way  for  considera- 
tion. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  thmk  it  quite  fwr 
to  say  that  if  this  Vote  of  £500  is  passed 
the  Committee  will  have  sanctioned 
the  building  of  the  house  at 


Etiro  for  Sir  Evelyn  Baring.  I  do  not 
wish  to  conceal  from  the  Committee  that 
fact.  With  reference  to  this  particular 
sum,  the  hon.  G-entleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Anderson)  will  know  that  on  entering: 
upon  contracts  for  the  purchase  of  land 
a  certain  preliminary  expenditure  is 
necessary  ;  and  we  have  included  in  the 
Estimate  only  such  sums  as,  according 
to  the  best  information  which  can  be 
obtained,  would  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  present  year.  I  wish 
the  Committee  to  understand  l^t  by 
sanctioning  the  expenditure  of  this 
£600  they  are  sanctioning  the  building 
of  the  House ;  but  as  to  the  certainty  of 

Mr,  J,  Rowlands 


the  Estimates  being  exceeded,  1 4m  sure 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  has  bo 
foundation  for  making  that  statement, 
except,  perhaps,  his  experience  of  what 
occurred  when  he  was  in  Office;  I  may 
say,  so  far  as  the  value  of  the  site  is 
concerned,  that  has  been  ascertainei 
With  regard  to  the  cost  of  furniture,  I 
think  hon.  Gentlemen  will  agree  ^ 
£2,500  is  a  reasonable  sum.  [An  ban. 
Uember:  £3,000.]  The  hon.Maolber 
who  refers  to  it  as  £3,000  has  in  kii 
mind  the  cost  of  the  site  perhaps ;  l)Qt 
the  item  for  fUnritute  is  as  I  kafe 
stated--£2,50O.  It  is  for  fumisbingthe 
State  rooms  in  the  house^  and  w^  in 
all  probability,  be  sufficient  for  the  pu- 
pose.  The  figures-are,  of  eomrse,  steted 
to  be  approximate ;  but  we  are  giteato 
understand  that  the  dosenesa  of  ilie 
Estimate  is  such  that  it  would  be  impoe* 
sible  to  arrive  nearer  at  the  figures,  nn* 
less  tenders  wete  curtained.  We  hare 
taken  the  best  means  at  our  command; 
we  have  sent  out  an  officer  of  the  Board 
of  Works  to  Cairo,  who  assures  us  that 
the  estimated  sum  is  sufficient  for  build- 
ing  the  house.  Having  said  this  mock, 
I  trust  the  Committee  will  see  that  m 
have  done  all  we  can  to  place  at  tiie 
disposal  of  the  Committee  tiie  iBforai- 
tion  in  our  possession. 

Mb.  LA.BCnCHERE:  The.hon.Oen- 
Uemau  has  informed  the  Committee  that 
£2,500  is  tor  be  expended  in  fontieliing 
the  State  rooms  in  the  hooisB  of  the 
Consul  General  at  Cairo.  I  will  fmj^j 
say  that  if  the  Oovernment  would  gtre 
me  the  contract  for  £2,000  I  should 
nmke  £1,000  profit  out  of  it. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S,) :  I  think 
the  expenditure  of  this  large  sum  of 
nckoney  in  the  present  state  c^thecoroa' 
tiy  will  be  little  less  than  a  scandal 
In  former  times  the  AmbassMlo(»  of  tki« 
country  lived  in  houses  that  were  rented 
on  lease,  and  we  had  no  complaints 
made ;  but  now,  when  we  have  the  poor 
people  of  this  country  crying  out  hi 
bread,  we  find  these  Estimates  on  the 
Table.  I  understand  the  whole  build* 
ing  is  estimuted  to  coat  £27,000.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs  (Sir  Jaoties  Feiis«Bsoa) 
has  himself  given  a  strong  argument 
against  this  Tote,  by  saying  that  the 
price  of  the  site  was  a  consider^ 
able  reduction  on  the  sum  origiaaUy 
asked  for  it.    I  am  of  opinion  that  if  wo 
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wait  a  little  longer  we  eball  get  the  site 
at  a  still  lower  price.  The  value  of 
ground  does  not  seem  to  be  rising  in 
Egypt  any  more  than  it  does  in  Ireland. 
I  hope  the  Government  will  turn  their 
eyes  to  the  place  where  houses  are  being 
puUed  down,  houses  which  are  not  occu- 
pied by  Ambassadors  living  in  luxury, 
but  houses  belonging  to  men  who  are 
spinning  out  a  miserable  existence  in 
poverty. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY :  I  rise  for  th© 
purpose  of  asking  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  whether,  in 
eoBsequenoe  of  the  objections  taken  to 
this  Vote  and  the  further  opposition  it 
is  lik^  to  give  rise  to,  he  will  consider 
the  propriety  of  postponing  it  and  bring- 
mg  it  forward  again  in  the  course  of  the 
year?  We  have  had  no  explanation  as 
to  how  this  £500  is  to  be  expended.  We 
are  told  that  it  is  in  connection  with  the 
preliimnary  expenses  of  purchase;  we 
are  told  that  a  certain  person  has  been 
Bent  out  to  examine  the  site ;  but  we  do 
not  know  what  the  travelling  expenses 
of  that  individual  are.  All  we  know  is, 
that  we  are  committing  ourselves  to  an 
enormous  expenditure,  the  estimate  of 
which  is  Mkelj  to  be  largely  exceeded, 
and  the  interest  on  which  at  3  per  cent 
is  £810.  That  item  in  itself  shows  a  loss 
to  the  country  of  £210  a-year.  I  think 
theleeUng  of  the  Committee  is  greatly 
against  this  Vote,  and  therefore  I  trust 
the  Government  will  consent  to  post- 
poning it  and  placing  it  on  the  Estimates 
of  the  coming  year. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) ;  I 
think  we  are  spending  the  evening  in  a 
most  satisfactory  manner,  because  we 
are  proving  to  the  country  that  economy 
isadted  for  by  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
oatUsside  of  the  House,  and  that  hon. 
Kemberswho  support  the  Oovemment 
tte  altogether  on  the  side  of  extrava« 
ganee,  and  that  at  a  time  when  there  is 
vaat  and  destitution  in  the  country. 
I  cannot  help  asking,  looking  at  this 
Vote  and  hearing  the  arguments  of 
se?eral  right  hon.  G^ntl^men  in  support 
ot  it;  hearing  that  the  site  is  to  cost 
^»700,  and  that  the  money  ought  to  be 
forthooming  at  onc»-^I  cannot  help  adc* 
ii^wby  the  Govexnment  do  not  ask  at 
<»ee  for  the  whole  of  the  money?  There 
tppeais  to  be  a  want  of  principle  in 
ooBneetion  with  the  whole  Vote.  I  do 
iMt  aUnde  to  the  Yote  for  the  f  nmiture, 
bt  that  is  not  wanted  at  the  present 


time ;  but  if  you  want  to  purchase  the 
site,  why  do  you  not  ask  for  the  money 
fearlessly  and  honestly  ?  That  is  the 
course  which  I  think  ought  to  be  pur- 
sued by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
in  connection  with  this  matter.  It  is 
clear  to  anyone  who  knows  the  actual 
state  of  the  case,  and  the  way  this 
Egyptian  occupation  is  being  carried 
out,  that  the  way  in  which  this  money 
is  being  asked  for  is  only  an  attempt  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  get  in 
the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  for  the  pur- 
pose of  showing  Europe  that  England 
IS  determined,  under  a  Conservative 
Government,  permanently  to  hold  Egypt* 
and  the  Government  know  that  it  will 
be  so  understood  outside  this  House. 
I  think  it  will  be  wrong  for  any  Mem- 
ber to  allow  this  iniquitous  Yote  to  pass 
unchallenged. 

An.  hon.  Membeb  :  It  appears  that  the 
question  raised  is  not  so  mush  on  ao* 
count  of  the  sum  of  £500  here  asked  for, 
as  on  account  of  the  larger  expenditure 
of£27,000whichistobeincTirred.  There- 
fore, I  think  we  ought  to  hear  from  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  whether  the 
Committee  grant  the  £500  or  not,  it 
the  Government  is  already  committed  to 
the  purchase  of  the  site,  and  the  expen* 
diture  of  the  monev  ?  It  would  be  very 
useful  to  know  wnether  the  Division 
about  to  be  taken  will  decide  whether 
the  £27,000  is  to  be  spent,  and  whether 
the  Government  have  committed  them- 
selves  to  this  scheme  ?  I  trust  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  will  reply  upon 
that  p<Mnt 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  think  I  have  al- 
ready answered  the  inquiry  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  saying  that  the  Com- 
mittee will  sanction  the  purchase  of  the 
site  by  this  Vote  of  £500.  Of  this  sum 
£100  is  the  estimated  legal  expense, 
£150  the  Gt>vemment  tax  on  the  pur- 
chase-money, and  £250  is  for  the  prel- 
iminary work. 

Admibal  Sib  JOHN  B.  COMME- 
RELL  (Southampton)  :  It  is  a  sufficient 
answer  to  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner) 
that  our  buying  a  site  in  Egypt  is  a 
proof  that  we  intend  permanently  to 
occupy  Egypt  to  say  that  it  does  not 
ioUow  because  we  are  going  to  build 
a  house  in  Brussels  that  the  (Govern- 
ment are  going  to  occupy  Belgium. 
But  the  real  question  is  this — ^is  it  ne- 
cessary for  the  Government  to  keep  up 
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in  Cairo  the  digaiiy  of  our  Coofiul  or 
not  ?  I  Bay  that  ia  an  Eastern  country 
the  dignity  of  the  English  Amhassador 
must  be  fiecond  to  none.  I  know  that 
it  is  perfectly  impoesible  to  get  a 
house  at  Oairo  fit  to  live  in,  and  I 
say  that  from  personal  knowledge,  bay- 
ing been  there  frequently.  I  do  not 
fiuppose  that  hon.  Gentlemen  really  pro- 
pose that  our  Ambassador  should  be 
the  gueet  of  the  Viceroy  of  Egypt,  who 
sho\Ud  lend  him  one  of  his  palace&  I 
trust  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will 
now  consent  to  give  the  Government 
the  amount  asked  for,  on  account  ol  the 
preliminary  expenses  necessary  for  carry- 
ing out  ^8  important  work. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  123; 
Noes  153  :  Majority  30.— (Div.  list, 
No.  29.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Da.  CAMEEON :  This  Vote  is  com- 
posed  of  three  items.  The  first  we  in* 
tended  to  vote  against,  but  lost  the 
chance;  the  second  we  have  not  been 
allowed  to  reduce ;  and  the  third,  for 
the  purcliase  of  a  site  and  building  for 
a  Consulate  at  Samoa,  is  equally  ob- 
jectionable with  the  others.  We  shall, 
therefore,  challenge  the  whole  Vote. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  151  ; 
Noes  111 :  Majority  40. —  (Div.  List, 
No.  30). 

Class   II.  —  Salaries  amd  Expenses 
OP  Civil  Depaktmekts. 
(6.)    £668,   Supplementary,  Eoreign 
Office. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  :  I  notice  that  on  this  page  re- 
ference is  made  to  the  Vote  for  Law 
Charges,  Class  III.,  Vote  1.  I  find  there 
is  a  charge  for  £2,000  for  Counsel  to  Law 
Officers  on  Foreign  Office  matters.  But 
there  is  a  further  note  on  that  page,  that 
it  is  paid  by  fees  for  consultation  on 
foreign  business.  If  you  take  from  the 
Law  Charges  Vote  the  £1,000,  it  will,  of 
conrso,  effect  an  apparent  saving  of 
£1,000.  But  I  wish  to  know  what  be- 
oomes  of  the  other  business  with  regard 
to  which  the  same  counsel  is  consulted, 
and  with  regard  to  which  he  gets  f  ur^er 
fees.  Will  those  fees  be  paid  from  the 
Foreign  Office  Vote  or  from  the  Law 

Admiral  Sir  John  E.  Comm$r$U 


Charges  Vote?  Is  it  intended  tembolnh 
the  existing  Vote  and  translertheoffieer 
from  one  office  to  another  ?  Is  thsse  a 
reduction  of  the  salary  of  the  proseot 
officer ;  and,  if  so,  what  compensation  is 
to  be  grivtn  him  for  the  loss  which  be 
sustains  ?  I  shall  be  glad  if  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  will  give  the  Comiaittee 
some  information  on  these  points. 

The  under  SECRETARY  w 
STATE  pon  FOREIGN  AJ^FAIHS  (Sir 
Jakes  Fe&ousson)  (Manehester,  N.E.): 
This  matter,  Sir,  was  settled  in 4be  tine 
of  the  late  Qovemment,  who  deoidsd 
that  the  legal  officer  sheuld  retire,  aid 
that  a  new  officer  should  beapp<Hntedit 
a  salary  of  £1,000  a-year,  who  should 
give  his  whole  time  to  the  office.  This 
Vote  of  £668  is  necessary  to  pay  tlis 
balance  of  his  salary  for  the  pttassst 
year.  I  hope  this  expla«a;tion  will  be 
satisfactory  to  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Are  we 
to  understand  that  there  is  a  correspond- 
ing' saving  on  Class  III.,  Vote  1  ? 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  :  There  ie 
a  permanent  saving  of  £1,000  a-year. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Istheie 
a  savi&g  on  the  Vote  for  this  year? 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON:  No,  Sar. 
We  do  not  say  this  year»  beoause  we 
have  to  pay  the  balance  of  the  salary  of 
the  tfetiring  officer ;  but  ia  future  there 
will  be  a  saving  of  £1,000  a-year. 

(7.)  £10.  Supplementary,  Bankruptcy 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  :  Mr.  Chairman,  this  appears  a 
very  simple  Vote— only  £10---but  in 
reality  it  involves  a  ehi^ge  of  £14,000. 
Theohargeisapparentlymetbyaiiappro- 
priation  to  an  equivalent  amount  ef 
£14,840,  but  inrealityitis  no  justifioatioa 
fortheidiarge.  It  is  as  mueh  a  drain  upon 
the  Exchequer  as  if  there  h  ad  been  a  sab- 
stantive  Vote  for  a  eimilar  sum.  The 
£14,340  is  received  in  respect  of  fees 
and  other  incomes  incidental  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Bankruptcy  Aet.  The 
principal  item  on  which  the  pres^ot  in- 
creased Estimate  is  based  is  that  for 
Country  Receivers  paid  by  fees  and 
commissions.  Now,  the  history  ef  tiist 
item  is  remarkable.  In  the  year  18S4-5 
the  sum  of  £33,000  was  reekoAed  upon 
as  the  sum  to  be  paid  to  Country  Be- 
ceivers ;  but  so  far  horn,  that  being  aeoes- 
sary  hardly  more  than  two-thirds  was 
required.      £10,000,  in  fact,  was  sur- 
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rendered  as  not  needed.     The  Etthnate 
of   the   following    year   was    £33,000 
again,  supplemented  by  a  further  Yote 
of  £5,780,  making  £38,780,  and  that  is 
aboot  the  amount  which  was  expended, 
80  that  already  you  had  an  increase  from 
£23,000  to  £38,000  in  one  year.     But 
we  haye  now  a  much  more  remarkable 
increase.     The  £38,000  has  now  gone 
up  to  £45,000,  with  this  curious  result 
that  whatever  increase  you  may  have  in 
the  fees  derivable  from  the  Bankruptcy 
business  of  the  country,  all  is  to  be  swal- 
lowed up  in  further  fees  paid  to  Country 
Beceivers  and  to  other  officers  connected 
with  the  administration  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy   Department   of   the   Board  of 
Trade.      When  this  form  of  estimate 
was  put  on  the  Paper  I  objected  to  it  as 
of  an  unsatisfactory  character,  but  it 
was  said   that  the  fullest  information 
would  be  given.     Anyone  who  does  not 
take  the  very  greatest  posiible  care  to 
follow  out  in  detail  the  whole  system 
connected  with  the  working  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Act  can  have  not  the  least  notion 
of  what  this  means.      I  object  to  the 
way  in  which  the  Vote  is  submitted  to 
the  Conmiittee,  and  I  trust  that  full  and 
satisfactory  explanation  will  be  given  of 
the  astonishing  increase  under  sub-head 
D.     But  what  is  proposed  more  as- 
tounding, is  this.    At  the  bottom  of  the 
page  is  to  be  found  an  item  of  £l»900  to 
meet  additional  charges  for  stationery 
under  the  new  Bankruptcy  Sules.   Now 
that  is  an  increase  of  more  than  50  per 
cent  upon  the  Estimate  as  originally 
presented.     The  first  Estimate   under 
this  head  was  £8,700,  and  the  Estimate 
for  last  year  was  similarly  £3,700 ;  but 
so  far  from  this  being  insufficient  there 
was  a  surplus  of  £598  last  year.    How 
is  it  there  is  an  increase  of  more  than 
£50  up<m  the  present  year?  It  is  because 
we  are  told  there  are  new  Bankruptcy 
Bules,  but  I  certainly  cannot  understand 
what  l&e  new  Bules  can  be  to  involve 
an  increase  in  stationery  to  this  amount. 
Thb  8ECRETABY  to  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Baron  Hbney  De  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :    Mr.  Court- 
ney,  I  admit   that  the  hon.    Gentle- 
man  is  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the 
working  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act.    He 
has  taken  great  interest  in  it,  and  he 
has  served  upon  the  Public  Accounts 
Oonmiittee,  and  devoted  great  attention 
to  the  accounts  connected  with  the  ad- 
nunistrationofthe  Bankruptcy  Act.  Ha 
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asks  me  for  an  explanation  of  the  sum 
set  aside  to  meet  the  increased  scale  of 
remuneration  to  Country  Receivers  paid 
by  fees  and  commission.  The  simple 
answer  to  the  question  is  that  it  was 
found  that  the  scale  of  remuneration  by 
fees  was  totally  inadequate,  and  that 
many  who  thought  they  would  be  able 
to  do  all  that  was  required  of  them,  and 
earn  at  the  same  time  that  to  which  they 
were  entitled  as  professional  men,  found 
that  the  remuneration  was  so  bad  tihat 
they  preferred  relinquishing  their  posi- 
tions to  holding  them  under  such  dis- 
advantageous drcnmstanoes.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  will 
turn  to  the  Report  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
presented  to  Parliament  this  year,  he 
will  find  the  increased  scale  which  it 
was  found  necessary  to  substitute  for  the 
old  scale ;  and  he  will  find  on  examina- 
tion that  the  difiPerence  of  £12,000  is 
easily  accounted  for.  He  knows,  I 
think,  that  the  Country  Receivers  are 
not  paid,  or  have  not  been  paid,  by  any 
salary,  but  have  to  depend  entirely  upon 
commissions  and  fees;  and  that,  as  I 
have  said,  the  commissions  and  fees 
proved  so  utterly  inadequate  that  it  be* 
came  necessary  in  the  interests  of  com- 
mon faimees  that  they  should  be  in- 
creased. Hence  the  great  increase  in 
the  Estimate  presented  to  Parliament. 
I  would  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  enormous  work  done  by  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  is  paid  for  without  one  single 
penny  charged  coming  out  of  the  Trea- 
sury. It  is  paid  for  by  fees,  and  there 
is  no  charge  whatever  upon  the  Trea- 
sury. The  hon.  Gentleman  knows  the 
amount  of  work  that  is  done;  and, 
therefore,  I  think  he  will  agree  with 
me  that  the  Department  cannot  be 
called  a  very  extravagant  one.  It  is  a 
new  Department,  comparatively  speak- 
ing, and  we  are  aware  that  at  the  time 
it  was  formed  by  the  i;ight  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  to  obtain  the  services  of 
many  very  eminent  professional  men 
who  were  not  Members  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice, and  who  were,  perhaps,  more 
lavish  in  their  expenditure  than  tiiey 
might  have  been  had  they  been  accus- 
tomed to  the  severe  regime  of  the  Civil 
Service.  Take  all  this  into  considera- 
tion, and  the  amount  of  work  which 
the  Board  of  Trade  does,  and  I  th'uk 
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Tiat,  although  it  may  appear  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  at  first  that  these  items  are 
very  large,  it  must  appear  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  explanation  I  have  been 
able  to  give  with  regard  to  the  £12,000 
increase  in  the  remuneration  to  Country 
Receivers  is  satisfactory ;  and  that  we 
were  not  extravagant  in  giving  this  in- 
creased remuneration,  but  that  originally 
the  remuneration  of  these  gentlemen 
was  over-estimated  and  fell  far  below 
that  to  which  they  were  entitled.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  £1,900  increase  in 
respect  of  stationery.  I  have  asked  for 
an  explanation  of  the  item,  and  the 
explanation  given  to  me  is  that  owing 
to  the  New  Eules  and  the  vast  num- 
ber of  forms  and  circulars  which  have 
to  be  sent  about  the  country,  it  was 
absolutely  impossible  for  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  make  any  approximate  estimate 
of  what  the  expense  of  the  stationery 
would  be.  I  find  that  the  £1,900  is 
really  rather  under  than  over  the  mark 
of  that  which  was  required  to  defray  the 
great  expense  attendant  upon  the  print- 
ing and  circulation  of  the  forms  and  cir- 
culars in  question.  I  think  I  have 
touched  upon  all  the  points  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
has  raised,  and  I  hope  I  have  succeeded 
in  showing  him  that  there  is  no  room  to 
charge  the  Bankruptcy  Department  of 
the  Soard  of  Trade  with  extravagance, 
and  that  although  these  sums  seem  large 
they  are  simply  and  solely  the  result  of 
the  very  heavy  work  thrown  on  the 
Board  of  Trade. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  :  I  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
in  effect  that  the  Bankruptcy  Depart- 
ment of  the  Board  of  Trade  have  so  suc- 
cessfully plundered  bankrupt  estates 
that  they  are  able  to  pay  in  fees  and 
commissions  to  Country  Receivers  alone 
almost  exactly  double  the  amount  that 
was  necessary  two  years  ago. 

Baeon  henry  DE  worms  :  That 
is  not  a  proper  interpretation  of  my 
Temark  s 

Mr.  p.  McDonald  (Sligo,  N.)  :  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  object  to  the  increased 
scale  of  remuneration  paid  to  Country 
Receivers,  but  I  do  so  on  very  different 

grounds  to  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Arthur 
'Connor).     I  object  as  an  Irish  Repre- 
sentative to  Ireland  being  called  upon  to 
bear  any  share  of  this  expenditure,  inas- 
much  as  the  advantages  arisine^  out  of 
he    expenditure    do  not  in  the  least 

Baron  Emry  De  Wormn 


benefit  my  country.  I  have  raised  tbe 
question  in  this  House  before  now,  and 
got  a  reply  from  the  right  hon.  GenUe- 
man  the  then  Secretary  of  the  Boaid  of 
Trade,  to  the  effect  that  the  Government 
would  extend  the  present  English  prac- 
tice to  Ireland,  but  that  they  were 
strenuously  opposed  by  six  Irish  Bepre- 
sentatives.  But  I  may  point  odt  to  the 
Government  that  ^vq  of  these  so-called 
Obstructionists  have  no  longer  a  seat  i& 
the  House,  and  that  consequently  the 
position  of  the  Gt)vernment  has  grown 
to  the  smallest  possible  minimum. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Gentie- 
man  is  traveUing  very  wide  of  the  Vote. 
This  Vote  only  relates  to  the  Bankruptcy 
Law  in  England. 

Mr.  p.  McDonald  :  I  was  endea- 
vouring to  explain  that  we  have  to  bear 
our  proportionato  share  of  these  increaeed 
items  of  £12.000  for  Country  Receivers 
and  £1,900  for  stationery  to  meet  addi- 
tional charges  under  the  new  Bank- 
ruptcy Rules.  I  for  one  protest  against 
the  increase. 

The  chairman  :  These  sums  are 
not  raised  by  taxation  in  Ireland,  b«t 
they  are  raised  by  fees  in  England. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Baeh- 
diffe)  :  I  think  the  position  taken  up  by 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Arthur  0*Connor) 
has  not  been  met  by  the  reply  of  tlie 
hon.  Gentleman  tbe  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade.  He  has  confined  hnn- 
self  to  mere  general  statements.  Any- 
one who  has  any  knowledge  of  busi- 
ness transactions  will  admit  that  an 
increase,  whether  it  be  in  salaries  or 
anything  else,  of  from  £S3,000  in  one 
year  to  £45,000  in  another,  requires 
some  little  detailed  explanation.  This 
the  Secretary  of  the  Board  of  Trade  has 
not  at  present  given. 

MR.BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
There  is  another  remark  which  ooours  to 
me  in  consequence  of  the  explana^on 
given  by  the  Secretary  of  the  jBoard  of 
Trade.  I  understood  the  hon.  (Gentle- 
man (Baron  Henry  de  Worms)  tospeak 
as  though  there  was  no  cost  to  the  conn- 
try  in  respect  of  the  remuneration  of 
these  Receivers,  because  the  amount  is 
paid  out  of  fees ;  but  surely  he  reckons 
the  creditors  as  having  some  slight  interest 
in  the  matter,  and  whether  they  pay  it 
to  the  tax  collector  or  pay  it  in  fees  to 
the  Court,  it  is  a  matter  of  very  lit^e 
difference  to  them  how  their  money  is . 
frittered  away.    What  I  would  suggest 
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to- the  CkMn»ittee  is  that  we  ought  to  be 
even  aioreeareful  in  roting  an  ezoess  of 
this  kind  so  put  to  us.  It  looks  as  if 
there  was  a  disposition  on  the  part  of 
^  QoTernmeat  to  allow  larger  fees  than 
neeessary  for  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice because  ^ose  fees  are  not  paid 
directly  by  them.^  I  see  that  shakes  the 
stem  mind  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Kr,  Jackson),  and  I  dare  say  that 
it  WA8  a  misappreheasion  on  my  part. 
Smee  I  have  been  a  Member  of  this 
House  I  have  reeeiYed  many  letters  from 
creditor^  who  have  asked  me  to  take  the 
etoliaet  opportunity  of  exposing  the  way 
ia  whioh  estates  in  Bankruptcy  are 
Mttered  away,  and  this  is  Uie  only 
opportunity  I  have  had. 

Baron  HENEY  DE  WORMS :  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  I  have  to  say 
that  the  increased  fees  are  the  result  of 
the  iBorease  of  baakruptoy  business. 
We  have  to  deal  with  a  great  number  of 
baakrupt  estates^  and  the  fees  attendant 
upon  the  business  are  very  large.  Last 
jear  the  amottttt  of  the  leeswas  £  1 55, 8 1 8, 
ifidading  the  interest  of  money  awaiting 
to  be  applied.  The  fees  which  were  paid 
eiiginally  to  Oountry  Beceivers  were  quite 
inadequate,  and  not  only  that,  but  the 
<^d  syatem  was  considered  unsatisfactory. 
Ihat  waa  the  opinion  of  many  judges, 
aad  the  opini^m  of  a  large  portion  of  l^e 
pablic^  and  for  that  reason  the  Board  of 
Trade  deeided  that  the  scale  of  fees  must 
be  in^reasedy  and  the  result  is  only  ade- 
quate to  the  requirements  of  the  Depart- 
ments 

M».  LANE  (Cork  County,  E.) :  I  am 
qaite  saxe  that  if  the  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Baron  Henry  De  Worms)  had  the  mis- 
fortune, as  I  very  often,  I  am  sony  to 
m;«  ba?e  had  of  looking  at  this  question 
of  fees  from  a  creditor's  point  of  view, 
he  would  come  to  a  very  different  oon- 
dasion  from  that  at  whioh  he  has 
anived— namely,  that  the  Beceivers  are 
anderpaid.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman,  or 
any  other  Member  of  this  House^  will 
ask  aay  traders  who  have  the  misfortune 
to  become  creditors  in  connection  with 
bankruptcy  cases  in  the  English  Courte, 
ha  Will  find  that  nine  out  of  every  ten 
will  tdl  him  that  the  Beceivers  are  over- 
paid rather  than  underpaid.  The  right 
hen.  Oentleman  (Baron  Henry  de 
Woma)  has  just  said  that  £155,818 
was  rea^ved  la^t  year,  but  that  this 


sumindnded  interest  upon  money  paid 
into  Oourt.  I  would  like  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlenutn  to  state  what  the  amount  of  that 
interest  iS|  because  one  of  the  greatest 
hardships  which  creditors  have  to  com- 
plain of  in  connection  with  bankruptcy 
cases  is  the  great  difficulty  there  is  in 
getting  the  dividends,  or  any  part  of 
them,  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Beceivers. 
In  fact,  so  long  have  creditors  to  wait  in 
some  cases  that  they  actually  give  them 
up  altogether,  and  forget  all  about  them ; 
if  they  do  not  keep  constantly  writing  to 
these  officers  to  hurry  on  the  business, 
there  is  no  chance  whatever  of  despatch 
being  observed  in  the  conduct  of  bank- 
ruptcy proceedings.  I  never  knew  before 
that  there  was  such  an  item  in  the  bank- 
ruptcy accounts  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
as  interest  on  balances.  That  explains, 
perhaps,  to  a  very  large  extent  the  reason 
why  the  dividends  are  not  distributed 
more  quickly.  Naturally,  the  Depart- 
ment will  not  put  pressure  on  the  officers 
to  distribute  dividends  when  the  dividends 
lying  to  the  credit  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
produce  a  certain  annual  revenue.  There 
16  one  point  I  should  like  to  press  upon 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Baron  Henry  de  Worms).  He  said  that 
the  great  increase  of  over  50  per  cent  on 
the  cost  of  stationery  during  the  past  year 
is  owing  to  the  new  Eules.  Now,  Sir,  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  seen  the  new  forms  which  are 
being  issued  this  year  in  connection  with 
bankruptcy  cases  in  English  Courts,  but, 
if  he  has,  I  think  he  will  agree  with  me 
that  the  large  expenditure  in  this  Sta- 
tionery Department  is  owing  altogether 
to  the  immense  and  unnecessary  large 
size  of  all  forms  issued  in  connection 
with  bankruptcy  proceedings.  I  think 
it  would  be  worth  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
while  to  look  into  this  technical  detail 
in  connection  with  the  working  of  this 
Department ;  because  I  am  sure  he  will 
find  that  all  the  forms  used  in  connection 
with  the  Bankruptcy  Oourt  could  be  re- 
duced by  one  half  their  size,  and,  there- 
fore, one  half  of  this  expenditure  in  the 
Stationery  Department  could  be  saved. 
The  first  thing  that  struck  me  when  I 
saw  these  large  forms  coming  to  my 
office  was  that  the  size  of  them  would 
necessarily  involve  a  very  large  increase 
in  connection  with  the  expenditure  uj^on 
bankruptcy  proceedings.  Everything 
connected  with  this  Department  is  of  very 
great  import^inee  to  the  mercantile  coai- 
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mtmitj  in  tbe  country,  and  I  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Barcm  Henry  de  Worms)  to 

fire  his  attention  to  these  two  matters : 
rsdy,  that  the  sums  paid  in  to  bankrupt 
estates  should  not  be  allowed  to  accu- 
mulate too  long  in  the  hands  of  the 
BeceiverSy  or  in  the  hands  of  the  De- 
partment; and,  secondly,  the  unneces- 
sary large  size  of  all  the  forms  that  are 
now  issued  in  connection  with  bank- 
ruptcy affairs. 

Bakon  HENET  de  WORMS:  I 
am  much  obliged  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr,  Lane)  for  the  suggestions  he  has 
made.  Coming  from  him,  who  has  great 
practical  experience,  they  are  most  Talu- 
able.  Perhaps  he  will  see  his  way  to 
confer  with  me  on  the  matter;  but,  at 
any  rate,  I  promise  the  Committee  I 
will  look  into  the  stationery  questiou, 
and  see  whether  any  reduction  of  the 
£1,900  can  be  made.  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  I  have  not  got  such  figures  with  me 
as  enable  me  to  say  what  is  the  interest 
derived  from  monies  paid  into  Court.  I 
quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Qentleman 
that  there  should  be  no  delay  in  paying 
over  the  amounts  due.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman knows  that  the  great  object  of 
the  new  Bankruptcy  Department,  which 
has  worked  very  well,  was  to  expedite 
the  proceedings  in  bankruptcy,  and  I 
think  he  will  agree  with  me  that  to  a 
very  large  extent  bankruptcy  proceed- 
infi^s  have  been  expedited. 

Mb,  LANE:  No  doubt  affairs  in 
bankruptcy  have  been  very  largely  im- 
proved from  the  trader's  point  of  view 
since  the  Board  of  Trade  has  taken 
them  in  hand ;  but  there  is  room  for 
still  further  improvement,  and  espe- 
cially in  that  particular  matter  which 
is  of  most  vital  importance— namely, 
prompt  payment  of  dividends. 

Vote  a^esd  to. 

(8)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  Supplomentary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£4,696,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Oharse  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment duHng  the  year  ending  on  the  Slrt  day 
ol  March  1887,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses 
of  the  Civil  Service  Commission." 

M^.  AKTHUE  O'OONNOE  (Done- 
I,  E.) :  This  Vote  on  account  of  the 
til  Service  Oommission  indudes  a 
charge  of  £2,600  on  account  of  «*  bo- 
nuses and  gratuities  to  temporaty  copy- 
ists under  the  Treasury  Minute  of  the  | 

Mr.  Lam 
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22nd  Deeember,  1886.'^  I  am  aimid 
there  is  no  one  in  the  Houee  at  present 
who  can  say  whether  the  Treasury 
Minute  has  yet  been  generally  ^trea- 
lated  and  published,  or  whether  it  Iim 
been  laid  before  the  House ;  and  if  it 
has  not  been  laid  before  the  Haubs^  it 
appears  to  me  a  rather  strange  pro- 
ceding  to  come  and  ask  for  a  ISapple- 
mentary  Betimate  <ni  thes«  terms  iritis 
out  the  House  being  made  aoaaaiateft 
witii  what  those  terms  are;  atthough 
flrom  the  wording  of  the  Vote  I  have 
read  it  wouM  appear  thai  the  temps* 
rary  eopyisfs  are  to  b^  g«neaoittfy 
treated,  yet  as  a  matter  of  fact  the 
very  reverse  is  the  case.  G%e  treat- 
ment which  this  item  represents  is  of 
the  meanest  and  most  petty  desomtioii. 
I  do  not  know  who  is  responsibk  for 
the  Treasury  Minute  iteelf,  or  fer  tiie 
Minute  which  was  submitted  to  ilie 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  before  tl« 
Minute  itsdf  wae  issued ;  but  of  this 
I  am  satisfied,  whatever  he  may  be, 
or  whoever  he  may  be,  be  is  a  man 
of  mean  and  sordid  mind,  utterly  unit 
to  have  the  consideradon  of  perseBftl 
clahns  for  justice,  perfectly  nnfit  to  be 
allowed  to  sway  the  judgment  of  men 
in  the  responsible  position  of  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury.  Now,  theae  tempo- 
rary copyists  are,  perhaps,  that  ^po»tioii 
of  the  public  servants  which  is  mest 
badly  «nd  moeX  unfairly  treatedr  The 
injustioe  of  their  oase  is  notorious,  so 
notorious  that  no  man,  offieiid  or  nei- 
official,  can  be  found  to  any  longer 
contest  the  proposition.  The  Treasuiy 
themselves  have  been  obliged  to  admit 
that  their  attitude  with  regard  to  these 
copyists  is  utterly  indefensible.  It 
was  foreseen  long  ago  that  the  posi- 
tion would  be  indefeasible,  and  so  far 
baek  as  the  year  1878  a  Oommittee  ef 
the  House  of  Oomnonswas  appointed 
to  consider  the  question  ana  report 
upon  it.  I  venture  to  ask  the  indol- 
genoe  of  the  Oommittee  while  I  cite  a 
few  words  from  the  Beport  of  the 
Oommittee.  This  Ooknmittee  was  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  whether  tiie  writers 
appointed  before  1871  had  suffered  any 
wrong  or  injustioe  by  the  oeesation  of 
the  system  of  prog^smve  rate  of  pay- 
ment. They  considered  the  question, 
took  evidence,  and  made  a  Beport;  and 
they  dwelt  principally  upon  the  terms 
of  the  Order  in  Ooundil  of  the  19lh 
August,  1671,  under  whieh  tiieirritefs 

Digitized  by  Vj^VJV  IC 


777    S^qffly^Cipa  Services,  { Fejbuabtc  28^  1887}     ic  JSstimain,  1886-7.      778 

wv(^  rate  of  payment  will  best  meet  the  rc- 
(^uirements  of  jastice,  give  contentment  to  the 
writers,  and  promote  the  efficiency  ol  the  pnblio 


them  eidbtinfr  bad  practioally  ihr«e 
oourses  open  to  them.  The  first  wae 
tbat  they  might  retain  their  employ- 
ment in  the  same  department  only  00 
loag  aa  their  servioes  might  be  re- 
^Tured  at  the  rate  of  pay  they  were  re- 
fifing  on  the  19th  of  August,  1871, 
witiiout  any  addition  thereto  on  ac- 
eount  of  services  following  that  day ; 
0t^  eeeondly,  they  might  accept  a  gra- 
tuity and  retire  from  the  Serrioe ;  or, 
thirdly,  having  accepted  the  gratuity, 
to  remmn  in  their  employment  as 
writers  at  lOdL  per  hour.  Many  did 
aecept  the  fatuity,  and  remained,  be- 
cause thej  were  utterly  unable  to  do 
anything  else,  having  for  years  been 
in  the  Government  Service.  As  a 
matter  of  fact  these  men  were  either 
fprced  to  aocept  the  gratuity  and  leave 
the  Service,  or  to  aocept  the  gratuity 
and  eontinoe  service  at  the  miserable 
stipend  of  1 04.  per  hour.  In  the  Admi- 
ralty they  had  been  receiving  6$,  6d. 
Qrday  for  six  days  in  the  week,  with  a 
aae  of  3^.  a  day  ioat  each  year's  service. 
Ib  the  Customs  their  rate  of  pay  ave- 
raged from  6$.  6d.  to  a  maximum  of 
8».  6d.  In  the  War  Office  they  went 
ap  to  7#«  6d.  a^day  after  10  years' 
iMvice,  and  in  other  Departments  they 
had  rates  of  pay  far  exceeding  what 
is  now  allowed.    The  Gooamitt^  goes 

''  Pretioin  te  the  Order  in  Ooimcil  cf  Aagnst 
187^  the  heads  <rf  Departmeats  had  the  power, 
which  in  erexy  instaaee  ihey  axeroiaed,  of  re- 
commending Uieir  merttorions  writers  for  in- 
crease o{  pay.  Since  the  promulgation  of  the 
Order  in  C^nncil  this  power  no  longer  exists, 
so  that  thd  heads  of  Departments  are  no  Icnager 
•Ikrved  to  reoomiaend  ihese  writers  lor  more 
pa^.  As  regards  the  duties  of  the  writers  now, 
It  la  in  evidence  that  they  are  the  same  as  they 
^ere  before  t^e  increments  were  stopped,  the 
miters  being  then  employed  on  work  of  a  re- 
apsBsible  eharaoter,  and  sometimsa  in  soparia- 
ttadSag  and  inatmctiDg  others  in  their  duty. 
In  many  qisea  it  may  be  said  that  their  work 
was  that  of  clerks  on  the  establishment.*' 

I  can  speak  from  personal  knowledge ; 
I  have  aeen  many  clerks  receiving  lOd, 

ST  hour  who  were  worth  infinitely  more 
an  estaUialied  clerks  receiving  £600 
or  £700  a-^year. 

''^Thapay  of  lOd,  an  homr  was  fixed  cm  the 
Kf^odtion  that  tho  work  of  the  writers  was  of 
s  mechanical  character,  such  as  copying." 

And  then  the  Committee  concluded — 

"  Having  considered  all  the  matters  brought 
hefore  them,  year  Committee  are  of  opinion 
Ihst  the  Dsstoiailion  of  the  system  of  progres- 


service.' 

From  that  day  to  this  nothing  whatever 
has  been  done  in  that  direction  for  these 
men.  They  were  reported  upon  by  the 
Playfair  Commission  in  1876,  and  the 
Playfair  Commission  reported  that  the 
copyists  throughout  the  whole  Service 
would  not  exceed  something  like  100. 
That  they  were  to  be  a  kind  of  shifting 
balance,  going  from  office  to  office  aa  the 
exigencies  of  the  work  demand.  What 
is  the  fact?  So  far  from  finding  that  100 
writers  will  do,  there  are  now — and,  I 
believe,  have  been  pretty  constantly 
since  that  day— no  lees  than  from  1,000 
to  1,200  writers.  What  |s  the  work 
these  men  do  ?  They  are  not  men  ex- 
clusively employed  as  a  10(^.  an  hour 
salary  woula  appear  to  suggest;  but 
they  are  men  who  have  been  continu- 
ously employed  for  five,  six,  seven, 
eight,  10,  and  15  or  more  years.  Still 
they  are  treated  as  merely  temporary 
copyists,  dismissible  at  a  minute's  no- 
tice, and  not  eligible  for  more  than  lOd. 
an  hour  for  six  hours  a-day — 30«.  per 
week  as  the  utmost  they  can  obtain. 
Now,  the  Treasury,  or  the  Civil  Service 
Commission,  having  got  its  men  into  the 
Public  Service,  utilizes  them  in  any  way 
in  which  they  can.  I  perfectly  admit 
that  very  little  blame,  if  any,  can  be 
attached  to  the  heads  of  rooms  or  sub- 
divisions in  the  dififerent  Departments. 
They  are  obliged  to  despatch  the  work 
for  which  they  are  responsible,  and  in 
order  to  do  so  they  must  make  use  of 
such  material  as  they  find  at  their  hand ; 
and,  therefore,  every  head  of  sub-divi- 
sion or  of  branch  will  naturally  turn  to 
the  despatch  of  any  work  whatever  men 
he  finds  available,  altogether  irrespec- 
tive of  the  status  or  pay  of  the  men. 
And  the  consequence  is  that,  on  and  off 
now  for  ]  5  years,  during  the  whole  time 
since  this  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  repoi-ted,  we  have  had  writers 
employed  upon  work  far  different  from 
that  for  which  they  were  «igaged — far 
different  from  that  which  is  recognized 
as  proper  work  to  be  paid  for  at  lOd,  an 
hour.  The  writers  do  not  complain  of 
being  put  upon  superior  work.  I  dare 
say  tbat,  especially  to  the  intelligent 
men  anong  them,  it  is  a  relief  to  be  put 
upon  superior  work.  But  what  they 
complain  of  is,  that  if  they  do  object  to 
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the  injustiee  of  being  put  on  this  work 
at  lOd.  an  hour  they  are  instantly  dis- 
missed. They  dare  not  refuse  to  take 
the  work.  They  know  that  the  head  of 
a  branch  would  at  once  say—**  Then  we 
will  dispense  with  your  services;"  and 
these  men  have  absolutely  nothing  be- 
fore them  in  the  world.  They  complain 
of  being  put  to  superior  work  if  they 
are  not  paid  anything  like  the  rate  of 
pay  which  other  men  more  fortunately 
situated  can  command.  At  last  the 
Treasury  has  been  obliged  to  admit,  as 
they  do  in  this  Minute  of  which  I  have 
got  a  copy — I  have  obtained  a  copy  from 
a  private  source.  The  Committee  ap- 
pointed by  the  Treasury  reported  that 
they  were  forced  to  the  conclusion  that 
oopyists  had  been  employed  to  a  srreater 
extent  than  was  oontemplated  by  the 
Playfair  Commission.  That  alone  shows 
that  they  are  a  valuable  class  of  public 
servants.  The  Committee  further  find 
that  though  nominally  for  temporary 
service,  the  copyists  have  in  many  cases 
been  serving  continuously  for  long  pe- 
riods in  the  same  Departments.  They 
found  that  there  are  from  1,000  to  1,200 
now  in  the  Service,  and  they  say  that 
probably  300  are  employed  merely  upon 
copying.  They  admit  that  three  out  of 
every  rour  men  are  doing  work  better 
than  that  for  which  they  were  nominally 
engaged.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
shines  his  head.  I  will  read  the  tptt*- 
$ma  verba.  "Mere  copying  may  employ, 
according  to  their  estimate,  about  300 
register^  oopyists."  Three  hundred 
appears  to  me  to  bear  the  same  pro- 
portion to  1,200  as  one  does  to  four. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.} : 
Surely,  800  out  of  1,200  can  hardly  be 
calculated  as  three  out  of  four. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  The 
hon.  Gentleman  cannot  have  heard  me 
correctly.  The  Committee  say  **mere 
copying  may  employ,  according  to  their 
estimate,  about  300  registered  oopyists." 
800  out  of  1,200,  or  25  per  cent.  Well, 
the  other  men  are  employed  upon  some- 
thing better  than  mere  copying,  and 
these  men  number  900,  and  900  is  to 
to  300  as  3  to  1.  It  is,  therefore,  dear 
that  900  out  of  the  1,200  are  engaged 
in  superior  work.  Further  on,  the  Com- 
mittee say  that — 

"  Of  the  remaining  work  about  40  per  cent 
of  it  is  mostly  of  a  mixed  character,  the  duties 
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of  each  copyist  being  partly  mechanical  and 
partly  such  as  requires  some  special  knowledge 
and  experience.*' 

They  say,  further — 

**  It  may.  therefore,  be  accepted  that  about 
one-third  of  the  work  entmsted  to  copyists  is  ol 
a  higher  order  than  that  for  which  the  pay  of 
lO^f.  an  hour,  fixed  by  Order  in  Oounoil  in  1878, 
is  intended." 

Now  then,  mark  the  spirit  by  which  my 
Lords  are  moved.  My  Lords  agree  with 
the  conclusion  of  the  Committee,  that 
the  oonditions  of  service  are  not  so  un- 
favourable as  they  are  sometimes  repre- 
sented to  be,  and  that  the  men  have  a 
fair  chance  of  obtaining  better  and  more 
permanent  positions  in  the  CSvil  Service. 
They  do  not  say  a  word  about  the  fact 
that  the  men  are  debarred  from  the  per- 
manent Civil  Service,  and,  at  present,  by 
the  bar  of  age.  But  that  is  not  all;  my 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  think  that  the 
mem  have  a  fair  chance  oi  obtaimag 
better  and  more  pwmanent  positions  in 
the  Civil  Service,  or  elsewhere,  and— 

"  That  those  who  have  been  unable  to  obtain 
such  positions  could  not  comnu&nd  in  the  market 
better  terms  than  they  now  obtain." 

I  should  like  to  know  what  terms  the 
gentleman  who  drafted  this  liGnute 
would  be  likely  to  get  in  the  open 
market  for  his  services?  What  would 
any  of  the  permanent  superior  Staff  of 
your  Public  Offices  be  able  to  obtain  in 
the  public  market  ?  These  men  can  be 
obtained,  no  doubt,  as  temporary  copy- 
ists at  lOd,  an  hour ;  and  why,  because 
there  are  so  many  thousands  and  tens  of 
thousands  out  of  employment ;  because 
times  are  bad ;  and  because  a  starTing 
man  cannot  haggle  about  the  rate  of  re- 
muneration, when,  if  he  refuses  what  is 
offered,  he  must  go  into  the  workhonse. 
It  is  the  workhouse  and  the  distress 
which  is  enabling  you  to  treat  these  men 
so  unfairly;  but  if  it  is  true  that  you 
can  obtain  a  large  number  of  men  at 
lOi.  an  hour,  it  is  equally  true  that  you 
can  fill  the  whole  of  the  Public  Depart- 
ments with  men  quite  as  good  as  yoa 
have  now  in  them  at  one-third  of  the 
salary.  Why  should  you  apply  this  test 
to  these  men,  who  have  no  power  to 
state  their  case,  without  personal  danger, 
which  you  fail  to  apply  to  any  other 
portion  of  the  Public  Service.  Well, 
this  Committee  goes  on  to  say — 

**  But  it  is  not  improbable  that  such  men  hare 
only  taken  copying  employment  because  ^y^ 
for  one  reason  or  another,  have  failed  to  secure 
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heUer  positions  in  early  life ;  and  the  market 
valae  of  their  servicefl,  as  tested  by  their  suc- 
cess, can  hardly  be  put  higher  than  that  which 
they  eariL." 

If  that  is  so,  if  my  Lords  believe  wbat 
they  write,  they  have  no  business  at  all 
to  improve  the  position  of  these  men,  as 
they  propose  to  do ;  but  they  have  ad- 
mitted that  this  is  not  true.  They  make 
as  stronpf  a  case  as  they  can  against 
these  men;  they  affect  to  believe  that 
the  Treasury  case  is  absolute,  and  ad- 
mits of  no  qualification,  and  then  they 
affect,  out  of  grace,  to  concede  some- 
thing. Now,  we  shall  consider  what  it 
is  thej  concede.  The  Committee  re- 
ported that  about  one-third  of  the  work 
now  done  by  copyists  is  superior  to  that 
they  were  intended  to  do,  and  what  do 
my  Lords  do  ?  They  calculate  the  ser- 
vices of  these  copyists,  and  find  that 
one-third  of  them  have  had  more  than 
eight  years'  service ;  and  they  say  that 
because  one-third  of  the  copyists  through- 
out the  Service  are  doing  work  superior 
to  that  they  were  engaged  to  do  at  lOd, 
an  hour ;  and  because,  also,  one-third  of 
the  copyists  bave  had  more  than  eight 
years'  service,  we  will,  to  make  up  for 
the  anomaly,  and  to  put  things  straight, 
give  a  bonus  to  those  who  have  had 
eight  years'  service.  The  fact  is  this, 
that  of  the  writers  in  the  Civil  Service  it 
is  not  altogether  the  men  of  long  service 
who  are  doing  the  superior  work.  There 
are  many  men  who  after  a  year  or  two's 
service  nave  been  put  upon  work  of  a 
very  responsible  character.  Therefore, 
to  give  to  a  poor  old  fellow,  who  may 
not  be  worth  more  than  lOd.  an  hour,  a 
^tuity  because  he  has  been  eight  years 
m  the  Service  is  no  satisfaction  to  those 
copyists  who  are  doinff  superior  work 
though  tbey  have  not  been  eight  years 
in  the  Service.  The  man  who  drafted 
this  Minute  was  not  only  a  man  of  mean 
and  sordid  soul,  but  roost  stupid  and  in- 
competent. He  does  not  know  how  to 
deal  with  the  business  which  comes  be- 
fore him,  and  it  is  a  g^eat  pity  that  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  ever  consented  to 
listen  to  his  suggestions.  Now,  what 
are  his  siiggestions  ?  They  are  that  after 
copyists  nave  been  in  the  Service  for 
eight  years  they  shall  be  allowed  a  gra- 
tuity. And  1  am  sure  I  shall  rather 
startle  tho  Committee  by  making  known 
to  them  the  extent  of  the  generosity  of 
the  Treasury.  After  a  copyist  has  been 
doing  superior  work  for  eigbt  years  he 


is  to  be  allowed  a  gratuity  of  dO«.,  that 
is  a  penny  a  day,  and  when  he  has  had 
nine  years'  service  he  is  to  be  allowed  a 
gratuity  of  two-pence  a  day.  And  so 
does  it  go  on,  if  he  is  allowed  to  con- 
tinue in  the  Service,  year  by  year  in- 
creasing. But  so  careful  is  the  Treasury 
of  the  Public  Money  when  this  kind  of 
service  is  to  be  paid  for  that  there  is  a 
clause  specially  put  in  preventing  any- 
one getting  a  gratuity  of  more  than 
£50.  [Mr.  Jackson  :  Per  annum.] 
Tes,  the  maximum  gratuity  is  £50. 
But  one  copyist  has  calculated  that  he 
will  reach  the  age  of  97  before  he  ever 
receives  the  maximum.  That  is  the  way 
tbis  Treasury,  so  ready  to  squander 
tens  of  thousands  of  pounds  upon  build- 
ings on  the  Contineat,  and  hundreds  of 
thousands  and  millions  in  unjustifiable 
aggression  abroad,  treat  men  who  serve 
tbem  weU.  The  whole  story  is  a  dis- 
grace to  the  Administration,  and  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  there  is  a  Go- 
vernment  in  Europe,  however  poor  or 
new,  that  would  have  been  capable  of 
so  dirty  a  transaction  as  this  is.  The 
House  of  Commons  has  inquired  into  it 
already.  The  Committee  of  1S73  has 
said  that  these  men  being  continually 
employed  for  long  periods  at  responsible 
work  ought  to  receive  an  increase  itx 
their  rate  of  pay.  That  appears  to  me 
to  be  a  most  reasonable  proposition.  It 
is  one  which  is  acted  upon  in  every  other 
branch  of  the  Public  Service,  whetber 
Civil,  Military,  or  Naval.  Why  these 
men  should  be  excluded  from  it  I  can- 
not understand ;  but  this  proposal  of 
the  Treasury,  instead  of  meeting  the 
grievance,  is  practically  an  insult  to  a 
body  of  men  who  have  deserved  well  of 
the  State,  because  if  they  had  not  they 
would  have  been  forced  to  retire  long 
ago.  I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £2,600,  being 
the  amount  set  down  for  bonuses  and 
gratuities  to  temporary  copyists  under 
the  Treasury  Minute  of  22nd  December, 
1886. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaed, 
**  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 

£1,995,  be  grunted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  aaid 

Servioe.'*— (i/r.  Arthur  O'Connor,} 

The  SECEBTABY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  :  I 
am  rather  in  a  difficulty  to  know  what 
it  is  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Arthur 
0'Ck)Dnor)  really  desires.    He  has  com- 
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plained,  and  complained  in  terms  that 
are  more  forcible  than  poHte,  of  the 
action  of  the  Treasury  m  oonneotion 
with  this  matter. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  I  hope 
the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  take  it  to 
be  personal.    It  was  not  meant  to  be 

BO. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  know  the  hon. 
(Gentleman  too  well  to  imagine  that  he 
meant  what  he  said  to  apply  to  me  per- 
sonally. But  to  speak  of  the  action  of 
the  l^asury  as  dirty  is  not  a  very  polite 
way  of  speajdng.  The  hon.  Qentleman 
has  quoted  from  a  Minute  which  has 
not  been  circulated  to  the  House,  but 
which  has  been  presented  to  a  Commis- 
sion of  which  the  hon.  Member  is  a 
member. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  That 
is  not  the  way  I  obtained  a  copy. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  desire  the  Com- 
mittee  to  understand 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  think 
I  am  entitled  to  the  protection  of  the 
Chair  from  the  insinuation  whidi  is 
contained  in  the  observation  of  the  Se* 
cretary  to  the  Treasury.  It  is  per- 
fectly true  that  the  Minute  in  question 
has  been  furnished  to  the  Civil  Service 
Commission,  of  which  I  am  a  member. 
It  is  perfectly  true  that  I  have  seen  it  so 
in  print,  but  the  paper  from  which  I  read 
was  a  manuscript  copy,  which  was  made 
before  the  Minute  was  supplied  to  the 
Commission  at  all.  If  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Jackson)  says  means 
anything  at  all,  it  means  this,  that  I 
being  amember<^  the  Commission,  have 
used  documents  which  came  into  my 
power  or  pos^ssion  as  a  member  of  that 
Commission  in  a  way  in  which  I  had 
no  right  to  use  them,  and  have  quoted 
them  in  this  House  before  they  could 
have  become  available  in  the  ordinary 
course.  If  that  is  so  I  beg  to  give 
the  most  emphatic  contradiction  to  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Qentleman. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  have  not  the 
slightest  desire  or  intention  to  cast 
upon  the  hon.  Member  any  reproach  for 
^laving  obtained  a  copy  of  this  Minute. 
But  what  I  was  about  to  say  was  that 
this  Minute,  as  he  knows,  has  been  pre- 
sented to  a  Commisfflon  of  which  he  is 
a  member,  and  that  that  Commission 
will  presently  have  an  opportunity  of 
expressing  its  opinion  upon  the  action 
of  the  Treasury  in  regard  to  this  par- 
ticular class  of  persons.    They  will  also 
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have  on  opportunity,  if  they  chiicae  to 
avail  themselves  of  it,  of  having  m-* 
denoe  supplied   to  them  by  memheeB 
connected  with  these  serfiees,  andUrani- 
fore  it  scOTis  to  me,  pefhap^  a  littb 
premature  to  eKnress  the  very  decUsd 
opinion  whioh  tiie  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
i^hur  O'Connor)  has  allowed  Mimlf 
to  express.     The  hon.  Member  spoke 
of  the   Treasury  in  terms  i^ieh  ew* 
tainly  were  not  very  complimenti^y 
and  spoke  of  them  as   having  tak«n 
advantage    of    the    distress    in    the 
country   for  refusing  to    do   to  this 
class  of  men  iustice.    Now,  Sir,  tmtr 
the  hon.  Membw  knows  perfectly  weu 
that  there  never  has  been  the  smallest 
difficulty  in  obtaining  men  for  the  posi- 
tion of  writers,  even  during  the  period 
which  was  considered  the  period  ^i  the 
greatest  prosperity  in  the  eoontey.    It 
has  nothing  whatever  to  do  wi&  the 
distress  in  Uie  country  that  the  present 
wages  are  paid  to  the  writers.    I  will 
go  further,  and  I  will   tell  the  hon. 
Member  tiiat  I  have  just  as  much  sym- 
pathy with  these  writers  as  he  has.    h 
became  my  dut^  to  deal  with  this,  one 
of   the  most  difficult  questions  wliioh 
it  would  be  in  the  reoolleodon  of  Ihe 
House  has  been  before  thk  House  for  a 
long  time,  and  with  which,  apparently, 
successive  Secretaries  to  the  Treasaxy 
have  refused  or  negleoted  to  diial.    i 
admit  that   the   position  which  these 
writers  occupy  is  not  one  which  is  very 
satbfactory.     I   admit,   also,  that  the 
rate  of  payment  is  exceedingly  low ;  but 
I  maintain  that  a  man  wno  is  in  the 
position  of  a  trustee  of  publio  money  is 
bound  to  see,  as  fkr  as  he  can,  that  the 
pubUc  money  is  not  wasted,  Mid  thst 
prioea  higher  than  n>arket  prioea  are  not 
paid.    [Mr.  Abthur  O'Oohsoh  :  In  all 
cases.]    In  aU  cases,  I  adnut.    New, 
Sir,  what  are  the  facts  in  regard  to  these 
copyists?     The  hon.  ilenaeman  said, 
and  he  would  apparently  lead  the  House 
to  believe,  that  there  was  great  diffionitjr 
in  these  men  obtaining  better  employ* 
ment.    He  knows  perfectly  well,  if  he 
has  read  the  Minutes,  that  out  of  6,000 
conyists  who  have  entered  the  Service, 
only  1,468  of  them  remain  in  the  Ser- 
vice at  the  present  day.    Of  these  1,037 
have  retired,  most  of  them  avowedly, 
and  the  rest  presumably  to  obtain  better 
employment ;  while  permanent  empl<nr- 
ment  in  the  Public  Service  has  been  oh* 
tained  by  2,109.     The  hon.  Member 
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knows  tbafc  there  In  no  bar  to  tho$e  mi>n 
passing  into  the  higher  divisions  of  the 
oerri^  except  the  bar  of  beio^  unable 
tapaas  tiie  ezaminatioQ  which  ib  neces- 
Bftry.  [Mr.  Abthub  O'CojrwoB :  Ageie 
a  barrier.}  Bat  moat  of  them  have 
enteifed  the  Service  at  an  age  at  which 
they  eonld  have  passed  into  the  perooa* 
nent  sorioe.  [Mr.  Abthub  O'Oonwob  : 
There  were  no  vaoancies.^  But  if  they 
had  passed  the  examination  they  woaM 
have  got  poeitions  in  the  permanent  ser- 
viee  when  yaeancies  occur,  and,  there* 
fore^  so  £ar  as  that  point  is  concerned,  1 
think  it  ma^  be  taken  as  absolutely  dis- 
posed  of.  Sir,  I  admit,  as  I  have  said, 
that  tl»se  men  occupy  a  position  which 
is  not  sattsfadxMry.  The  Treasury,  re- 
cognising tbat  Hact,  have  taken  the  only 
praotioal  step  they  could  take  to  prevent 
thft  continuance  of  it  for  any  very  long 
period  of  time ;  and  they  have  decided, 
asihe  hon.  Member  knows,  that  the  list 
of  writers  diall  be  closed,  and,  in  fact, 
no  farther  applicants  shall  be  placed  on 
the  register.  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that 
the  action  of  the  Treasury  is  not  the 
morecruid  of  the  two,  and  a  great  many 
men  are  thereby  prevented  from  joining 
the  Service  and  ectming  dO«.  a  week, 
whidi  the  hon.  Member  seems  to  despise, 
for  I  believe  there  are  thousands  of  men 
in  this  country  who  are  competent  to  do 
this  work,  and  who  w;ould  be  glad  to  do 
it  at  a  time  like  this  at  dO»;  per  week. 
Sir,  the  hon.  M^aber  spoke  of  the  con- 
clusion at  which  the  Treasury  had  ar- 
rived. The  object  of  the  Treasury  was 
as  fur  as  possible  to  do  justice  within 
the  limits  of  the  line  which  they  had 
laid  down  for  themselves^ namely,  that 
they  were  not  justified  in  spending  the 
public  money  lavishly.  They  endea- 
Toured,  as  far  as  they  oould,  to  find  a 
reasonable  line,  so  that  the  men  who 
may  continue  in  the  employment  may 
coQttnae  to  improve  their  condition,  and 
to  leoeive  a  higher  rate  of  pay ;  and  al- 
though it  may  seem  a  long  tune  before 
these  men  reaoh  the  maximum,  you 
We  it  in  evidence  tbat  the  Sapple- 
mentaryTote  which  is  now  before  the 
Committee  is  four  £4,695.  This  is  ex- 
pected to  come  in  course  of  payment  in 
the  oottrse  of  the  coming  year.  The 
^Btimated  cost  of  the  smtdl  bonuses  to 
jrhich  the  hon.  (Jentleman  (Mr.  Arthur 
0  Connor)  referred,  coupled  with  the 
Sratuities  which  may  become  payable 
to  tiiose  "^ho  voluntarily  retire,  repre- 


Benfs  at  least  £6,000  a-yoar ;  and  I  ea}', 
Sir,  that  those  who  are  responsible  for 
the  finances  of  this  country  owe  a  duty 
to  the  taxpayer,  and  thai  the  advance 
under  this  particular  class  of  £6,000  a- 
year  is  not  an  advance  which  is  to  be 
despised  or  to  be  considered  small.  I 
know  that,  whatever  was  done,  it  would 
be  impoeeible  to  give  entire  satisfaction. 
I  believe  that  the  closing  of  the  register 
may  haveagood  effect  upon  many  of  these 
men.  The  hon.  Member  must  not  for- 
get that  the  position  of  writer  has  been 
sought  for  by  young  men  partly  as  a 
means  of  subsistence  for  the  time,  and 
partly  as  a  training  ground  within  which 
to  learn  ^e  duties  which  they  had  to 
perform  to  enable  them  more  easily  to 
pass  the  examination  for  the  higher 
divisions  of  the  Service.  And  it  has 
been  because  it  has  been  so  valuable  to 
young  men  who  have  used  it  for  this 
purpose,  that  there  has  been  such  an 
enormous  number  of  candidates  alwajrs 
waiting  any  vacancies  which  may  occur. 
I  do  not  deny  for  one  moment  that  the 

?uestion  is  one  beset  with  diflOkmlties. 
t  is  beset  with  difficulties,  and  any 
question  will  be  beset  with  difficulties 
wherever  you  have  a  larger  number  of 
candidates  than  you  have  places  to  give 
to  them.  I  maintain  that  it  is  our 
bounden  duty,  as  far  as  we  can,  while 
doing  justice  to  the  Service,  to  prevent 
the  waste  of  the  public  money  in  paying 
for  services  more  than  their  market 
value 

Ma.  PULE8T0N (Devonport) :  lean- 
not  agree  with  my  boa.  Friend  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  that  ^we  should  do 
right  to  vote  against  the  appropriation 
of  this  sum  of  £2,600.  We  should  be 
acting  contrary  to  the  interests  of 
the  writer  class  if  we  refused  to  take 
this  sum,  though  we  may  only  consider 
it  an  instalment  of  justice.  We  have 
certainly  just  grounds  for  hoping  that 
when  the  case  is  thoroughly  threshed 
out  before  the  Commission,  something* 
better  than  that  now  proposed  will  be 
obtained.  Of  course  I  fully  appreciate 
the  motive  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor) ;  he  has  taken  a  very 
great  and  intelligent  interest  in  this 
question  from  the  very  beginning,  but 
nevertheless,  I  cannot  go  the  length  of 
voting  with  him  against  the  granting  of 
these  bonuses  and  gratuities.  It  has 
been  said  that  whilst  evidence  will  be 
admitted  before  the  Commission  it  will 
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be  of  a  aomewhat  restricted  character. 
I  trust  we  may  receive  the  assuraaoe 
from  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson),  that  the  question  of  the  writers 
will  be  fully  and  adequately  discussed 
before  tlie  Koyal  Commission  ;  it  cer- 
tainly is  expected  that  the  Commis- 
sion will  afford  every  opportunity  of 
thoroughly  threshing  the  question  out. 
Now,  I  want  to  take  issue  with  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Jackson)  on  one  point.  The 
whole  tenour  of  his  speech  was  that  we 
must  be  careful  not  to  increase  unneces- 
sarily the  calls  upon  the  taxpayers  of 
the  country.  My  contention  is,  and  al- 
ways has  been,  that  the  reorganization 
of  the  Civil  Service  would,  instead  of 
entailing  any  additional  burden  upon 
the  taxpayers,  really  result  in  a  large 
saving  of  money.  I  have  on  one  or  two 
previous  occasions  illustrated  this  by 
quotinff  the  figures  of  the  Eetum  which 
you,  Mr.  Courtney,  were  good  enough 
to  grant  me  when  you  occupied  the  posi- 
tion of  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  Any- 
one who  will  take  the  trouble  to  study 
the  iGgures  of  that  Betum  will  see  that  all 
the  little  reforms  wanting  in  the  Civil 
Service,  including  the  writers,  would  be 
fully  and  adequately  met  with  advantage 
to  the  State  and  with  satisfaction  to  all 
concerned,  not  at  the  expense  of  the 
State,  but  at  a  very  considerable  sav- 
ing of  money  to  the  State.  We  are 
not  prepared  to  admit  that  the  Civil 
Service  of  this  country  is  carried  on  on 
the  basis  of  supply  and  demand.  If  it  is 
so,  let  the  principle  be  applied  all  round 
— in  the  highest  as  well  as  the  lowest 
grades  of  the  Service.  We  consider  that 
the  most  efficient  men  in  the  Service  are 
those  who  have  fixity  of  tenure,  those 
who  feel  that  by  entering  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice they  are  provided  for  for  life,  and 
that  it  is  necessary  for  them  to  devote  all 
their  zeal  and  energy  to  the  Public  Ser- 
vice. That  is  the  right  principle  upon 
which  the  Civil  Service  should  be  carried 
on,  and  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Jackson) 
will  excuse  me  for  saying  that  the  doc- 
trine he  has  advanced — the  doctrine  of 
supply  and  demand — ^is,  as  applied  to 
the  Civil  Service,  an  entirely  new  and 
novel  one.  I  do  not  remember  that  the 
doctrine  was  ever  advanced  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  before  the  great  in- 
terest in  the  case  of  the  Lower  Division 
Clerks  and  in  that  of  the  writers  sprung 
up  a  couple  of  years  ago.  It  is  said  that 
the  writers  are  not  to  be  increased  in 
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number.  It  was  supposed  by  tlie  Play- 
fair  Commission  that  the  writers  were  a 
diminishing  body ;  but  as  a  matter  ot 
fact  they  have  been  an  increasing  body. 
By  engaging  these  writers  continaoTiily, 
and  by  setting  them  to  superior  work, 
we  only  raise  in  them  false  hopes.  I 
believe  that  by  the  Treasury  Minute  to 
which  reference  has  been  made,  it  is  ad- 
mitted that  one-third  of  the  writers  an 
doing  work  of  a  superior  character. 
What  is  this  superior  work  ?  The  su- 
perior work  that  a  writer  who  gets  \U, 
an  hour  does  is  the  work  of  the  derk, 
sitting  by  his  side,  who  gets  £300, 
£400,  or  £500  a-year.  That  is  ad- 
mitted by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Jack- 
son), and  by  those  who  acted  with  him 
in  the  production  of  this  Treasury 
Minute.  This  Minute  either  goes  too 
far  or  not  far  enough.  It  would  have 
been  perfectly  intelligible  to  have  issued 
no  such  Minute.  As  it  has  been  admit- 
ted that  one- third  of  these  men  earning 
lOi.  an  hour  are  doing  the  work  o! 
clerks  who  are  on  the  permanent  estab- 
lishment, and  who  earn  from  £300  to 
£500  a-year,  I  could  have  understood  i 
proposal  to  make  them  an  allowance 
commensurate  with  the  work  they  do. 
The  Government  refuse  to  recognize  the 
superior  work  per  $e,  but  offer  the  men 
who  have  been  eight  years  in  the  Ser- 
vice 6d.  a-week  extra.  I  cannot  but  re- 
gret the  issuing  of  a  Minute  such  as 
this  because,  as  I  say,  it  either  goes  too 
far  or  does  not  go  far  enough,  and  it 
operates  unjustly  in  regard  to  a  large 
portion  of  the  men.  I  regret  very  much 
that  my  hon.  Friend  has  not  seen  his 
way  to  justify  another  and  a  better  con- 
clusion. 

Mr.  MOLLOT  (King's  Co.,  Birr):  I 
do  not  know  that  there  is  anything  more 
charming  than  to  see  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  rise  in  his 
place,  when  jobs  of  an  enormous  cha- 
racter are  being  carried  out,  with  no 
better  argument  to  call  to  his  aid  in 
answer  to  an  appeal  on  behalf  of  the 
poorest  paid  body  of  clerks  in  this  or 
any  other  Service — ^the  argument  about 
the  duty  of  those  who  are  entrusted 
with  the  guardianship'  of  the  national 
purse.  Why  does  he  not  make  use  of 
that  argument  when  dealing  with  the 
lavish  manner  in  which  money  is  spent 
to  buy  a  house  at  Cairo,  and  to  provide 
funds  foir  a  Special  Oommissioner  to  the 
East.    The  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  open- 
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ing  remarks  said  he  does  not  under- 
stand what  my  hon.  Friend  desires. 
W^f  for  my  own  part,  I  think  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  was  perfectly 
lucid.  It  was  certainly  understood  by 
e? ery  other  Member  of  the  Oommittee, 
and  when  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
says  he  oaimot  understand  it  I  am  bound 
to  regard  the  position  of  the  hon.  Qen» 
tleman  as  peculiar,  seeing  that  having 
made  that  statement  he  immediately 
proceeded  to  answer  the  arguments  of 
my  hon.  Friend.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  has  passed  over  one  little 
point  with  regard  to  the  Minute  which 
has  been  read  here  this  evening.  He 
ttks — "  Why  discuss  this  Minute  since 
it  will  be  sent  before  the  Boyal  Oommis* 
ttoii?"  But  for  the  past  15  years 
you  have  put  off  the  claims  of  these 
miserably  paid  Oivil  servants  always  on 
the  same  ground — that  there  is  a  Oom- 
mission  or  Committee  or  some  other 
hody  examining  into  the  case.  Year 
after  year  the  claims  of  these  people 
have  been  brought  forward  in  Commit* 
tee  of  Supply.  The  subject  has  been 
brought  forward  in  the  House  by  way 
of  Motion.  Year  after  year  the  same 
stereotyped  answer  is  given — **0h! 
we  cannot  give  you  a  definite  answer 
now  because  the  subject  is  just  going  to 
be  considered  by  a  Boyal  Commission.'' 
I  should  hate  thought  that  the  Oovern- 
meot  had  enough  Commissions  on  their 
bands  without  taking  one  for  these  sub- 
jects. The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  justifies  the  small 
and  insufficient  pay  of  these  hard  work- 
ing officials  on  tlie  ground — and  the 
Oommittee  will  admit  that  this  is  the 
most  astounding  of  all  his  arguments — 
that  there  is  no  difficulty  in  obtaining 
men  £6r  these  positions.  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
there  would  be  any  difficulty  to  obtain 
men  to  fill  the  position  he  holds?  If 
the  post  of  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
were  to  come  to  competition  would  there 
iu)t  be  plenty  of  Gentlemen  come  for- 
ward on  that  side  of  the  House  to  com- 
pete for  it  P  And  is  there  any  difficulty 
in  obtaining  men  for  the  permanent 
staff  of  the  Civil  Service  ?  How  many 
men  apply  for  every  situation  vacant  ? 
Why  just  as  many,  if  not  more,  as  apply 
'or  these  minor  offices.  Do  you  account 
for  underpaying  these  clerks  by  the  fact 
that  they  are  easy  to  get  ?  If  not  why 
^0  you  refer  to  there  being  no  difficulty 


in  obtaining  men.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  admits  in  almost  a  tone  of 
humiliation  that  these  officials  are  under- 
paid.  Then  what  is  he  going  to  do  wiUi 
regard  to  them  ?  He  refers  to  the  Com- 
mission,  and  again  deals  for  a  few 
minutes  with  the  duties  of  a  trustee  of 

Eublic  money.  He  states  that  they  have 
ad  34,000  applications  for  these  posi- 
tions. Why,  how  many  thousanas  of 
applications  have  you  had  for  positions 
in  the  higher  grades  of  the  Service? 
You  have  actually  had  more.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
did  not  for  a  moment  touch  upon  this 
extra  pay  which  my  hon.  Friend  told  us 
these  writers  are  to  receive — he  made  no 
defence  whatever  of  this  paltry  Id,  per 
day  which  is  to  be  paid  to  the  men  who 
have  been  so  many  years  in  the  service 
of  this  country.  It  seems  that  the  men 
are  to  get  an  advance  of  id.  aday  one 
year  and  another  Id,  a- day  another 
year.  It  was  not  worth  your  while  hold- 
ing an  inquiry  into  the  matter  if  you 
have  nothing  more  generous  to  offer 
than  Id.  n-day  to  these  hard  working 
servants  of  the  Civil  Service.  Then, 
there  is  another  point — ^this  gratuity  of 
£20  which  you  propose  to  give  to  some 
of  these  men.  What  is  the  object  of 
that  ?  Is  the  payment  of  a  few  paltry 
pounds  supposed  to  be  an  inducement  to 
the  men  to  leave  the  Servioe?  That 
amount  would  not  support  them  for  more 
than  two  or  three  months,  economic  as 
they  might  be.  Then  the  work  they  did 
in  the  Civil  Service  would  have  to  be 
done  by  someone.  Who  is  to  do  it  if 
these  men  leave  ?  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  admitted  that  these  men  are 
not  doing  the  work  for  which  they  were 
originally  retained.  He  admitted,  and 
this  Minute  admits,  and  the  Beport  of 
the  Committee  admits,  that  a  large  num- 
ber of  them  are  employed  on  the  work  of 
the  higher  grade — in  doing  work  that 
the  permanent  officials  would  do  if  there 
were  enough  of  them.  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  shakes  his  head.  Why  it 
is  in  the  Beport^  and  he  admitted  it  in 
his  remarks  when  he  had  the  dispute  as 
to  whether  300  to  1,200  was  the  same  as 
three  to  one.  He  admitted  that  these 
writers  who  do  the  superior  work  of  per- 
manent officials  are  to  be  induced  to  re- 
tire. The  money  which  is  to  be  offered 
them  is  simply  a  bribe  to  retire.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  says — **  They  will  have 
the  opportunity  of   obtaining  employ- 
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ment  in  the  open  market."  Whj  I 
fthonM  have  thought  that  the  ezperiei«ce 
of  a  genUeman  connected  with  the  Oo- 
Tnemment  as  to  the  training  for  the  CKvil 
Service  fn  this  country  wodd  have  made 
it  impossible  fbr  such  a  statement  as 
that  to  come  fWnn  the  Secretary  to  t^e 
Treasury.  The  Civil  Service  brainhig 
in  this  country,  as  eveiyone  who  has 
any  knowledge  of  the  subject  is  aware, 
renders  it  impossible  for  an  old  Oivil 
Service  employ6  to  obtain  employ* 
ment  in  the  open  market.  These  men, 
after  leaving  the  Ckivemment  Service, 
hardly  ever  obtain  any  other  employ* 
ment,  because  they  are  so  entirelv  in- 
capacitated for  it.  The  purely  mechani- 
cal mef&od  of  working  which  prevails 
amongst  the  lower  orders  of  the  Oivil 
Service  renders  a  man  who  has  been  in 
that  Service  a  few  years  incapable  of 
being  of  real  assistance  in  a  mercantile 
office.  It  is  impossible  for  such  a  person 
to  compete  with  the  regular  employ^ 
in  the  commercial  service.  So  that  when 
you  have  had  these  underpaid  men  in 
your  service  for  eight  or  10  or  15  years, 
and  then  tempt  tnem  to  retire  by  the 
offer  of  a  miserable  gratuity  of  a  few 
pounds,  you  are  simply  sending  th^m  to 
starvation.  ["No,  nol^H  Someone 
says  ^*  No,  no ! "  but  I  ask  those  who 
have  had  experience  of  the  Civil  Service 
whether  what  I  say  is  not  the  fact  ?  I 
ask,  further,  whether,  if  a  man  who  has 
been  in  the  Civil  Service  goes  to  a  mer- 
cantile office  and  asks  for  employment 
he  is  likely  to  get  it  ?  He  is  not ;  none 
of  them  are  likely  to  obtain  employment 
unless  they  take  to  literature,  and  it  is 
needless  to  say  that  only  a  very  small 
fraction  of  them  can  do  that.  What  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has  said,  in 
short,  is  no  answer  to  the  claims  of  these 
men,  and  I  trust  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  will  go  to  a  Division 
to  mark  our  sense  of  the  bad  and  un- 
generous way  in  which  these  writers 
have  been  treated  for  so  many  years. 

The  SECRETARY  or  STATE  pob 
THE  COLONIES  (Sir  HsimT  Holland) 
(Hampstead) :  As  the  Committee  is 
perhaps  aware,  I  feel  great  sympathy 
for  these  Civil  Service  writers,  and 
having  more  than  once  advocated  their 
cause  m  this  House,  I  should  like  to  say 
a  word  now.  I  would  respectfully  sub- 
mit that  this  discussion  is  somewhat  pre- 
mature, for  this  reason  that  great  reliance 
has  been  placed  on  the  Treasury  Minute, 
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but  up  to  now  that  Minuto  has  only  bsi  u 
seen  by  two  Gentlemen*— naoidT,  dis 
hon.  Oendemaa  opposite  (Mr.  Aiftur 
O'Connor)  and  my  hon.  Friend  tbi 
Financial  Seeretaiy  to  Ihe  Trsamy 
(Mr.  Jackson).  The  Committee  gess^ 
rally  hav^  not  had  an  opportunity  si 
studying  it.  That  Ti^asary  Mamto  hsi^ 
as  I  understand,  been  broaghlbsferd 
the  Royal  Commiesioii,  irito  wSl  Mn 
fall  power  to  report  «pon  it.  U  Ajm 
is  any  doubt  on  that  point,  I  vu^  Hj 
I  am  authorized  to  state  tlutihefvss* 
tion  of  the  position  of  tksaeCiTiL^erhuiti 
is  open  to  nie  OemmissioB  ^  4nvestigaiUi 
I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  why  bob. 
Oentlemen,  who  support  "the  caass  of 
of  these  writers^  widi  ta  Toduoe  tht 
amount  of  this  Vote  by  striking  off  aS 
item  which  must  tend  to  improve  tte 
position  of  these  wiitsis,  al&ough  it 
may  appear  to  some  not  to  go  to 
enough  and  not  to  deal  satis&olofily 
withtheoase.  I  fnl  teseewhyOfiOlIt* 
men  who  are  advocating  Ae  «aQse  of 
these  writers  shoald  reject  a  ackev^ 
which  awards  an  amount  of  abovt 
£6,000  per  annum,  and  which,  to  i 
great  ei.tent,  admits  the  difflooltiss  of 
the  qneetion  and  the  goodneas  of  th^ 
case  of  these  Civil  Service  writeis.  It 
may  be  that  the  £6,000  doea  not  msks 
a  sufficient  provision;  it  may  be  that 
the  remedy  that  is  proposed  ie  not  saffi- 
ci^Uy  sweeping ;  but  that  wiU  he  i 
matter  which  the  Oommisaion  can  is- 
yestip;ate.  How  we,  scttiag  here  thli 
evening  with  no  knowledge  of  the 
Treasury  Minute,  can  investigate  tb« 
question  thoroughly  and  aatiafacterily  I 
am  at  a  loss  to  know.  I  would  Vkest 
respectfully  snggest,  therefore,  that  the 
ease  of  the  copyists  would  be»  to  a  per- 
tain extent,  prejudiced .  by  a  hostile 
Division  on  the  Treasury  Minute.  I 
would  suggest  that  it  wosld  be  well  to 
stop  this  debate,  whioh^  as  I  have  ssM> 
is  somewhat  premature,  and  to  ad^ 
the  offering  of  the  Treasury,  reserriag 
to  all  who  are  interested  in  the  sasei  tbs 
ri^ht  of  examining  into  the  TreasOiy 
Minute,  and  the  case  put  betoe  ths 
Soyal  Commission. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOB:  I  can 
quite  understand  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  who  has  just  sat  down  making  4hs 
suggestion  he  has  offered  to  the  HosM. 
It  is  a  vety  natural  suggestion  to  ooaie 
from  one  who  does  not  know  the  ooa- 
tents  of  the  Treasury  Ifinnte.     That 
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TrMLspTj  Miautei  if  acted  upon  now>  will 
commit  the  GoniHiitleeio  a  oestaia  Ubo-^ 
]|  will  predpitato  a  Use  <xt  oooiduot  from 
whioh  there  will  be  no  retreat  after* 
wards.  This  Vote  is  not  only  for  bonuaes 
£»  men  of  a  certain  length  of  serrioe 
who  roBiam  ia  the  Serrioe^  but  it  is  also 
lor  gtfatniiies  ie  be  paid  to  men  who 
leav«  ika  Service  under  the  Treasury 
Miaolew    Oueof  the  terms  of  the  Min«Ae 
mder  whidi  theee  gratukiefi  are  to  be 
giteo  waa  to  the  effidot  that  any  man 
aeo6Dttng   a  gratoity,  if  heareaft^  he 
sottlc,  by  ecramaattony  prore  himself  fit 
lor  higher  eerviee  in  the  (S.Til  8er¥ice» 
wottldi  befiM«lia«ould  be  appointed  to 
inch  hi^ar  aervioe,  hare  to  repay  to  the 
pablie  the  amountol  gratuity  whioh  had 
bsen  paid  to  him  on  learing  tha  lower 
grade.    8o  that  an  imfQrtul)atB  writur 
who  aeoepta  a  gratuity  of  £20,  aadthen, 
Its  montha  afiierwards,  by  the  exerotae 
of  paUenoe  and  toil)  auoceeda  in  paasing 
tkmigh  a  eompetitionf   ia  not  to  be 
allowed  to  reap  m&  heaefit  el  so  pasaing 
by  entering  into  tJra  Serrioe  he  has 
proved  himmf  fit^r»  withoat  surrender* 
i&gihe£2a upon  which. he  has  had  to 
live  daring  the  intomediate  six  months 
It  isvperfediy  impossiUe  for  the  C<»n- 
tiitteeto  pass  this  Vote, and  then  toaay 
that'the  question  still  remainaopsai  foir 
eoMideration.     The  si^ua]tion   is  irr^ 
ooretable  onbe  yon  oanunit  yourselves  to 
this  Vote/    But  I  imagine  tliat  for  the 
80T«mmenttO4»ma  down  here  and  ask 
^Onnmittee  to  vote  a  anm  like  this, 
heiore   the   teraa   upon    which  it   is 
iNtadad  have,  been  laid  before  us,  is  a 
MUMS  open  to  much  greater  objeolion 
tkui  can  be  raised  to  any  other  part  (^ 
tiM  SQhem<»  of  the  Treaaary.     If  this 
deeiifoa  ia  premature,  why  do  we  not 
pM^NMie  the  Vote  until  the  diaeussioA 
dan  be  maintained   with    advantage? 
But  I  would  undertake  to  show  to  any 
ttsaof  reasoaabfe  and  fair  mind,  who 
vffi  ha«e  the  patieaoe  to  liaten  to  the 
&ot8  fA  the  caae>  ■!  wiiloaavinoe  him 
W  gvviag  20^  or  80,  or  80  inatanoea  of 
Hfii^men-***thatthe  terms  of  this  Trea* 
*«iy  Miawte  are  most  ine<)uital^6«     I 
^  use   no   stronger   language   than 
^ftt.     With    re^^    to    the    strong 
^tsgttage  of  which  the    hon.  G^itle- 
ttisa  the  Secretary  to   the   Treasury 
(fc«  Jackson)  complained,  I  am  very 
jwiy  that  he  ahould  haiee  thought  he 
M  reason  to  object  to  the  terma  I  em- 
I^^T^.    Il isnot  neeessary,  I  am  sure, 


for  me  to  disdaim  any  personal  applica- 
tion  of  those  terms.    Such  a  thing  never 
entered  into  my  thoughts.    I  do  not  feel 
now  that  the  hon.  Qentleman  is  respon-' 
sible  for  the  difficulty ;  and  lam  certain 
it  is  a  Gentleman  of  a  very  different 
class  of  mind  from  the  hon.  Member  to 
whom  t^is  Mimite  is  to  be  traced.    But 
the  CV>mmittee  cannot  appreciate  the 
proposals  involved  in  the  Tote  at  the 
present  moment.    If  the  Vote  is  taken, 
the  line  of  conduct  adopted  by  the  Trea? 
sury  will  have  been  sanctioned,    and 
there  will  be  no  retreat.    The  status  of 
the  men  who  remain  ia  the  Service  aa 
writers  will    be   compromised.      If   I 
could  see  n^  wi^  fairly  in  discharge 
of  my  simple  duty,  ^  a  Member  of  the 
House,  knowing  the  facts  of  the  case,  to 
do  so,  I  should  be  |{lad  to  withdraw  all 
opposition  to  the  Vote,  hoping  that,  on 
a  future  oceaMoo,  the  matter  would  be 
dealt  with;  but  the  proposal  that  the 
matter  is  now  before  a  Boyal  Gommia- 
sion#  and  i^ay  be  well  left  to  thai;  Oom- 
mission,  is  most  futile.  That  Commission 
will  probably  not  report  for  a  couple  of 
years  to  ^ome;  and,  at  the  moat,  can 
only  report  from  time  to  time  on  com* 
paratively  small  sectiona  of  the  whole 
question.     Probably  upon  the  point  we 
are  disou^sing^  its  Beport  will  not  cover 
more  than  the.  question  of  the   grant 
provided  for  in  this  Vote,    It  appears 
to  me  that  there  is  nothing  left  for  the 
Oommittee  to  do  but  to  protest  against 
the  iniquitous  way  in  whioh  these  writers 
are  treated  by  dividing  against  the  Yote, 
Me.    SCLATEE  .  BOOTH    (Han^, 
Basingstoke) :    I  am  surprised  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary   for    the    Colonies    (Sir    Uenry 
Holland)  referring  to  the  Boyal  Com- 
misaion  on  the  Civil  Establishments  as 
though  their  prooeedinga  are  such  aa 
will  relieve  the  Treasury  from  the  diffi- 
culty of  dealing  with  the  question  of  the 
position  of  these  writers*    I  cannot  a^ppree 
with  the  view  that  the  grievances  of  the 
Civil  servants  are  in  any  way  before  the 
Boyal  Commission,      At  all  events,  I 
have  accepted  a  post  on  that  Commission 
on  a  very  different  understanding.    It 
was  offered  to  me  on  totally  ditk'erent 
grounda;  and  it  was  with  the  greatest 
surprise  that  I  heard  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  a  large  portion  of 
the  time  of  the  Commiasion  was  expected 
to  be  employed  in  listening  to  the  griev- 
ances of  these  clerks.    Already  a  great 


Digitized  by 


Google 


795       Svppk-^Cml  8ervi$ei,      {COMMONS}        ^#.  JSMiikii##,  iSM-7.       796 


deal  has  been  done  to  embarrass  the 
prospects  of  the  Commission  of  arriving 
at  an  early  decision ;  and  it  seems  to  me 
that  if  we  are  expected  to  go  into  these 
questions,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
indicates,  those  prospects  are  likelj  to 
be  a  great  deal  nore  embarrassed. 

Mb.  PULE8T0N  (Devonport) :  It 
seems  to  me  that  we  are  in  a  great  diffi- 
culty, after  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down,  and  in 
view  of  the  remarks  which  fell  from  ihe 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  who  was  for- 
merly Financial  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury. I  had  hoped  to  hear  some  favour- 
able response  to  the  proposal  to  postpone 
this  Tote  to  another  day.  I  should  not 
Hke  to  reduce  the  Tote,  as  it  would  be 
taking  away  from  the  Civil  Service 
writers  an  instalment  of  that  advantage 
which  we  hope  is  in  store  for  them  in 
the  future.  I  had  hoped,  after  the 
statement  of  the  rig^t  hon.  Oentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  H.  EL.  Fowler)  last  year, 
that  the  subject  of  the  position  of  writers 
would  be  thoroughly  threshed  out  in  the 
Treasury  Minute.  The  question  arose 
before  the  Hoyal  Commission  was 
thought  of  at  all,  and  I  came  to  the 
conclusion,  when  the  Commission  was 
set  on  foot,  that  we  should  have  the 
case  of  these  clerks,  with  other  cases, 
thoroughly  threshed  outi  But,  in  view 
of  the  remarks  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
who  has  just  sat  down,  I  do  not  know 
where  we  are  at  all.  I  do  hope  thai  for 
the  present,  at  all  events,  this  Vote  will 
not  be  pressed  to  a  Division.  If  it  is  so 
pressed,  it  will  plaoe  those  who  desire  to 
support  the  Oovemment  in  a  very  diffi- 
cult position  indeed.  I  trust  the  pro- 
posal for  the  postponement  of  the  Vote 
will  be  accepted. 

Mb.  HE^fEY  H.  FOWLEE  (Wolver- 
hampton, East) :  As  the  hon.  ChentlemMi 
opposite  (Mr.  Puleston)  has  referred  to 
me,  I  may  be  allowed  to  point  out  what 
was  the  position  of  the  matter  when  the 
late  Government  left  Office.  I  am 
speaking  under  some  difficulty,  not 
huAving  heard  the  whole  of  the  discus- 
sion this  evening.  I  would  point  out, 
however,  that  the  Minute  was  not  pre- 
pared or  contemplated  when  I  left 
Office.  The  Minute  I  had  occasion  to 
allude  to  was  in  reference  to  Lower 
Division  clerks.  I  stated  to  the  House, 
I  think,  on  the  last  day  of  last  Session, 
that  I  had  appointed  a  Departmental 
Committee  to  examine  into  the  wholo 

^/r.  SeJater-Booth 


question  of  the  wtitem,  believing  tfant 
tiiey  had  a  very  substantial  grievaaoe. 
Pending  the  Beport  of  the  C^mittee, 
I  was  not  prepared,  however,  to  axpreis 
my  opinion  upon  thse  matter.     &eie 
was  then  before  the  Treaeary  a  Minute 
dealing  with  another  and  totally  different 
branch    of    the   subject — saiaely,  the 
grievanoes  and  claims  of  the  Lower  Difi- 
sion  clerks  who  are  permanent  memlMn 
of  the  Civil  Service,  and  who  oomfilained 
of  tfaesr  peeition  as  compared  ipMi  that 
of  the  Higher  Dividoii  (detks«    We  bare 
also  the  complaints  of  the  writen  who 
are  not  permanent  merabets  of  the  Civil 
Service,  bat  are  only  oasnaUy  and  tem- 
porarily  employed.      Then     a    Beyal 
Commission  was  annouao^  to  uawitli 
reference  to  Civil  Service  expenditure; 
and  after  I  had  accepted  a  post  on  that 
Oommisnon,  on  the  same  understanding 
as  the  right  hon.  Gtotleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Solater-Booth),  I  was  astounded  to 
fiod,  towards  the  end  of  tiia  Seeeion,  tbat 
the  whole  qnestion  of  the  Lower  Divisioii 
clerks  was  to  be  r^erred  to  the  Oeaimii- 
sion .   If  I  had  contemplated  tiiat  oomne, 
I  should  have  been  in  favour  of  tliat  which 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  SeereCaiy 
for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
reeom  mended  from  this  Bench  last  Julj 
—namely,  that  the  case  of  these  pereonB 
should  be  heard  before  a  Oonuuittes  of 
this  House.    I  do  not  hesitate  to  ssy 
that  nothing  has  been  done  which  vili 
tend  more  to  aeutraltae  the  offset  cl  the 
inquiry  of  the  Oomrniasion  in  the  soiBe 
in  whioh  the  Cbmnussion  was  fccmed, 
than  the  adding  to  its  dtities  of  tins 
qnestion  of  the  position  of  the  Lower 
Division  derks.     The  question,  of  the 
writers  is  not  before  the  OonmissioB, 
and  does  not  oome  within  its  purview. 
Asa  memb^  of  the  Commission,  I  am 
speakicg  the  sense  of  Uiat  bodj ;  and  I 
think  I  am  speaking  the.aense  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  oppoeitn  when  I 
say  that  we  shall  all  ofajeot  to  this  addi- 
tional work  being  cast  upon  us.    We 
have  endeavoured  to  do  the  best  wetsn 
with  reference  to  the  Lower  DivisioQ 
clerks;  but  we  cannot  undertake  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  writers,  seeing  that 
it  in  no  way  forms  part  of  the  dotiee 
we  undertook.     I  am  sure  I  should  be 
happ7  to  do  all  in  my  power  to  aaiiet 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.    I  know 
the  difficulties  whioh  surround  him,  tod 
the  pressure  which  is  brought  to  bstr 
upon  him  in  connection  wkh  matteis  of 
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tfaiB  kind ;  but,  88  ibis  is  simply  a  Sup- 
plementary Estimate,  I  would  put  it  to 
him  wbetber  it  would  not  be  better  to 
withdraw  tbe  Vote  at  the  present  time, 
and  leave  it  to  come  up  again  next  year. 
So  far  as  the  Koyal  Commission  whicb 
is  now  sitting  is  concerned,  you  hayo 
heard  one  of  its  members  from  the  other 
tide  of  the  House,  and  now  you  have 
heard  me — another  of  its  members— 
repudiate  the  idea  that  the  body,  under 
the  terms  of  its  Beferenoe,  can  be  called 
apon  to  consider  tbe  case  of  these  writers. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  £.) :  I  am  afraid  after  the  declara- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down,  it  is  incumbent  on  me 
to  say  that  this  day  the  Commis9ion  did 
take  this  point  into  consideration.  I 
ihoold  not  be  dealing  fVankly  with  the 
Hoose  if  I  did  not  make  that  statement. 
But  80  far  from  the  Government  intend- 
ing the  Oommission  to  deal  with  this 
qaeetion,  and  so  far  from  their  believing 
that  it  would,  some  time  after  they  had 
q^pointed  it  they  issued  this  Minute 
without  waiting  for  the  Report  of  the 
Commission. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) : 
After  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  has  said  I  should  like  bo  ex- 
plain how  this  matter  came  before  the 
Commissioners  at  all.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said — and  I  invite  the 
Committee  to  listen  to  these  remarks — 
that  as  he  had  undertaken,  and  as  the 
Coounittee  will  remember,  he  appointed 
aDepartmental  Committee  to  thoroughly 
eonsider  the  question  of  the  writers. 
Sir,  that  Committee  did  carefully  oon- 
ader  the  question  of  the  writers,  and 
Hob  Minute  is  the  embodiment  of  the 
mianimous  Report  of  that  Committee. 
Therefore,  Sir,  so  far  as  the  Committee 
has  any  weight  you  liave  their  unani- 
mous opinion  that  the  proposal  con- 
tained in  this  Minute  is  fair  and  suit- 
able under  the  circumstances.  The  Trea- 
aajf  when  the  Committee  had  reported, 
coBsidereNi  their  Report  and  framed 
this  Estimate.  The  Treasuiy  considered 
themselves  bound  by  the  fact,  which  I 
believe  was  thoroughly  recognized,  that 
the  Civil  Service  Commission  was  at 
liberty  to  inquire  into  any  and  every 
Qitestion  connected  with  the  Civil  Service. 
One  of  the  first  things  they  did  was  to 
lay  before  the  Royal  Commission  ap- 
pmnted  to  inquire  into  the  Oiyil  Services 


a  copy  of  this  Minute  to  show  what  the 
Treasury's  conclusion  was.  Sir,  I  think 
the  Government  must  take  their  stand 
upon  this  Minute.  The  question  has 
been  fully  and  carefully  considered,  and 
this  Minute  embodies  the  view  of  the 
Government  upon  tbe  question.  They 
have  no  desire  to  prejudice  in  any  way 
the  opinion  of  the  Koyal  Commission. 
They  have  submitted  this  Minute  to  the 
Commission  in  the  hope  that  the  Com- 
missioners will  consider  it  and,  if  neces- 
sary, will  make  a  recommendation  upon 
it.  If  they  make  such  a  recommenda- 
tion I  am  sure  the  Government  will  be 
very  glad  to  give  it  every  consideration 
possible.  Sir,  it  is  no  use  going  back 
upon  this  question.  It  ha9, 1  assure  the 
Committee,  been  most  carefully  con- 
sidered, and  to  refer  it  back  again  would 
not  be  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
writers.  My  own  impression  is  that 
little  as  is  the  amount  in  this  Vote,  to 
refer  it  back  would  involve  an  addi- 
tional burden  on  one  branch  of  the 
Service,  and  one  branch  of  the  Ser- 
vice, let  me  remind  the  Committee, 
which  is  not  a  branch  of  the  established 
Civil  Service  of  the  country.  These 
men  take  the  position  of  writers  in  the 
full  and  complete  knowledge  that  their 
occupation  and  employment  is  only 
temporary.  That  must  be  clearly  borne 
in  mind ;  therefore  I  say  that  when  you 
consider  that  this  is  an  additional  charge 
of  £6,000  a-year  to  this  very  limited  and 
temporary  employment,  hard  as  the 
measure  is  to  these  men,  under  ail  the 
circumstances  justice  has  been  done. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  has  just  answered  hostilely  to 
himself  a  previous  speech  made  upon 
this  Vote.  JSarlier  he  advised  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  Minute  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  was  not  before  the 
Committee,  and  that  we  oould  not  deal 
with  it,  and  now  he  says  that  the  Go- 
vernment take  their  stand  upon  it.  If  the 
Government  take  their  stand  upon  it,  I 
submit  that  it  is  most  unfair  to  put  the 
Vote  to  the  Committee  without  letting 
the  Committee  have  the  Minute  on  which 
the  Gx>vernment  so  take  their  stand. 

Me.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  ( Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  By  way  of  explanation 
I  should  like  to  say  that  I  was  not  pre- 
sent at  the  meeting  of  the  Commission 
to  which  the  Member  for  East  Donegal 
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referred,  and  that,  therefore,  I  w^  not 
aware  that  the  Commission  bad  touched 
this  Question.  I  would  ask  what  is  the 
position  of  the  Gbvernment,  and  what  is 
the  position  of  the  Commissioa?  The 
hon.  Member  opposite  says  he  is  going  to 
take  a  Vote  that  practically  endorses  the 
Minute.  Surely  then,  the  Commissbn 
is  not  going  to  sit  as  a  Court  of  Appeal 
againsi;  the  decision  of  the  ho  a.  Gentle« 
man?  I  think  the  Qoyernment  might 
themselves  decide  the  question.  It  is 
not  a  matter  for  the  Boyal  Commission. 
If  we  endorse  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment are  we,  who  are  not  Members  of 
the  Qoyernment,  and  who,  some  of  us, 
are  not  even  Members  of  tjie  House,  to 
sit  in  judgment  at  the  Commission  on  the 
decision  of  this  Committee  ? 

The  CH  ANOELLOEof  rae  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  answer  is  that  it 
would  seem  better  that  no  expression  of 
opinion  should  be  taken  against  one  side 
or  the  other.  That  is  precisely  the  point 
put  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  :  Then  postpone 
the  Vote. 

Me.  GOSCHEN:  It  would  be  against 
the  interests  of  the  writers  themselves 
that  the  Vote  should  be  postponed.  The 
Treasury  are  of  opinion  that  these  bo- 
nuses should  be  given.  They  will  be 
given ;  but  if,  in  ttje  future,  the  Treasury 
should  consider  that  this  Minute  is  i^ot 
effective,  we  shall  be  able  to  change  it 
and  give  higher  gratuities.  It  must  b3 
obvious  to  the  Committee  that  it  will  be 
against  the  interests  of  the  writers  them- 
selves to  have  these  sums  struck  out.  As 
to  the  Commission  itself,  I  am  sorry  that 
there  has  been  a  misunderstanding.  I 
should  be  glad  to  hear  from  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Commission  and  other  Mem- 
bers authoritatively  what  they  consider 
their  duty  in  the  matter.  Bodies  of  this 
kind  usually  show  a  stronger  inclination 
to  extend  than  to  narrow  their  authority. 
However,  there  is  no  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  Treasury  to  place  any  duty  upon 
the  Commission  which  does  not  legiti- 
mately belong  to  it. 

Mr.  PULESTON  (Devonport):  We 
are  asked  to  vote  on  this  question  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  on 
the  ground  that  the  Boyal  Commission 
vrill  thresh  the  matter  out.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  expressed  some  surprise 
that  we  should  have  any  doubt  whatever 
as  to  this  being  a  subject  which  will  come 

Mr.  IT.  R.  Fowler. 


before  the  Commission.    W^l,  wehaie 
very  good  reason  to  doubt  it.    We  find 
here  to-night  two  influential  Members 
of  the  Hoyal  Commission  who  altogetber 
repudiate  that  the  Commission  has  any- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  th's  questioa. 
May  I  be  allowed  to  state  that  I  had 
some  conversation  with  the  late  Cbao- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer^  before  this 
Boyal  (Commission  was  thought  of,  on 
the  subject  of  appointing  a  Parliamen- 
tary  Committee    to   inquire   into  the 
iuestion  of  Civil  Servants.    The  noble 
lOrd  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  ex- 
pressed himself  upon  that  occasion  in 
favour  of  carrying  out  what  was  prae- 
tically  promised   at   the    ^id   of  last 
Session  by  the  then  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  and  his  Predecessors,  in  pur- 
suance of  the  decision  of  the  House  of 
Commons.     The  Chancellor  of  the  £i- 
chequer  came  to  the  conclusion — ^I  hope 
I  am  not  doing  wrong  by  repeating  a 
private  conversation — that  a  Parliamen- 
tary Committee  was  the  best  thing.  On 
further  considering  the  question,  how- 
ever, and  the  other  q uestions  coming  out 
of  it,  the  noble  Lord  decided  to  enlar^ 
the  scope  of  the  iqquiry,  and  to  turn  it 
into  a  Boyal  Commission.    Since  then  I 
have  heard — as  we  hear  a  good  many 
things — what  has  been  stated  here  to- 
night, that  this  question  of  Civil  Service 
clerks,  particularly  the  writers,  is  abso- 
lutely repudiated  bysomeMembersof  the 
Boyal  Commission.     I  understand  that 
there  are  three  Members  of  the  Boyal 
Commission  in  the  House.     We  have 
had  expressions  from  two  to-night.  We 
are  asked  to  go  to  a  Vote  on  the  under- 
standing that  this  Minute  will  go  to  the 
Boyal  Commisttion.    It  is  said  that  we 
must  look  upon  this  Vote  aa  an  instal- 
menty  coupled  with  the  very  generous 
remarks  we  have  heard  from  the  Be- 
presentatives  of  the  Government,  that 
something  better  might  be  hoped  from 
the  Boy^  Commission.    That,  in  view 
of  the  contradictory  statements  made, 
places  some  of  us  on  this  side  of  the 
House  in    a  position   of  considerable 
difficulty ;  therefore,  I  would  ag^  ^P* 
peal  to  the  Secretajry  to  the  Treasury 
to  postpone  the  Vote. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.) :  The  Committee  is  certainly 

S laced  in  a  difficulty,  if  the  Gtoveniment 
0  not  consent  to  postpone  the  Vote.  I 
took  part  for  several  years  in  ai^  agita- 
tion on    behalf  of   the   Civil  8er?ice 
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writen,  therefore  I  may  cl^im  to  be 
allowed  to  say  a  word  in  the  discussion. 
We  are  teld  that  the  amount  placed  in 
thet  8nppleinentary  Estimate  is  based 
on  the  Keport  of  the  Committee  Which 
▼89  appointed  to  eonsider  this  matter 
and  which  has  been  embodied  in  a 
Treasury  Minute.  But  that  Minute  has 
only  been  seen  by  two  Members  of  the 
HoHse — &e  hon.  Member  on  this  side 
(Mr.  A.  O'Obnnor)  and  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  The  Committee  is  asked 
to  eodorse  the  Minute  by  voting  the  sum 
of  £^,000.  My  view  of  tiie  matter  is 
&!*.  The.  Tote  may  be  right,  but  we 
ought  to  see  the  Minute  before  we  agree 
to  it.  lean  anxious  that  the  Civil  Ser- 
fice  writers  should  obtain  more  liberal 
payment,  and  therefore  I  do  not  wish  to 
stand  in  &e  way  of  this  Yote  for  more 
money.  It  would,  consequently,  be 
^ottlt  for  me  to  vote  one  way  or  the 
other.  I  do  not  know  what  reasons  the 
Beoretary  to  the  Treasury  has  to  give 
against  the  postponement  of  the  l^te, 
but  it  certainly  appears  to  me  that  he 
dKmld  postpone  it,  and  that  before  he 
bnngs  it  on  again  he  should  give  hon. 
Ifombers  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
Minute  upon  ^ich  his  proposal  is 
based.  I  would  urge  the  hon.  Gen- 
tieman  to  postpone  the  Vote. 

Mb.  DIXON-HAETLAND  (Mid- 
dlesex,  XJzbridge):  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
0817  ^1^  follow  the  advice  given  to  him 
en  both  Mdea  of  the  House,  and  postpone 
thi^  Vote.  I  am  very  much  afraid  if 
the  Tote  is  dedded  to-night  that  when 
tile  writers  make  their  &mand  in  the 
fatate  tiiey  win  be  told,  "  Oh !  you  have 
rocked  your  3B6,000  and  must  rest  con- 
tent. The  question  is  dosed ;  you  have 
got  what  you  expected,  and  need  not 
Mk  for  i^ything  more.'^  I  have  taken 
gi^t  interest  in  this  subject  for  many 
years.  ^  I  have  asked  repeated  Questions 
ttf  various  Secretaries  to  the  Treasury 
▼ith  r^ard  to  it,  and  I  have  always 
been  told  that  a  Committee  is  sitting  or 
that  some  other  inquiry  is  plroceeding. 
But  we  have  neier  seen  any  Iteport  of 
ttfiy  Oommissi<m  or  any  Minute  of  any 
kind.  This,  I  think,  is  the  first  time  the 
Oonmdttee  has  been  asked  to  vote  a  sum 
of  meney  without  seeing  the  Minute  on 
whiA  the  Treasury  bas^  their  opinion. 
I  hope  after  all&at  Ministers  will  accede 

YOIi.  qoOXI.     [thhid,  stodw.] 


to  the  request  of  hon.  Members,   and 
will  consent  to  postpone  the  Yote. 

TheCHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  would  point  out  to 
the  Committee  that  we  continually  vote 
money  without  the  Minutes  on  which 
the  Votes  are  based  being  placed  before 
us.  I  may  inform  hon.  Members  that  I 
would  gladly  undertake  this  —  If  the 
Committee  will  pass  this  Vote  and  give 
to  these  writers  the  boon  which  tney 
will  find  in  this  increase  of  remuneration, 
the  Minute  shaU  be  produced  and  laid 
before  the  House.  I  will  also  undertake 
that  the  question  shall  be  further  ex- 
amined. I  win  communicate  with  the 
Royal  Commission  and  see  whether  they 
care  to  undertake  that  examination,  and 
if  they  do  not,  I  will  see  that  it  is  further 
examined  by  someone  else. 

Me.  PTJLESTON  :  By  a  Committee 
of  the  House? 

Me.  GOSCHEN:  No,  I  will  not  under- 
take that  fortius  reason,tliat  I  do  not  think 
that  a  political  body  is  the  best  body  fov 
dealing  with  the  salaries  of  Civil  ser- 
vants. There  is  a  constant  and  not  un- 
natural complaint  of  the  increasing  cost 
of  Government,  and  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  a  large  number  of  Civil  ser- 
vants, like  others,  have  votes,  and  if 
Parliamentary  pressure  is  brought  to 
bear  the  Estimates  will  continue  to  in- 
crease. I  woidd  make  this  appeal  to 
the  Committee,  that  they  should  not  in- 
sist upon  political  forces  dealing  with 
this  question  of  the  writers,  but  that 
they  should  place  confidence  in  a  fiirther 
inquiry  and  leave  me  to  communicate 
with  the  Royal  Commission  and  see 
whether,  notwithstanding  the  protest 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  they  are  willing 
to  undertake  this  inquiry.  If  they  are 
not  I  will  undertake  that  the  matter  shall 
be  inquired  into  further,  although  not 
by  a  Committee  of  this  House. 

Me.  ARTHOR  O^CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.) :  I  am  sure  the  Committee  will 
recognize  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
shown  himself  ready  to  meet  the  case  of 
the  writers  in  all  fairness.  I  do  not 
myself  see  that  under  the  circumstances 
he  coidd  have  done  very  much  more  than 
he  has  done.  I  only  desire  in  asking 
leave  to  withdraw  my  Motion  for  a  re- 
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duotion  of  the  Vote,  to  draw  attention  to 
one  sentence  in  this  Minute  which  is 
pregnant  with  importance.  It  says  that 
copyists  who  may  be  called  upon  to  re- 
tire with  a  view  to  reducing  the  number 
on  the  Register,  or  for  any  other  cause 
than  that  of  misconduct  or  refusal  to 
serve,  shall  receive  a  gratuity  calculated 
in  the  manner  aforesaid.  That  con- 
templates the  compulsory  retirement  of 
some  of  these  men.  They  are  to  receive 
a  gratuity,  and  are  to  be  sent  about 
their  business.  That  is  the  way  I  read 
it,  and  that  is  the  way  the  copyists  recul 
it.  I  will  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if, 
in  considering  this  matter,  he  will  take 
care  that  those  who  are  threatened  with 
dismissal  shall  be  reinstated.  With  re- 
gard to  Parliamentary  pressure  being 
put  upon  Members  by  Civil  Service 
clerks  who  are  voters,  I  may  say  I  do 
not  believe  that  amongst  my  constituents 
in  East  Donegal  there  is  a  single  Civil 
Service  clerk. 

Sib  MATTHEW  WHITE  EIDLEY 
(Lancashire,  N.,  Blackpool) :  lam  sorry 
I  was  not  in  my  place  during  the  earlier 
part  of  the  discussion,  for  i  understand 
that  reference  has  been  made  to  the  Com- 
mission of  which  I  am  Chairman.  It  is 
no  doubt  true  that  many  Members  of  that 
Commission  have  viewed  with  astonish- 
ment, and  perhaps  even  with  despair, 
the  fact  that  they  find  themselves  obliged 
to  face,  amongst  many  other  things,  this 
difficult  question  of  the  Civil  Service 
writers.  In  justice  to  the  Commission, 
I  must  say  that  in  the  absence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemali  opposite  (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler)  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  on 
this  side  of  the  House  (Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth),  they  did  to-day  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  the  writers  attached  to  a  particu- 
lar department.  I  do  not  know  what  we 
may  be  able  to  report  to  the  House  as 
the  result  of  the  first  part  of  the  inquiry 
we  are  making,  but  undoubtedly  we  did 
deal  with  the  writers  of  one  department, 
which,  as  one  of  the  clerical  depart- 
ments of  the  State,  we  are  now  examin- 
iDg.  It  was  our  duty  according  to  the 
Eeference  to  us  to  consider  the  question 
of  the  writers  as  much  as  any  other  por- 
tion— I  will  not  say  of  the  clerical 
establishments,  because  the  writers  are 
not  technically  a  part  of  the  {clerical 
establishments  of  the  country — ^but  of 
the  Civil  Service.  I  do  not  kaow  whe- 
ther ultimately  the  Commission  may  not 

Mr,  Arthur  G'  Connor 


have  to  make  some  application  in  regard 
to  this  question,  but,  undoubtedly,  we 
have,  up  to  now,  had  under  our  ccm- 
sideration  certain  grievances  of  deiks 
connected  with  one  of  the  public  offices. 
We  did  think  it  necessary  to  summon 
before  us  gentlemen  representing  writers 
attached  ^  the  War  Office.  We  heard 
from  them  some  evidence  in  oonneetion 
with  the  special  grievance  they  alle^ 
tiiey  are  suffering  under.  I  wish  to 
assure  the  Qovemment  and  the  Com- 
mittee that  whatever  ultimat^y  we  may 
think  it  our  duty  to  represent^as  to  ibfi 
magnitude  of  the  inquiry  we  have  began 
to  conduct,  we  have  at  all  events  so  far 
acted  up  to  the  belief  that  the  terms  of 
our  Beference  do  not  prevent  us  from 
considering  the  case  of  the  writers. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agresd  to. 

(9.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  a  Sapplementary  som,  not  exoeedmg 
£1,800,  be  gnuited  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  oome  in  course  of  pay- 
ments during  the  year  ending  on  the  31  st  day 
of  March  1887,  for  the  Balaries  and  EzpeDsee  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  including  Tariotu 
Grants  in  Aid  of  Local  Taxation." 

Colonel  NOLAJi  (Galway,  N.):  I 
see  that  this  is  a  charge  for  medical  in- 
spection in  cholera  districts,  and  I  should 
like  to  know  how  it  has  arisen  ? 

The  president  op  the  LOOAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD(Mr.RiTOHiE) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  In  1884, 
certain  expenses  were  incurred  in  con- 
nection with  ike  inspection  of  some  of 
our  ports  in  order  to  prerent  Uie  impor- 
tation of  cholera.  In  IBS 5  again  it  be- 
came apparent  that  there  was  oonsider- 
ahle  danger  of  cholera  spreading  throagh 
the  country ;  and  it  was  proposed  by  ^e 
Local  Government  Board  that  the  in- 
spection which  had  been  confined  to  the 
ports  should  be  extended  to  inland  towns 
and  sanitary  areas,  where  it  was  believed 
that  the  sanitary  arrangements  were  of 
such  a  character,  that  if  cholera  were 
introduced  it  would  produce  great 
disaster.  We  consented  to  five  extra 
medical  inspectors  being  appointed  to  go 
round  and  inspect  the  sanitary  arrange- 
ments of  all  the  sanitary  areas  throupi- 
out  the  Kingdom.  It  was  found  on 
investigation  that  no  lees  a  nnmber  than 
500  of  these  sanitary  areas  required  to 
be  inspected.  The  Sanitary  Autborlties 
gladly  welcomed  the  inspectors  frcm  the 
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Loeal  Govemment  Board»  and  werereadj 
to  adopt  the  precautions  which  the  ex* 
perienoeof  these  inspectors  enabled  them 
to  make.  I  think  that  the  result  has 
been  in  every  way  satisfactory.  Well, 
8ir,  these  inspectors  were  appointed  for 
a  year.  That  year  expired  in  February, 
1886.  By  that  time  the  whole  number 
of  areas  had  not  been  investigated  or 
▼isited,  and  a  further  application  was 
made  by  the  Local  Government  Board  to 
the  Treasury  to  sanction  the  employment 
of  the  inspectors  for  a  further  period  of 
six  months.  When  that  period  expired 
it  was  found  that  there  were  still  some 
farther  districts  to  be  examined,  and  I 
made  application  to  the  Treasury  for  a 
certain  extension  of  time  which,  I  said, 
should  not  00  bey<md  the  dlst  of  last 
December.  The  Treasury  consented,  and 
by  the  30th  of  November  the  whole  of 
the  areas  had  been  visited  and  everything 
which  it  was  thought  necessary  to  do  was 
done.  The  whole  matter  is  now  closed. 
I  am  satisfied  that  the  visitations,  and 
eyeiything  that  has  been  done,  has  been 
fraught  with  advantages,  not  merely  of 
a  temporary,  but  of  a  permanently 
beneficial  kind.  Many  improvements 
have  been  adopted  in  consequence  of  the 
advice  given  by  our  inspectors  to  Local 
Authorities  regarding  the  sanitary  con- 
dition of  the  districts. 

CoLONSL  NOLAN :  Did  the  inspection 
include  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  RITCHTE:  No;  it  did  not 
extend  to  Lreland.  The  total  amount 
expended  in  the  present  year  has  been 
£4,400,  in  1886  it  was  over  £6,000,  and 
in  1885  £  1 ,000.  The  amount  altogether 
if  over  £  1 1 ,000.  It  has  not  been  neces- 
sary for  the  Local  Government  Board  to 
ask  the  House  ot  Commons  for  the 
whole  amount  of  this  £4,400  for  the 
present  year,  for  there  have  been  suffi- 
cient funds  remaining  in  their  hands  in 
oeanection  with  other  subjects  under  the 
Local  Government  Board's  Vote  to  enable 
them  to  meet  the  expenditure. 

OoLoisrEL  NOLAN:  Has  the  inspection 
been  confined  to  Great  Britain,  or  was 
Ireland  included  ?  Was  there  a  parallel 
inquiry  for  Ireland  ? 

,  Mb.  RITCHIE:  The  area  of  the 
jonBdiction  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  over  which  these  inspectors  were 
lent  is  confined  entirely  to  England. 

QoumxL  NOLAN:  And  Scotland? 
Mb.  EHOHIB:  No.    The  Local  Go- 
Tenuaent  Board  of  Ireland,  I  may  say. 


is  entirely  under  the  control  of  the  Irish 
Office. 

Mb.T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.): 
The  statement  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  is 
extremely  interesting ;  but  what  I  com- 
plain of  is  that  this  inquiry  should  have 
been  altogether  confined  to  England,  as 
if  England  is  the  only  ^[>art  of  the  United 
Kingdom  that  is  ever  likely  to  be 
attacked  with  cholera.  It  is  remarkable 
that  you  should  spend  £1,800  on  the 
sanitary  arrangements  of  England  out 
of  the  Imperial  funds  whilst  leaving  the 
localities  in  Ireland  to  bear  the  expendi- 
ture themselves.  Why  should  that  be  ? 
Why  should  we  in  Ireland  pay  for 
inspection  out  of  our  own  pockets? 
Whenever  in  England  you  have  cargoes 
coming  into  your  ports  from  foreign 
countries  where  cholera  may  exist,  you 
have  inspectors  and  doctors  to  see  that 
no  infectious  diseases  are  imported  by 
means  of  rags  or  things  of  that  kind. 
You  have  made  this  an  Imperial  matter, 
as  one  can  see  ^om  the  Estimate.  Jn 
Ireland,  however,  we  have  had  to  put 
our  hands  into  our  own  pockets  in  order 
to  prevent  infection  reaching  us.  The 
soul  or  body  of  an  Irishman  is  no  better 
than  that  of  an  Englishman,  and  we, 
therefore,  cannot  tmderstand  why  it 
should  not  be  protected  in  the  usual  way 
out  of  the  Imperial  funds.  In  this 
matter  you  give  us  a  kind  of  Home 
Bule  that  we  cannot  understand.  The 
whole  question  of  the  prevention  of  the 
importation  of  conta^ous  diseases  no 
doubt  is  one  of  considerable  interest. 
No  doubt  you  have  in  England  very 
extensive  ports.  No  doubt  it  was  neces- 
sary to  incur  great  expense  at  Hull, 
seeing  that  that  is  a  port  very  near 
Germany,  whence  it  was  feared  that 
cholera  might  come ;  but  in  Ireland  we 
also  have  ports  where  diseases  might  be 
brought  in,  and  why  should  we  have  to 
pay  for  preventing  them  from  being 
brought  in  out  of  our  own  pockets  ?  I 
would  like  to  ask  the  Irish  secretary  as 
to  ports  like  Derry,  Belfast,  and  Dublin ; 
whether  infection  might  not  have  been 
brought  in  there  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  precautions  taken  by  local  doctors  ? 
Seeing  that  £1,800  has  been  expended 
in  England,  I  should  say  that  about 
£600  has  been  spent  in  Lreland,  and  I 
would  ask  whether  the  local  rates  of 
Ireland  will  be  disembarrassed  to  that 
extent  ?  r^  1 
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The  chief  SECEETARTfob  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
(Biifitol,  W.) :  This  item  in  the  Estimate 
is  for  inspectors  who  have  been  appointed 
to  keep  out  infectious  diseases  from 
abroad.  The  importation  of  cholera 
was  principally  feared  from  Spain,  and 
I  imeigine  the  inspection  would  mainlj 
take  place  at  those  English  ports  trad- 
ing with  Spain  and  the  South  of 
England.  If  an  j  Irish  port  was  simi- 
larly situated,  and  had  a  similar  daim, 
no  doubt  the  cost  of  inspection  there 
would  fall  on  the  Imperial  funds.  As 
the  hon.  Member  has  called  my  attention 
to  the  subject,  I  will  make  a  point  of 
inquiring  into  it,  and  will  do  my  best  to 
see  that  the  charge  is  fairly  distributed. 

Mb.  p.  McDonald  (Sligo,  N.):  As 
a  Dublin  trader,  I  would  point  out  that 
we  have  direct  trading  communication 
with  Spain.  Scarcely  a  day  passes  that 
some  Spanish  vessel  does  not  enter  the 
port  of  Dublin.  I  am  aware,  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Dublin  Corporation,  that  we 
made  an  order  last  year,  when  the  in- 
troduction of  cholera  was  feared,  for  the 
expenditure  of  a  certain  sum  out  of  our 
Ipoal  means,  to  meet  the  danger  that 
tiireatened  us.  I  cannot  understand, 
therefore,  why,  when  these  expenses  for 
inspection  in  England  are  paid  out  of 
the  general  fund  of  the  Empire,  we  in 
Ireland  should  be  called  on  to  pay  them 
out  of  our  own  resources.  I  consider  we 
have  a  just  and  proper  claim  upon  the 
Government  in  this  matter,  and  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  said  that  if  we 
oould  show  that  we  had  that  he  would 
see  that  it  was  satisfied. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  was  nresent  during  a 
great  part  of  the  speech  of  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Gbvemment  Board  stated  that 
the  inspection  was  extended  from  the 

gorts  to  the  inland  areas.  The  Chief 
eoretary's  promise,  however,  only 
covers  ports.  Will  he  extend  it  to  in- 
land places  ?  I  would  point  out  to  him 
that  Ireland  is  just  as  susceptible  to 
cholera  epidemics  as  England,  and  that 
in  1849,  when  cholera  swept  over 
Europe,  Ireland  was  severely  visited. 

Mb.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) : 
There  is  a  Question  I  should  like  to  put 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Sir 
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Michael  Hicks-Beach)  on  this  su^ect, 
and  I  trust  he  will  afford  me  a  satisfac- 
tory answer.  In  many  of  the  Irish  ports 
we  went,  owing  to  the  recommendations 
of  the  doctors,  to  considerable  expense, 
such  as  was  never  deemed  necessary  be- 
fore, in  order  to  prevent  the  introduction 
or  the  spread  of  cholera.  I  desire  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether, 
if  we  are  able  to  lay  before  him  a  satis- 
factory explanation  of  the  expenditure 
we  have  thus  been'  put  to  in  Ireland,  in 
the  shape  of  doctors^  fees,  and  also  in 
the  erection  of  a  hospital  for  the  pur- 
pose of  arresting  the  advance  of  cholera, 
he  will  give  the  matter  his  best  con* 
sideration,  in  order  that  we  may  be  re- 
imbursed the  amoimt  we  have  been 
called  upon  to  pay? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETAEY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  : 
I  have  only  to  say,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  that  the  expense  to  wMoh  he 
refers  is  one  that  is  common  to  both 
England  and  Ireland. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  B.)t  1 
would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  expenditure  which  has  been  re- 
ferred to  was  also  incurred  by  us  in 
Scotland.  We  there  took  all  due  pre- 
cautions against  the  introduction  of 
disease,  by  means  of  the  rags  brought 
over  from  the  Continent,  for  the  use  of 
the  large  paper  works ;  and  as  a  good 
deal  of  expense  was  thrown  upon  us  in 
that  way,  I  should  be  glad  to  near  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whetiier,  in 
the  event  of  any  allowance  being  made, 
such  as  i^  asked  for  by  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, Scotland  will  not  also  have  her 
share  conceded  ? 

Mb.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.) :  It  wonM 
be  a  very  easy  matter  to  reduce  the  claim 
made  in  respect  of  the  expenditure  in- 
curred by  Ireland,  on  account  of  pre* 
cautions  against  the  introduction  of 
cholera,  to  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence. 
I  think  it  will  be  generally  admitteil  that 
it  is  one  of  the  first  cares  of  every  Go- 
vernment to  take  precautionary  mea- 
sures against  the  introduction  or  spread 
of  any  epidemic  disease  like  that  of 
cholera ;  and  when  one  portion  of  Her 
Majesty's  Dominions  is  put  to  a  large 
expenditure  on  this  head,  and  that  ex- 
penditure is  charged  on  the  Imperial 
Exchequer,  I  contend  that  the  other 
portions  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions 
have  a  right  to  take  exception  to  any- 
thing which  has  Qyen  the  semblance  of 
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favooritiam.  I  may  iofonn  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemaa  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  lieatenant  that  last  year  the 
Corporation  of  Cork,  to  which  body  I 
have  the  honour  to  belong,  had  under 
its  carelul  consideration  the  precautions 
necessary  to  be  taken  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  the  introduction  of  cholera. 
This  matter  engaged  the  attention  of 
that  body  for  three  or  four,  successive 
meetings,  the  point  they  had  to  consider 
being,  now  they  ooidd  take  the  most  ef- 
fective steps  not  only  to  prevent  the  pos- 
sibilitr  of  the  appearance  of  the  disease, 
hot  also  to  prevent  its  spread  in  the 
OQontzy,  should  it  unfortunately  gain 
admission  to  our  coasts.  The  Sanitanr 
Authorities  of  the  City  of  Cork  took  all 
the  measures  they  deemed  most  advisable 
under  the  circaqistanoea.  I  nokay  remind 
the  Committee  that  the  Fort  of  Cork,  in 
the  same  way  as  many  of  the  English 
ports,  has  a  considerable  trade  not  only 
with  all  the  European  ports,  but  with 
all  the  porto  of  the  oivilized  world.  In 
the  prosecution  of  this  trade,  Spanish 
vessda  and  vessels  from  all  those  coun- 
tries in  which  cholera  did  prevail,  came 
into  Cork  Harbour,  and  I  may  state 
that  I  liaye  myself  frequently  seen  the 
yellow  qiiarantine  fla^  hoisted  upon 
loreign  vessels  coming  inte  the  Port  of 
Cork.  My  idea  was  that  there  might 
be  cases  of  fever  or  small-pox  or  some 
other  infectious  disease  on  board,  but 
the  doctors  who  went  on  board  were 
charged  with  the  duty  of  seeing  that 
there  were  no  cases  of  cholera,  and  they 
were  paid  by  the  Local  Authority.  In 
fact  every  possible  precaution  that  could 
be  teken  was  taken  by  the  Cork  Sanitary 
Authorities  to  prevent  the  possibility  of 
the  outbreak  of  cholera  or  any  other 
infections  disease.  We  paid  all  the  ex- 
penses thus  incurred  out  of  our  own 
pockets,  and  yet  we  are  now  asked  to 
contribute  towards  the  cost  of  the  pre- 
cautionary measures  taken  by  England. 
I  think  Uiat  this  is  a  matter  whim  the 
Irish  Eepresentatives  have  a  right  to 
question  and  take  objection  to.  This 
country  is  a  far  richer  country  than 
Irdiand,  and  ought  to  pay  the  expense 
of  whatever  measures  it  may  have  been 
called  upon  to  take  with  the  view  of 
preventing  the  introduction  of  cholera 
or  any  other  epidemic  disease. 

The  PBESlDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
QOVEENMENT  BOARD(Mr.  Eitchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  I  am 


afraid  from  what  has  fallen  from  hon. 
Members  who  have  just  spoken  that  I 
have  not  made  myself  fully  understood 
in  the  remarks  I  have  previously  offered 
to  the  Committee.  It  would  appear 
from  the  observations  to  which  we  have 
recently  listened,  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  are  of 
opinion  that  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
have  uoderteken  in  England  to  perform 
certain  duties  which  in  Ireland  are  per- 
formed by  the  Local  Authorities.  [An 
hon.  Membeb:  And  in  Scotland.]  In 
England  and  Scotland  there  is  a  duty 
imposed  on  the  Local  Authorities  as  to 
the  performance  of  those  functions  which 
hon.  Members  representing  Irish  con- 
stituencies have  said  are  in  that  country 
performed  by  the  Local  Authorities — 
that  is  to  say,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Local 
Authorities  to  provide  hospitals  and  to 
take  all  necessary  precautions  against 
the  importation  of  cholera  or  any  other 
epidemic  disease.  What  hfiU9  in  reality 
been  done  is  that  certain  mecUcal  in- 
spectors were  temporarily  engaged  by 
us  for  the  purpose  of  going  over  the 
country  and  advising  with  the  Local 
Authorities  as  to  the  best  means  by 
which  the  importation  and  spread  of 
disease  might  be  prevented.  This  is 
what  we  have  done  and  we  have  not 
gone  beyond  it.  The  Impmal  funds  at 
the  disposal  of  Parliament  are  not  in 
any  way  called  upon  to  contribute 
towards  the  expense  of  performing 
duties  which  properly  devolve  upon  the 
Local  Authonties  in  England  as  well  as 
in  Scotland  and  Ireland. 

Mn.  T.  M.  HEALY:  There   is  no 
corresponding  Vote  for  Ireland. 

Me.  EITCHIE:  There  is  no  corre- 
spending  Vote  for  Ireland.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers need  reminding  how  this  question 
arose.  There  was  a  good  deal  of  cholera 
in  Spain  and  in  the  South  of  Europe  in 
places  whose  porto  were,  by  means  of 
their  shipping,  in  very  direct  communi- 
cation with  our  British  ports;  and 
looking  to  the  fact  that  great  danger 
was  thus  created  with  regard  to  the 
importation  of  that  disease,  especially 
in  the  case  of  some  of  our  largest 
English  ports,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment thought  it  necessary  to  send  in- 
spectors to  our  different  seaports  with  a 
view  of  seeing  what  course  the  Local 
Authorities  were  about  to  pursue  in 
order  to  prevent  the  importation  of 
disease.    In  the  course  of  their  inyesti* 
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acquainted  with  the  state  of  the  facts  in 
regard  to  the  sanitary  condition  and 
arrangements  of   Ireland.     Surely,  it 
ought  not  to  be  necessary  that  Irish 
Members  should  stand  up  in  their  places 
in  this  House  for  the  purpose  of  ii^orm- 
ing  the  right  hon.  Gbntleman  that  there 
is  a  trade  going  on  between  the  ports  of 
Ireland  and  those  of  foreign  countries 
by  means  of  which  cholera  or  other 
diseases  of  an  epidemic  character  mi^ht 
be  imported.    It  has  been  stated  tnat 
this  is  so  with  regard  to  the  Ports  of 
Dublin,  Corky    and   Waterford;   and, 
further,  that  there  is  no  port  in  the 
kingdom  which  has  a  more  direct  con- 
nection with  the  ports  of  Europe  than 
the  Port  of  Oork.    It  is  also  a  well- 
known  fact,  and  ought  to  be  known  to 
the  Chief   Secreta^,  that  every  Poor 
Law  Union  in  County  Cork  has  had  to 
contribute  to  the  cost  of  the  intercepting 
hospital  established  in  the  Port  of  C)ork 
I  was  serving  as  a  member  of  the  Har- 
bour Board  of  that  port  at  the  time  the 
cholera  epidemic  broke  out  on  the  Con- 
tinent, and  I  know  that  we  took  all 
possible  precautions  to  prevent  the  im- 
portation of  that  disease.    The  Harbour 
Commissioners  trapped  up  all  the  sewers 
leading  from  the  City  of  Cork  to  the 
river,  and  took  every  conceivable  mea- 
sure to  prevent  the  admission  or  spread 
of  cholera,  so  far  as  might  be,  by  any 
internal  arrangements    of    a    sanitaiy 
character.     They  also  went  to  the  ex- 
pense of  erecting  an  intercepting  hos- 
pital, and  they  advised  the  medical  in- 
spectors of  the  port  to  quarantine  all 
vessels    coming   from   infected    ports. 
What  we  have  to  complain  of  is  that  we 
had  no  advice  from    the  medical  in- 
spectors, who,  as  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  were  appointed  in 
England  for  Imperial  purposes.     We 
never  saw  the  face  of  one  oi  those  men 
in  Ireland,  and  I  say  that  we  have  every 
right  to  object  to  this  unequal  treat- 
ment.   If  we  in  Cork  are  to  oe  subject 
to  the  same  laws,  rules,  and  regulations 
that  are  applied  for  Imj^erial  purposes  to 
all  other  large  ports  with  regard  to  the 
preservation  of  health  and  the  prevention 
of  the  importation  of  epidemic  disease, 
we  say  we  are  in  duty  bound  to  com- 
plain of  the  course  pursued  by  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment ;  and  that  we  are 
acting  within  our  just  rights  in  criti- 
cising this  Vote,  and  pointing  out  that 


gations  it  became  apparent  to  those 
medical  inspectors  that  it  was  desirable 
to  extend  the  inspection  in  which  they 
were  engaged  to  the  inland  towns.  I 
can  only  assume,  as  the  reason  why  this 
inspection  wa£  not  extended  to  Ireland, 
that  the  Irish  authorities  considered  that 
the  sanitary  condition  of  the  ports  and 
inland  towns  6i  that  country  was  of  a 
satisfactory  nature,  and  that  it  was, 
therefore,  nnnecessary  to  take  that 
course.  I  may,  however,  say  tiiat  there 
is  no  longer  any  necessity  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  expenditure  thus  neces- 
sitated. The  whole  of  it  ceased  on  the 
30th  of  November,  and  there  is  no  in- 
tention on  the  part  of  the  Local  Oovem- 
ment  Board  to  go  into  further  expendi- 
ture in  connection  with  that  matter. 

OoLOHBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  I 
wish  to  point  out  to  the  riffht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  (Mr.  Eitohie)  that  what 
the  Irish  Bepresentatives  complain  of  is 
that  we  in  Ireland  have  not  had  the 
inspection  he  refers  to.  We  do  not 
want  the  Local  Government  Board  to  go 
on  with  the  inspection  now;  but  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  hardly 
say  that  we  are  so  well  off  in  Ireland 
that  there  is  no  chance  of  our  having 
any  disease  imported  there.  Therefore, 
I  do  not  think  that  Ireland  ought  to 
have  been  left  out  in  the  cold  when 
measures  of  infection  were  taken  with 
regard  to  England.  Medical  advice  has 
its  value,  and,  of  course,  has  to  be  paid 
for,  and  it  does  not  seem  to  be  fair  that 
a  distinction  should  be  made  between 
the  two  countries. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOE  (Tipperary,  S.J: 
I  wish  to  offer  a  few  words  with  reeard 
to  this  Vote,  in  reply  to  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Bitchie).  I  think  we  perfectly  under- 
stand the  case  which  he  has  put  before 
the  Committee ;  but  what  we  complain 
of  is  the  unequal  treatment  that  has 
been  dealt  out  to  the  ports  of  England 
and  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  has  stated  that  he  will  cause 
inquiries  to  be  made ;  but  I  am  some- 
what astonished  to  find  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman,  who  has  twice  occupied 
the  position  of  Chief  Secretary,  should 
stand  in  need  of  such  an  immense  amount 
of  inquiry  in  order  to  make  himaelf 
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in  fature,  whenever  it  may  be  deemed 
necessary  to  ask  for  additional  grants  of 
money  of  this  nature,  the  Goyemment 
Bhonld  take  good  care  to  apply  to  the 
ports  of  Lrelaiid,  and  its  sanitary  condi- 
tion generally,  the  same  principles  as 
are  applied  to  the  ports  of  this  country. 

Captaik  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &o.) :  I  do  not  see  that  there  is 
any  unequal  treatment.  Speaking  simply 
from  my  own  knowledge,  I  may  state 
that  the  medical  inspectors  appointed 
by  the  Local  Government  Board  gave 
every  possible  assistance  and  advice  to 
the  Boards  of  Guardians ;  and,  if  there 
was  need  in  England  for  additional 
medical  advice  which  was  not  deemed 
requisite  in  Ireland,  the  fact  is  one 
which  only  shows  that  the  Local  Go- 
vernment system  in  Ireland  in  this  par- 
ticular respect  is  better  than  that  of  Eng- 
land. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid): 
I  think  some  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  explain,  before  we  agree 
to  this  Vote,  how  it  is  that  this  unequal 
incidence  of  charge  has  been  brought 
about ;  because,  as  it  now  stands,  it  will 
be  seen  that  iJie  English  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  take  care  that  in  regard  to 
England  the  Imperial  resources  should 
be  called  upon  to  pay  the  local  expendi- 
ture incurred  in  mis  matter,  while  the 
Local  Gt>vemment  of  Ireland  have 
made  no  effort  to  secure  for  that  coun- 
try a  similar  result.  This  is  a  sufficient 
proof  that  the  Local  GK)vemment  Board 
of  Ireland  is  not  so  fully  alive  to  the 
performance  of  its  duties  as  that  of 
England.  It  is  to  me  a  surprising  fact 
that  a  sum  so  large  as  £9,867  should  be 
asked  for  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
for  a  national  object  in  England,  and 
that  the  Irish  taxpayers,  who  have  had 
no  similar  consideration,  should  be  called 
upon  to  contribute  their  quota  without 
any  chance  of  obtaining  the  slightest 
rehef.  We  are  told  by  an  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  opposite  (Captain 
Gobmb)  that  there  is  no  unequal  treat- 
ment here.  It  is  useless  to  argue  with 
any  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  eo  absolutely 
blind  to  the  facts  as  to  make  such  an 
assertion.  The  case  before  the  Com- 
mittee is  one  in  which  it  is  clearly 
shown  that  the  Imperial  funds  have  been 
resorted  to  to  the  extent  of  nearly 
£10,000  for  the  purpose  of  defraying 
certain  expenses  incurred  in  England ; 
while  in  Ireland,  although  expense  has 
had  to  be  incurred  for  similar  objects. 


the  amount  has  to  be  paid  locally,  and 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  is  allowed  to  go 
soot-free.  I  should  like  to  be  informed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Seoretary  why  it  is  that  no  steps  have 
been  taken  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  Ireland  on  this  question  ? 

Mb.  BARRY  (Wexford,  S.):  I  think 
the  Irish  Bepres^itatives  have  a  right 
to  demand  of  the  Government  an  ex- 
planation of  the  fact  tiiat  whereas  in 
En^and,  where  you  have  Local  Autho- 
rities possessing  neater  powers  than 
similar  Bodies  in  Ireland,  it  has  been 
deemed  necessary  to  supplement  their 
action  by  the  appointment  of  special 
medical  inspectors  in  order  to  deal  with 
a  dangerous  question ;  in  Ireland,  where 
exceptional  measures  have  also  had  to 
be  taken,  the  whole  of  the  expense  has 
been  left  to  be  borne  by  the  Liooal  Au- 
thorities. It  occurs  to  me  that  the  mat- 
ter would  be  fairly  met  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentlenuin  the  Chief  Seoretary  womld 
promise  the  Irish  Members  tihat  any 
additional  expenditure  incurred  by  the 
Local  Authorities  of  Ireland  with  a  view 
of  meeting  the  danger  arising  firom  ike 
possible  importation  of  cholera,  should 
be  refunded  to  them  from  the  Imperial 
Exchequer.  In  order  to  bring  the  mat- 
ter to  a  test  I  will  move  the  reduction 
of  this  Vote  by  the  sam  oi  £1 ,060. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exoeeding 
£800,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  said 
Service."— <  iff.  Bmrry,) 

Mb.  ANDEESON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
I  am  somewhat  surprised  that  there  has 
been  no  answer  made  to  the  appeal  put 
forward  on  behalf  of  Scotland  in  regard 
to  this  matter  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Esslemont).  I  hardly 
think  it  is  quite  fair  to  Scotland,  that 
when  such  a  point  has  been  put  by  (me 
of  the  Scottish  Eepresentatives,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  should 
treat  it  with  contempt  and  refuse  to  say 
a  word.  I  would  point  out  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  question  we 
are  now  discussing  in  reference  to  Ire- 
land has  equal  force  in  its  application  to 
Scotland,  and  I  hope  he  will  condescend 
to  state  to  the  House  the  reason  why 
similar  precaations  to  those  taken  in 
England  were  not  adopted  in  regard  to 
the  fcJcotch  ports^ 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Kollox) :  In  Scotland,  we  have  Local 
Authorities,  who  deal  with  th^se  ques* 
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tions  in  their  own  districts;  and  we 
haTe  in  Scotland,  a  Board  of  Super- 
▼ision,  which  supervises  the  action  of  all 
those  Authorities.  In  Scotland,  the  Local 
Authorities  pay  all  the  local  expenses, 
and  the  Imperial  Oovemment  pays  the 
expense  of  the  Board  of  Supervision  for 
supervising  the  Local  Authorities.  In 
regard  to  the  apprehensions  aroused  as  to 
tiie  importation  of  cholera,  tiie  Board  of 
Supernsion  took  what  steps  were  neces- 
sary wilJi  a  view  to  preventing  the 
admission  of  that  disease;  and,  if  ad- 
ditional expense  were  therehy  incurred, 
it  would  be  borne  by  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer. In  England,  there  are  Local 
Boards  which  are  equally  bound  to  deal 
with  these  matters  in  their  different  dis- 
tricts. Those  Local  Boards,  again,  are 
supervised  by  the  Local  Oovemment 
Board,  and  any  additional  charges  it  has 
had  to  incur  in  preventing  the  importa- 
tion of  i^olera  must  be  paid  out  of  the 
Imperial  Exchequer.  In  England,  what 
was  done  was  this — ^the  Lo^  Govern- 
ment Board  took  special  precautions  in 
order  to  ensure  that  the  Local  Authori^ 
ties  were  performing  their  duty  in  re- 
gard to  this  important  matter.  It  seems 
that  the  aoticm  thus  taken  was  deemed 
necessary  in  England  and  was  not 
deemed  necessary  in  Scotland  or  Ireland, 
so  that  no  extra  expense  is  thrown  on 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  in  respect  to 
those  latter  countries. 

The  SEORBTAET  op  STATE  for 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
Chester,  E.) :  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Membcor  for  Elgin  and  Nairn  (Mr. 
Anderson),  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Esslemont),  that  I  have 
not  intendea  any  discourtesy  to  Scotland. 
After  all,  this  question — as  I  tlunk  I 
shall  be  able,  in  a  very  few  words,  to 
show  the  Committee— is  not  one  that 
ought  to  detain  us  for  a  single  moment 
longer.  The  supervision  of  the  Local 
Authorities  in  England  is  performed  by 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  in 
Scotland  the  corresponding  body  is  the 
Board  of  Supervision,  while  in  Ireland 
there  is  the  Local  Oovemment  Board  for 
that  country.  Each  of  these  bodies  is 
responsible  to  its  own  country  for  the 
manner  in  which  it  discharges  its  func- 
tions. It  is  assumed  that  in  view  of  the 
possible  advent  of  cholera,  each  took 
proper  preoautione.  I  know  that  the 
Scotch  Board  of  Supervision  took  pre- 
cautions ;  that  th^  English  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  when  1  was  in  it,  like- 


Vr.  Caldwell 


wise  took  the  precautioDS  wfai^h  tny 
right  hon.  Friend  the  present  President 
of  that  Board  (Mr.  Kiiehie)  has  de- 
scribed ;  and  also  that  precautions  were 
taken  by  the  Local  GovemnMat  Board 
of  Ireland.  But  Hie  whole  of  the  danger 
from  cholera  which  then  existed  is  now 
over;  it  has  passed  away.  Experience 
has  shown  that  eaeh  of  tiie  BoMds  kas 
done  its  duty  admirably  and  widi  eom* 
plate  efficiency ;  and  how  either  Irdaad 
or  Scotland  can  consider  itself  aggrieved 
that  more  money  has  not  been  expended 
in  those  parts  of  tiie  kingdom  in  ad- 
dition  to  what  was  ^nt  in  England,  I 
am  at  a  total  loss  to  disoover.  I  hope 
my  Sootoh  Friends  will  understand  tiiat 
if  a  Supplementary  Vote  is  not  asked 
for  ScoUand,  it  is  not  because  tiie  Board 
of  Supervision  in  Scotland  has  in  any 
respect  failed  in  its  duty ;  and  I  doubt 
not  a  similar  statement  can  be  made  with 
regard  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
of  Ireland. 

Mr.  LABOnCHEBE  (Northampton) : 
I  trust  that  my  hon.  f^end  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Wexford  (Mr.  Barry)  will 
not  persist  in  the  Amendment  he  has 
moved.  I  have  no  doubt  he  is  quits 
right  in  the  complaint  that  tiie  pre- 
cautious taken  in  England  were  not  also 
taken  in  Ireland;  buti  would  point  out 
to  him  that  if  this  Amendment  were 
carried,  the  implication  would  be  that 
precautions  ought  not  to  have  been 
taken  either  in  England  or  Ireland.  I 
trust  that  one  of  the  results  of  this 
debate  will  be  that  if,  in  the  fotore,  the 
cholera  epidemic  should  threaten  the 
United  Kingdom  once  more,  all  neces- 
sary precautions  will  be  taken  in  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland.  At  the 
same  time,  I  do  not  think  we  should 
teach  the  lesson  that  Uie  amount  q>eat 
— and,  I  think,  legitimately  spent^in 
England  should  be  reduced.  I  hope, 
therefore,  my  hon.  Friend  will  be 
satisfied  with  the  debate  that  has  taken 

Elaoe,  and  will  be  induced  to  withdraw 
is  Amendment; 

Mn.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Eitchie)  has  spoken  as  if  cholera  always 
broke  out  at  tne  commencement  of  the 
financial  year;  but  I  think  a  litUere- 
flection  will  convince  him  that  that 
epidemic  is  a  visitor  that  never  waits  for 
any  particular  season.  The  point,  how- 
ever^ before  the  Committee  ia  thist-in 
England  you  have  incurred  the  ezpeoses 
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Booessary  to  prevent  the  importation  of 
oholwa,  and  have  charged  them  on  the 
Impenal  Beve&ue;  in  Ireland  we  have 
incurred  similar  expenses,  and  have  had 
to  meet  them  onrserves.  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
hod  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beadi)  has  said 
he  will  look  into  the  matter ;  bnt  what 
viU  he  do  when  he  has  looked  into  it  ? 
We  have  had  to  inonr  these  eqf>en8es  in 
Ireland;  and  why?  Becanae  oirenlairs 
vere  isBsed  by  the  Local  Qovemment 
Board,  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  the  head,  pointing  out  the  neces- 
sity of  incurring  tkem ;  and  whereas  we 
in  Ireland  are  called  on  to  defray  the 
diarge  looally,  in  the  case  of  England 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  is  to  be  bur- 
iemd  with  the  expenditure.  I  trust 
the  Tight  hon.  Oentleman  will  see  this 
distinotion,  and  that  he  will  be  prepared 
to  grant)  in  the  case  of  Ireland,  the 
amount  of  the  charge  whjich  in  England 
is  made  an  Imperial  one.  \ 

Mb.  p.  Mcdonald  rsugo,  n.)  :  i 

hope  the  right  hon.  Gent|(eman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Miehad.  Hicks- 
Beach)  will  be  abla^  make  a  statement 
to  the  Committee  such  as  the  right  hon. 
Geutleman  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  has  made — namely, 
that  he  believes  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  Ireland  has  done  its  duty.  I 
ahxHdd  also  like  to  hear  from  him  a  reply 
to  my  statement  as  to  Dublin  being  in 
direct  and  almost  daily  communication 
with  the  ports  of  Spain  from  which  the 
importation  of  cholera  might  have  been 
apprehended.  I  know  that  in  my  own 
case  weddy  eonsignments  are  reoeived 
from  Spain*  and  one  of  these  is  an  artidle 
which  is  said  to  be  very  likely  to  be  the 
medium  of  introducing  that  epidemic — 
I  allude  to  the  consignment  of  raisins. 
I  believe  it  is  in  the  raisin-growing  dis- 
tricts that  cholera  generally  prevaUs.  I 
should  like  to  know  from  tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  will  do  the  same 
justice  to  the  Port  of  Dublin  as  he  has 
done  to  the  ports  of  England  ? 

Thb  chief  SECEETAET  von  lEE- 
LAND  (Sir  Miohael  Hioks-Bsaoh) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  The  point  I  wished  to  put 
helore  tlie  Committee  was  the  bearing  of 
this  matter  upon  the  Vote.  I  under- 
stand the  Local  Government  Board  in 
1885-6  ionnd  it  necessary  to  incur  ex- 
pense in  the  appointment  of  additional 
uispeotors  U^  prevent  the  importation  of 
cholera  from  abroad.    It  was  not  found 


necessary  to  do  that  in  Irdiand.  [An 
hon.  Membee  :  Why  ?]  I  will  tell  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  asks  why.  The 
Irish  Local  Government  Board  have 
sufficient  assistance  at  present  to  enable 
them  to  do  this.work  without  appointing 
additional  medical  officers.  [Om«  ^ 
"  No,  no !  "]  Well,  the  proof  of  the 
puddingy  after  all,  is  in  the  eating — the 
cholera  did  not  reach  the  shores  of  Ire- 
land in  1885-6.  All  I  can  say  is  this — 
that  I  will  make  inquiries  at  the  Irish 
Gk>vemment  Board,  and  if  it  can  be 
shown  to  me  that  the  Local  Authorities 
in  Ireland  incurred  any  expense  in  this 
matter  of  a  kind  similar  to  that  for 
which  this  Vote  is  asked,  I  will  press 
upon  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  the  desira- 
bility of  proposing  a  Vote  to  recoup 
them.  Further,  if  there  is  an  insuf- 
ficiency of  medical  inspection  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Irish  Local  Government 
Board  to  prevent  the  importation  of 
cholera  or  other  infectious  diseases  from 
the  South  of  Europe,  I  will  see  that  the 
evil  is  rectified  before  any  possible  op- 
portunity can  arise  for  such  inspection 
being  required. 

Mr.  BABEY  (Wexford,  S.):  After 
the  statement  we  have  heard  from  the 
Gk>vemment»  I  will  withdraw  my  Amende 
ment.  In  this  country  the  prospect  of 
an  epidemic  of  cholera  was  greatly 
feared  as  a  national  danger,  and  the 
Government  took  proper  steps  to  meet 
it;  but  in  Ireland  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  went  on  in  their  usual 
happy-go-lucky  way.  If  the  cholera 
came,  well  and  good.  {^IJaughter.l  Yes, 
well  and  good ;  that  was  the  position  they 
took  up.  No  exceptional  precautions 
were  taken  by  the  Irish  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  for  dealing  with  this  great 
danger.  However,  after  the  statement 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks -Beach)  I  will  withdraw  my 
Motion. 

Mb.  E.  R.  EUSSELL  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  I  think  we  Scotch  Mem- 
bers ought  to  have  the  same  promise 
from  tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour).  I 
do  not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  above 
me,  who  was  so  ill  satisfied  with  the 
operations  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  Ireland,  has  satisfied  the  Scotch 
Members  that  so  far  as  Scotland  is  con- 
cerned he  has  any  reason   for  envy. 
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There  appears  to  be  a  sort  of  auction 
going  on  between  the  two  Secretaries. 
After  what  the  right  hon.  Q^ntleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  has  said,  I  think 
we  ought  to  have  an  assurance  that  some 
inquiry  will  be  made  in  Scotland ;  and 
that  if  it  is  found  that  the  Local  Authori- 
ties have  incurred  expense  in  this  sani- 
tary inspection  for  the  prevention  of 
cholera,  steps  will  be  taken  to  recoup 
them  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  seem  to 
have  any  very  distinct  notion  of  what 
has  been  done.  My  own  impression  is 
that  the  system  that  has  been  adopted 
has  been  too  happy-go-lucky — ^to  quote 
the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Wexford  (Mr.  Barry).  At  any  rate,  if 
there  has  been  expense  incurred  in  S(K>t- 
land,  there  shoula  be  a  special  Vote  for 
that  country  as  well  as  for  England  and 
Ireland. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  shall  do  my 
best  to  make  any  expenditure  which,  as 
he  says,  ought  to  fall  on  the  Imperial 
funds,  fall  on  these  funds. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdratcn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) : 
I  should  like  the  pledge  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh)  not  to 
be  limited  to  the  question  which  I  think 
is  in  his  mind — namely,  to  medical  in- 
spection. The  Irish  Local  Gt>yernment 
Board  have  ofiBcials  living  in  Dublin 

The  CHAIEM an  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  now  travelling  outside  this  Vote 
in  discussing  the  organization  of  medical 
inspection  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) :  I 
did  not  intend  to  do  that,  Sir.  All  I 
wished  to  do  was  to  correct  a  mistake 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary,  who  appears  to  think 
that  the  medical  inspection  in  Ireland  is 
sufficient  and  capable  of  discharging  all 
the  duties  that  the  medical  inspection 
discharges  in  England.  I  think  that  if 
expense  has  been  incurred  through  the 
Local  Government  Board  communicating 
with  the  medical  practitioners  and  the 
Local  Authorities  asking  them  to  take 
precautions,  that  expense  should  be  in- 
cluded in  the  finance  of  the  right  hon. 
Qea^leman. 


Original  Question  put,  and  a^ied  to, 
Mr.  K  R.  EuaseU 


(10.)  £107,  Supplementary,  Secretary 
for  Scotland's  Office. 

Class  UL — Law  ahd  JtrsnoB. 
(11.)  Motion  made,  and  Questiooi  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£287,  be  granted  to  Her  Majeely,  to  defiay  the 
Charge  whioh  will  come  in  oonxBe  of  paymeok 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  Zltt  day  of 
March  1887,  for  the  Salaries  and  the  incidental 
Expenses  of  the  Ck>urt  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ire- 
land." 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.^ :  This  is  a  Vote  for  the  cost  of 
an  official  assignee.  There  was  a  gratle- 
man  who  was  an  official  assignee  to  the 
Oourt  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland  some 
years  ago  whose  proceedings  appeared 
to  be  not  very  justifiable.  I  moved  for 
a  return  showing  the  position  in  which 
we  stood  in  regard  to  different  bankrupt 
estates  which  came  under  the  influence 
of  that  gentleman.  That  Return  was 
furnii^ed  and  is  in  the  library  of  tiie 
House,  though  it  was  never  printed.  A 
short  time  after  that  gentleman  had 
furnished  that  Return,  after  he  had  had 
time  to  arrange  matters  for  himself,  he 
disappeared.  At  any  rate,  a  consider- 
able investigation  of  the  accounts  of 
assignees  in  bankruptcy  has  iak&OL 
place  principally  by  reason  of  the  defal- 
cations of  this  particular  assignee.  la 
examining  how  matters  stood,  a  certain 
number  of  gentlemen  were  put  on  the 
accounts  of  this  official  assignee.  I  find 
there  were  no  less  than  four  gentlemen 
drfdPted  from  the  Paymaster-General's 
Office  in  connection  with  this  service. 
Another  gentleman  was  taken  from  the 
Public  Works  Office,  and  also  employed 
in  the  examination  of  these  aooounts ; 
and  then  there  are  two  officials  of  the 
Oourt  of  Bankruptcy  itself,  who  have  re- 
ceived several  additions  to  their  salaries 
in  connection  with  the  same  work.  Noir, 
I  notice  that  this  Vote  is  worded  in  a  veiy 
peculiar  manner.  At  the  bottom  set 
forth  as  the  details  of  the  charge  are 
two  items.  The  first  is  "  the  excess  of 
indemnity  ordered  by  the  Oourt  oyer  the 
amount  of  the  sub-head."  I  doubt  if 
there  is  any  non-official  Member  of  the 
House  who  has  the  least  idea  what  is 
meant  by  these  words.  "What  ''excess 
of  indemnity  "  is  there,  what  "  indem- 
nity "  is  it,  and  why  was  it  •«  ordered  by 
the  Oourt  ?"  It  is  an  item  of  £807,  and 
from  that  is  deducted  £20,  being  aafings 
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under  other  sub-heads.  Though  I  have 
a  suspicion  of  what  this  means,  I  should 
be  unable  to  explain  my  idea  of  it 
clearly  by  means  of  the  materials  set 
forth  here.  I  must,  therefore,  ask  the 
hoD.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson),  whom  I  presume 
is  reej[M>nsible  for  this  Vote,  what  is  the 
meaamg  of  this  phrase  ?  I  should  like 
also  to  ask  what  was  the  nature  of  the 
investigation  which  caused  such  an  up- 
set in  connection  with  the  official  as- 
signees in  Dublin.  How  many  gentle- 
men were  employed  to  audit  ti^e  ac- 
eounts? 

Thk  SEORETART  to  thb  I^REA- 
SUET  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.):  I 
think  I  oan  explain  bow  this  Vote  oame 
to  be  asked  for  at  all.  The  hon.  Gen- 
fleman  is  no  doubt  aware  that  by  Act 
of  Parliament  the  Court  is  empowered 
to  pay  official  assignees  for  expenses  in- 
mred  by  them  in  their  official  capacity. 
Sums  have  accordingly  been  paid  in 
this  way  on  four  occasions — ^in  1877-78 
£144  99.  8i.  was  paid;  in  1880-81 
£60  8#.  3^.  was  paid;  in  1881-82, 
£89  19#.  Zd.\  and  in  1884-85, 
£S84  9#.  \0d.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
will  see  that  it  must  be  impossible  be- 
forehand to  make  an  accurate  estimate 
of  what  the  charge  may  be.  A  nominal 
sum  was  taken  in  the  General  Estimate, 
&e  actoal  sum  paid  is  now  asked  for. 

Mb.  p.  MoDONALD  (SHgo,  N.): 
Following  the  example  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Donegal 
Mr.  A.  O'Connor),  I  also  moved  for 
a  Return  whieh  is  not  printed  yet,  but 
which  will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  by  the  end  of  the  week.  I 
moved  for  a  Return  of  the  Treasury 
Beport  on  the  accounts  of  the  late  officiid 
aarignee — Charles  Henry  James — who 
became  a  defaulter.  We  have  had  two 
assignees  connected  with  our  Court  of 
Bankruptcy  in  Ireland.  One  of  them 
has,  I  believe,  performed  his  duties  with 
soffioient  carefulness  and  attention,  and 
the  other  has  acted  as  a  defaulter  in  the 
i&ost  outrageous  manner.  His  defalca- 
tions will  appear  in  the  Report  which 
will  be  issued  to  the  hon.  Members  of 
this  House  in  the  course  of  the  week, 
and  they  will  inTolve  revelations  of  an 
official  nature  such  as  have  never  before, 
P^haps,  come  under  the  notice  of  this 
Hoase  and  this  Committee.  The  defal- 
cations in  a  comparatively  small  office 
aaioimt  to  over  £10,000. 


I  The  CHAIRMAN :  I  do  not  under 
I  stand  how  this  matter  is  connected  with 
the  particular  Vote  under  discussion. 
The  real  question  that  can  be  dis- 
cussed under  this  Yote  is  the  payment 
of  this  so-called  indemnity  to  the  official 
trustees 

Mb.  p.  MoBONALD:  I  understood 
that  under  the  sub-head  B — the  second 
sub-head — official  assignees  £287,  origi- 
nal Estimate  £50 ;  total,  £337— my  re- 
marks were  perfectly  pertinent. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  observe  in  a  foot-note  to  the 
effect  that  it  is  an  indemnity  ordered  by 
the  Court  for  the  payment  of  official 
assignees.  It  is  that,  and  that  only, 
that  can  be  discussed. 

Mb.  P.  MoDONALD:  Am  I  to  under- 
stand,  Sir,  that  this  ezoess  of  indemnity 
is  not  for  the  purpose  of  making  good 
the  deficiencies  arising  from  the  defal- 
cations in  question  ? 

Thb  CHAIRMAN :  It  has  no  refer- 
ence to  defalcations. 

Mb.  p.  MoDONALD:  Then  I  am  not 
permitted  to  refer  to  this. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  I  would  ask  whether  this  in- 
demnity is  not  to  cover  certain  costs — 
the  costs  of  the  official  assignees,  as 
shown  in  large  letters  opposite  sub-head 
B?  Were  these  costs  not  incurred  on 
account  of  non-payment  of  certain  divi- 
dends? Whether  the  non-payment  of 
these  dividends  is  or  is  not  due  to  defal- 
cations of  the  assignee  in  question  ;  will 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  commit 
himself  to  the  statement  that  there  were 
no  costs  incurred  under  sub-head  B  in 
either  the  Supplementary  Vote  or  the 
Yote  to  which  that  is  a  supplement, 
which  arose  by  reason  of  the  defalca- 
tions of  the  official  assignee  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  believe  I  am  per- 
fectly justified  in  answering  that  these 
items  nave  not  arisen  by  reason  of  such 
defalcations. 

Mb.T.  M.  HBALT  (Longford,  N.)  : 
Perhaps  this  official  assignee  has  been 
more  sinned  against  than  sinning.  In 
my  opinion  this  Vote  for  official  assignees 
is  the  cause  of  all  the  mistakes  that  have 
arisen  in  the  Department.  This  is  an 
account  that  is  presented  annually  to 
Parliament.  It  should  be  certified  by 
the  Chief  Registrar  to  the  Court,  and 
there  should  be  an  auditor  appointed  to 
facilitate  the  work.  What  are  the  duties 
of  the  official  assignee  f    They  are  not 
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stated.  The  gentleman  who  is  the  soh- 
jeot  of  80  much  attack  at  the  present 
time,  who  is  alleged  to  have  run  away 
from  his  position — and  that  gentleman, 
I  helieve,  did  so^leayiog  thousands  of 
pounds  behind  him  in  the  bank  that  he 
might  have  taken,  does  not  appear  to 
have  been  actuated  by  a  guilty  intent. 
The  fault  in  regard  to  what  oocurred 
does  not  rest  so  much  with  him  as  with 
the  system.  We  should  insist  that  the 
aooounts  these  gentlemen  present  to  Par- 
liament are  of  a  really  satisfactory  and 
searching  character.  In  votiog  money 
for  these  official  assignees  we  have  not 
the  .assurance  we  ought  to  haye  that 
everything  is  regular  in  the  offijse.  I 
do  not  think  evwything  is  regular  in 
the  office  at  the  present  time.  These 
gentlemen  do  not  perform  the  duties 
they  ought  to  perform.  In  my  judgment 
this  Vote  is  wholly  unsatisfaotOTy,  unless 
we  are  assured  that  the  accounts  pre- 
sented will  be  checked  by  some  othw 
competent  autiiority,  as  they  are  not  at 
the  present  time.  It  is  my  intention  to 
raise  the  whole  question  upon  the  Irish 
Judicature  Bill,  in  whidi  the  expenses 
of  one  Judge  are  provided  for.  But  here 
you  have  an  additional  Vote  of  £279  as 
excess  of  indemnity.  I  really  do  not 
understand  tiie  explanatiun  which  has 
been  given  by  the  right  hon,  Gentieman 
the  Socretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)  with  regard  to  the  indemnity. 
I  maintain  that  no  matter  how  efficient 
the  official  assignee  is,  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  that  his  report  should  be 
checked  by  the  Chief  Itegistrar.  This 
o£^ial  ought  to  certify  that  he  had  gone 
over  the  report  and  ought  to  vouch  for 
its  accuracy.  If  there  had  been  such  a 
supervision  hitherto  you  would  not  have 
had  such  unfortunate  defalcations  as  in 
the  case  of  Mr.  James.  I  have  inquired 
into  these  defalcations,  and  I  consider 
that  it  is  the  system  that  is  at  fault.  I 
am  certainly  wholly  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand why  we  should  now  pay  £287  for 
the  cost  of  the  official  assignee.  My 
knowledge  may  be  at  fault ;  but  the  ex- 
planation of  the  right  hon.  GKmtieman 
the  iSeoretary  to  the  Treasury  is  alto- 
gether unintelligible  to  me. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'OONNOE  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  May  I  ask  why  these  costs  are 
not  paid  out  of  the  unpaid  dividends  in 
the  hands  of  the  Oommissioners  of  the 
National  Debt?    Why  should  this  ap- 

Mr.  T.  3f.  Bealy 


pear  as  a  charge  against  the  Ezthe- 
quer  ?  _  

Thb  ATTOENEY  OENEEtAL  w% 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin^  Uni- 
versity) :  I  think  I  am  able  to  explain 
that  in  a  few  words.  Up  to  tke  year 
1877  the  unpaid  dividends  were  under 
the  control  of  the  Bankruptcy  Coort, 
subject  to  charges  of  thischaract^;  but 
in  that  year  the  amount  waa  transferred 
to  the  Oommissioners  of  the  National 
Debt,  and  the  Statute  on  anthoriidng 
such  transfer  provided  that  for  the  fotore 
these  oharges  should  be  defrayed  by 
monies*  to  be  v^ted  by  Padiammt. 
This  Vote  is  asked  for  in  pureuancs  of 
this  pvovision, 

Mn.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE:  Am  I 
to  understand  that  this  sum  which  is 
now  to  be  voted  will  hereafter  be  covered 
by  the  Commissioners  of  the  National 
Debt :  that  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  present  Administration  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  secure  tlie  re|>^yme$t 
from  the  National  Debt  Oommissicmen 
of  the  sums  which  are  voted  either  in 
the  ordinaiy  or  Siwplementary  Esti- 
mates on  thiis  account  r 

Mb.  HOLMES:  The  eountiy  thou^t 
the  National  Debt  Commissioners  re- 
ceived the  benefit  of  the  unclaimed  divi- 
dends ;  and  this  anuMint  cannot  be  re- 
covered from  that  Fund. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE:  Will 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleniaa 
state  what  is  the  amount  thus  transferred 
to  the  National  Debt  Oommissionen 
imder  the  head  of  ''  Unpaid  Dividend 
Account?" 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  cannot  say, 

Mb.  p.  Mo  DONALD  (Sligo,  N.):  B 
is  curious  this  indemnity  waa  not  hitherto 
opposed  in  any  Eetums.  Will  this 
item,  or  an  item  similar  to  it,  be  eon* 
tinned  in  future  Estimates  ?  la  it  a  fact 
that  it  is  not  intended  to  cover  the  ex- 
penses of  an  inquiry  into  tibie  so-called 
defalcations  of  this  official  assignee,  sod 
also  into  the  manner  in  which  the  Bank 
of  Ireland  has  failed  to  perform  its  dnty? 
It  is  alleged  that  this  official  assignee 
was  permitted  to  transfer  to  his  owa 
banking  account  the  money  lodged  in 
the  Bank  of  Ir^nd  for  the  purpose  of 
paying  these  dividends.  I  should  like 
to  know  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  (Mr.  Holmes)  whether  the 
statements  I  now  make  are  founded 
upon  fact. 
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Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  snbmit  that  a  proper  amount  of  illu- 
mmatioii  lias  not  been  thrown  on  this 
matter  by  the  Members  of  the  Treasury 
BsQoh.  This  is  a  matter  which  shonld 
be  made  plain  to  what  is  called  the 
nea&est  intelH^nee.  Does  no  one 
understand  this  Vote  ?  I  cannot  under- 
stand either  the  Vote  itself  or  the  expla* 
Bttion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Seore- 
tary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson). 
Win  someone  on  the  Treasury  Bench  tell 
ti8  how  often  in  previous  years  this  Vote 
Has  been  pnt  down,  and  why  it  is  neoee* 
Bary  now  ?  It  is  not  sufficient  fbr  the 
QoYemment  to  say  that  because  the 
money  is  wanted  they  must  hare  it.  The 
Irish  Court  of  Bankruptcy  has  been 
IB  ^>eration  since  1857— for  30  years — 
and  now  yon  put  down,  a  Vote  of  £287 
for  **  excess  of  indemnil^  ordered  by  the 
Court  over  amount  of  the  sub-head  (costs 
of  official  assignees)."  This  unfortunate 
Mr.  James  has  been  much  attacked,  but 
I  «m  not  going  to  attack  faim,  though  he 
i»  a  Toiry  of  the  Tories.  It  is  the  system 
tmder  wbwh  he  served  which  ought  to 
be  attacked.  Am  I  to  be  told  that  it  is 
bsoftuse  tbis  unfortunate  Mr.  James  fled 
t]iattiiis£^S7  is  required  P  That  is  a 
pottt  whieh  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Sscrelary  to  the  Treasury  lias  not  ex- 
plained. You  have  an  annual--^a  cer- 
tain—Vote in  connection  with  the  Irish 
Bankruptcy  Aet;  it  is,  in  fact,  £10,000 
odd.  What  has  oocarred  in  1886-7  to 
reqture  this  amount  f  The  Irish  Bank- 
raptoy  Act  htts  been  in  process  of  opera* 
tion  for  30  years;  why  is  it  that  in  this 
particular  financial  year  you  want  the 
nun  of  £287  Y  It  is  supposed  to  be 
wanted  on  aoeount  of  the  flight  of  Mr. 
lames.  But  Mr.  James  came  back  with 
Uspodcetsfoll  of  Bank  of  England  notes. 
Be  had  no  di^tonest  intentions. 

Thb  OHAIRMAN:  I  have  already 
laid  that  it  is  totally  irrelevant  to  dis- 
01186  ^e  case  of  Mr.  James. 

Me.  O'HBA  (Donegal,  W.) :  Un- 
dottbtedly  there  has  been  muoh  mis* 
management  with  regard  to  the  affairs 
of  the  Irish  Bankruptcy  Court,  and  it  is 
only  by  a  debate  like  this  that  the 
management  can  be  brought  to  light. 
Whatever  may  be  said  about  Mr.  James, 
there  has  been,  if  not  great  dereliction  of 
^ty,  at  any  rate  a  large  amount  of 
mpineaess  in  bankruptcy  management. 

ThbOHAIBMAN:  That  is  not  raised 
in  any  way  under  tbis  Vote. 


Mb.  O'HEA  :  May  I  point  out  that 
under  the  Bankruptcy  Act  of  1857  it  is 
incumbent  upon  the  Oourt  to  audit  the 
accounts  of  the  official  assignee.  Have 
we  anything  to  show  that  there  was  an 
audit  of  the  accounts  of  the  official 
assignee  ? 

Thb  OHAIRMAN:  This  Vote  has  no 
relation  to  any  defalcations  on  the  part 
of  the  official  assignee.  This  is  a  pay- 
ment made  under  statute  by  way  of  in- 
demnity for  the  transfer  of  unpaid  divi- 
dends. 

Mb.  O'HEA  :  I  was  coming  to  that 
point,  Mr.  Oourtney.  With  respeot  to 
unclaimed  dividends,  what  is  the  duty  of 
the  official  assignee  ?  The  Act  provides 
that  '*  If  he  shidl  refuse  to  pay  dividends 
the  Oourt  may  order  payment  with  in- 
terest, and  may  also  order  payment  of 
the  costs  of  the  appHcation."  I  do  not 
wish  to  encroach  unneqesscuily  upon  the 
time  of  the  Oommittee,  but  I  desire  to 
say  that  when  a  matter  like  this  does 
come  up  for  discussion,  we  are  entitled 
to  ask  in  the  felicitous  language  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  that  some 
illumination  should  be  thrown  upon  the 
general  bankruptcy  management.  I  cer- 
tainly shall  enter  fully  into  this  and 
other  matters  when  the  Irish  Judioature 
Bill  is  brought  up. 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  8.): 
It  is  really  the  want  of  an  explanation 
of  these  accounts  that  is  responsible  for 
the  i»*esent  waste  of  time.  We  have 
been  for  many  hours  discussing  a  Vote 
— Supplementary  Votes — but  nine-tenths 
of  the  time  would  have  been  saved  had 
we  had  a  few  words  of  ezpHcit  explana- 
tion. We  are  asked  to  pass  this  Vote 
without  knowing  anything  about  it ;  we 
are  asked  to  pass  it  simply  upon  the  un- 
satisfactory statement  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  explain  the 
Vote  even  now  be  would  prevent  any 
further  waste  of  time. 

Mb.  O'DOHEETY  (Donegal.  N.):  I 
should  Hke  to  know  whether  these  costs 
are  the  result  of  an  action  taken  against 
the  official  assignee,  or  of  an  action 
which  has  failed,  taken  by  the  official 
assignee.  It  is  quite  plain  that  the 
wairt  of  h'ght  which  has  been  complained 
of  arises  from  the  centralizatioii  of  the 
bankruptcy  jurisdiction  in  Dublin.  Suo- 
eessive  Governments  have  expressed 
themselves  strongly  upon  the  neeessity 
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of  Local  Oourts ;  and  I  am  sure  that  if 
there  were  Looal  Oourts  dividends  would 
not  go  so  much  astray. 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  suppose  hon.  Mem- 
bers are  aware  that  in  winding  up  an 
estate  in  bankruptcy,  it  frequently  hap- 
pens tiiat  certain  dividends  are  unpaid. 
They  may  not  be  claimed  for  a  number 
of  years,  and  then  a  claim  may  be  made 
against  the  official  assignee,  who  may 
contest  it,  and  be  put  to  costs  which  he 
would  have  to  pay.  On  four  occasions 
since  1877  precisely  similar  Votes  to  the 
present  one  have  been  passed  by  the 
House. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR :  It  does 
not  follow  that  the  Vote  is  just  because 
a  similar  Vote  has  been  passed  in  pre- 
vious years.  The  19Srd  section  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Act  of  1857  provides  that — 

<*  Ko  action  for  any  dividend  shall  be  brought 
against  any  aangnee ;  hot  if  the  assignee  s&ll 
refuse  to  pay  any  suc^  diyidend  the  Court  may 
order  payment  thereof,  wiUi  interest  for  the 
time  it  shall  have  been  withheld  ;*' 

and  it  may  also  order  the  payment  of  the 
costs  of  the  application;  therefore  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Holmes)  has  gone  a  little  astray  if  be 
thinks  that  these  were  costs  incurred 
against  the  official  assiffaee.  I  am  afraid 
there  is  hot  very  much  more  information 
tipon  the  Treasury  Bench  in  regard  to 
matter  than  there  is  upon  these  Benches. 
It  is  doar,  at  any  rate,  that  there  was 
a  considerable  sum  of  money  which  be- 
longed to  nobody  ezoept  certain  bank- 
mpts,  which  sum  of  money  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  National  Debt  had  paid 
o?er  to  them  under  Act  of  Parliament. 
That  is  done,  and  we  cannot  quarrel  with 
it;  but  from  that  fund  so  transferred 
have  been  payable,  under  the  Irish  Judi- 
cature Act  of  1877,  certain  charges  on 
account  of  costs.  Those  payments  are 
no  longer  made.  The  diarges  are  thrown 
— I  do  not  know  upon  what  authority 
or  under  what  Act — upon  Votes  sub- 
mitted from  time  to  time  irregularly  to 
this  House  in  Committee  of  Supply.  It 
it  clear  the  charges  are  made  in  connec- 
tion with  some  laehM  on  the  part  of  cer- 
tain official  assignees.  If  they  are  not, 
what  on  earth  are  they  made  for.  Cer- 
tain things  have  been  done  which  ought 
not  to  have  been  done,  and  certain  tilings 
have  not  been  done  which  ought  to  have 
been  done.  These  costs  have  now  to  be 
diofrayed,  and  a  Vote  is  submitted  ac- 

Mr,  O'Doherfy 


cordingly.  What  we  want  to  know,  and 
what  I  would  ask  the  hon.  Qentieman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  is  what 
are  the  shortcomings  in  respect  of  whieh 
these  legal  proceedings  have  been  tskm 
— proocHBdings  which  have  resulted  in 
these  legal  expenses  being  payable  at 
the  expense  of  the  public  taxpayer  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  can  only  say,  Sir, 
that  I  have  not  been  in  possession  of 
every  detail.  I  can  indeed  tell  the  hon. 
(Gentleman  as  much  as  I  know,  and  I 
have  already  endeavoured  to  explain  to 
him  how  tius  sum  came  here  for  pay- 
ment. I  may  further  explain  that  the 
particular  item  which  is  now  before  the 
Committee  arose  upon  a  partieolar  esse 
of  bankruptcy  in  Ireland,  in  which  the 
gentleman  who  was  acting  as  offioiBl 
assignee  incurred  certain  costs. 

CoLONBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  North): 
Who  was  he  f 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  may  further  ny 
that  these  costs,  before  l^ey  are  sanc- 
tioned for  payment  under  this  Statnie, 
have  to  be  oonfirmed  and  ^proved  snd 
ordered  by  the  Court  of  Bankrupt^  in 
Ireland.  All  that  process  has  been  gone 
through.  The  Court  of  Bankzaptqy  in 
Ireland  made  an  order  that  this  official 
assignee  was  entitled  to  these  oosts,  and 
that  they  were  to  be  paid  to  him  under 
the  section  of  the  Act  which  directs  this 
to  be  done.  I  really  am  extremely  socry 
that  the  hon.  Member  requires  to  kiow 
the  partionlars  and  details  of  what  the 
official  assignee  did.  I  can  only  gi?e 
him  a  general  reply  upon  the  matter  as 
it  was  brought  before  us^  and  I  rssllj 
cannot  say  more,  because  I  do  not  know 
the  details. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longfoid,  N.): 
We  must  all  admire  the  admirable  man- 
ner in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  ti)e 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jadsson) 
has  endeavoured  to  reply  to  all  the 
questions  that  have  bean  addresend  to 
him.  It  is  impossible  to  expect  him  to 
bear  in  mind  every  detail  for  the  whole  of 
the  three  countries — England,  Ireland, 
and  Scotland  —  though  we  admire  his 
manner  and  his  desire  to  give  all  the  in- 
formation in  his  power  very  much.  But 
we  do  expect  that  the  Irish  officers  of  die 
Government,  who  are  paid  for  the  pnr- 

?ose,  would  be  in  possession  of  the  futs. 
do  not  consider  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  Geaeral  for 
Ireland  has  given  us  tha  explaaato 
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whioh  we  are  entitled  to.    It  is  an  ex- 
planation which  is    inconsistent    with 
that  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
and  until    those    two    gentlemen    can 
arrire  at  a  mutual  understanding  as  to 
what  the  proper  explanation  is  to  be 
the  best  thing  we  can  do  is  to  pospone 
the  Vote.  As  I  understand  the  explana- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  oeore- 
tary  to  the  Treasury,  it  is  a  rational  one, 
if  I  may  say  so  without  disrespect  to  the 
Irish  Attorney  General.    The  hon.  Gen- 
iUman  the  Secretary  to  the   Treasury 
•ajs  that  this  is  a  Vote  ordered  for  pay- 
ment in  consequence  of  an  order  made 
bj  the  Irish  Bankruptcy  Judge.    But 
what  Bays  the  Irish    Attorney   Gene- 
ral?    If   I  understand   him  aright — 
fur  be  it  from  me  to  say  that  I   am 
capable  of  taking  in  the  explanation  of 
any    Irish    Attorney    General  —  if    I 
understand  him  aright,  his  explanation 
it  that  there  are  certain  sums  payable 
to  certain  Oommissioners  of  the  National 
Debt,  and  that  those  sums  were  p€ud 
o?er,  and  that  they,  having  paid  over  so 
mnoh  more  than  they  ought  to  have 
done,  the  Commissioners  of  the  National 
Debt  were  oompelled  to  cut  down  this 
Vote;    but  that  explanation  is  wholly 
inconsistent  with  the  explanation  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury ;  and  furthei^ 
more,  the  Irish  Attorney  General  gave 
an  explanation  which  is  totally  contrary 
to  the  Section  of  the  Irish  Bankruptcy 
Act  to  which  we  are  referred  by  the 
sob-head  at  the  beginning  of  the  Vote 
for  Explanation.    That  sm>ws  a  vicious 
tystem  of  putting  down  the  Votes  and 
Nljing  upon  ihesupineness  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  to  pass  them  without  due  and 
deliberate  inquiry.    You,  Mr.  Courtney, 
are  the  only  Gentleman  in  this  Com- 
mittee who  professes  to  understand  this 
matter.    You,  Mr.  Courtney,  appear  in 
yoor  ruling,  at  all  events,  to  have  started 
what  I  may  call  a  working  hypothesis, 
and,  grant  your  hypothesis,  your  rulings 
are  most  admirable.     When  I  contrast 
your  view  with  the  explanations  which 
have  been  offered  from  the  Treasury 
Bench  I  am  struck  with  admiration  of 
the  faculty  which  enables  you  to  gather 
xip  two  wholly  inconsistent  explanations 
and  to  make    your  rulings  oonsistent 
with  them.    What  says  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament ?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Iiifih  Attorney  General  says  this  is  a 
charge  made  because  of  certain  charges 
whioh  fall  on  the  official  assignee  in  the 


course  of  his  business ;  but  in  the  Act 
it  says  that  an  action  for  any  dividend 
shall  be  brought  against  any  official 
assignee,  and  if  the  Court  shall  order 
payment  of  such  dividend  the  Court  may 
do  so.  Therefore,  you  have  it  upon  this 
that  this  is  not  a  Vote  in  consequence  of 
any  defalcation  by  any  assignee,  and 
yet,  if  I  may  say  so  without  the  smallest 
disrespect,  you  have  the  statement  made 
by  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  that 
this  is  a  Vote  in  consequence  of  a 
defalcation. 

Mn.  JACKSON :  No ;  I  did  not  say 
so. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  This  is  a  Vote 
because  of  the  particular  conduct  of  some 
particular  official  assignee.  I  aj^ed  for 
the  name  and  the  date,  but  was  quite 
unable  to  get  either.  The  official  as- 
signee is,  in  some  way,  left  in  nuhihus. 
He  was  in  default ;  but  we  are  now  told 
it  is  not  a  defalcation. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  never  said  so. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Eeally,  as  I 
have  said  before,  I  think  this  Committee 
— or,  at  least,  the  Irish  Members  of  it — 
should  treat  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  with  the  ut- 
most consideration.  He  is  most  anxious 
to  give  us  information,  and  he  has  mus- 
tered, in  every  respect,  an  enormous  mass 
of  detculs,  which  is  the  more  remarkable 
and  praiseworthy  as  he  is  new  to  Office. 
He  really  compels  and  extorts  our  ad- 
miration. The  Chief  Secretary  for  Dun- 
garvan  shakes  his  head — ^I  really  beg 
the  Home  Secretary's  pardon — I  mean 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews).  He  shakes 
his  head.  He  seems  to  know  all  about 
it ;  but  he  will  not  get  up  and  say  what 
he  thinks.  I  will  give  him  the  explana- 
tion of  the  Irish  Attorney  General,  who 
says  that  the  default  and  the  costs  have 
to  be  met.  Am  I  to  be  told  that  the 
Treasury  of  England  has  agreed  to  raise 
this  extraordinary  sum,  placed  upon  the 
Estimates  without  full  explanation  ?  I 
think  that  the  least  we  might  expect  is 
that  the  Treasury  should  give  us  an  ex- 
planation which  should  be  consistent; 
but  they  have  not  given  us  that.  They 
say  that  this  sum  has  been  incurred  in 
consequence  of  default  and  in  conse- 
quence of  costs.  Who  incurred  them  ? 
What  is  the  date  ?  Let  us  have  some 
particulars.  lam  told  that  Mr.  Dening 
IS  the  official  assignee— surely  he  must 
have  Qom^  explanation  to  offer.    So  far   . 
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we  are  only  told  that  a  certain  sum 
arieea  in  oonsequencQ  of  a  default.  Let 
us  know  the  date  of  it,  and  when  the 
costs  were  incurred,  and  who  was  the 
official  involved  ? 

Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  8.): 
Notwithstanding  the  explanation  given 
to  OS  we  are  still  in  the  dark — indeed, 
we  are  more  in  the  dark  now  than  we 
were  before.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  has 
given  us  his  explanation,  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
has  given  us  a  different  one.  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  says  these 
costs  were  incurred  in  default  of  the 
payment  of  certain  dividends.  Now, 
why  should  costs  be  incurred  in  this 
\ray?  I  confess  I  do  not  understand 
that.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has 
also  given  us  his  explanation.  He  says 
the  costs  arose  out  of  a  particular  case. 
He  was  asked  to  explain  the  particular 
case;  but  he  would  not  do  so,  and  he 
leaves  the  matter  in  this  unintelligible 
way.  We  most  strongly  object  to  let 
everything  pass  here  tiiat  has  been 
passed  by  the  Judges  in  Ireland,  and 
we  think  we  are  entitled  to  some  expla- 
natioQ. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) :  It 
seems  to  me  that  an  opportunity  ought 
to  be  taken  by  the  Treasury,  when  they 
are  going  over  the  accounts  of  officials 
1,  to  check  those  accounts.  How 
can  we  have  any  confidence  in  voting 
money  when  afiEairs  are  managed  in  this 
alipshod  fashion,  and  when  the  sums 
asked  for  are  increasing  year  by  year, 
and  no  attempt  is  made  even  to  have 
notice  served  upon  those  who  are  re- 
sponsible ?  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would  give  an 
undertaking  that  hereafter  these  orders 
should  be  checked,  and  the  costs  and 
expenses  checked,  there  might  be  some 
satisfaction  in  trying  to  pass  these  Votes 
without  dispute. 

Mk.  JACKSON  :  I  am  sure  it  is  my 
fault  for  not  having  made  the  matter 
clear;  but  really  Sis  is  a  matter  in 
which  the  Treasury  have  no  power 
whatever.  It  is  settled  by  an  Act  of 
Parliament  that  certain  costs  that  are 
charged  from  time  to  time  may  be 
brought  before  the  Court  in  Ireland, 
and  approved  by  the  Court,  and  then 
they  must  be  paid.  The  amount  which 
is  now  before  the  Committee  has  been 
before  the  Court,  has  been  approved  by 
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the  Court,  and  has  been  ordered  bythe 
Court  to  be  paid;  and,  in  accordaaoe 
with  the  Act  of  Parliament,  we  are  beaad 
to  pass  it. 

An  hon.  Membeb  :  Is  there  no  Notice 
to  the  Treasury  ? 

Me,  CHANGE  (KUkenny,  &):  I 
think  this  matter  may  be  divided  andsr 
two  heads,  so  far  as  the  power  ^  the 
Court  is  concerned.  The  first  is,  that 
where  an  estate  is  open,  the  Court,  no 
doubt,  has  considerable  power  to  order 
payment  out  of  the  funds  in  Court  Uie 
second  power  is  under  the  77th  seotion 
of  the  Act  of  1872;  and,  in  thai  eaaa, 
the  Court  is  empowered,  put  of  un- 
claimed dividends,  to  order  payment  to 
the  official  assignee  of  certain  sums. 
But  the  order  which  is  used  as  a  justi- 
fication for  this  Vote  is  no  order  at  aU, 
for  no  power  to  make  such  order  exists. 
The  Court  orders  for  payment  certsia 
sums  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament ;  but  tiiie  power  to  make  aa 
order  is  confined  to  an  entirely  diffmnt 
fund — ^the  unclaimed  dividends.  The 
explanation  which  has  been  giv^a  is, 
therefore,  not  sufficient. 

Mb.  holmes  :  If  the  hon.  GTeoOe- 
man  who  haa  just  spoken  will  refer  to 
the  85th  section  of  the  Judioatuve  Act  of 
1877,  he  wiU  find  that  it  has  transferred 
that  liability  to  the  money  provided  by 
Parliament,  for  the  86th  section  pro- 
vides that  Government  securities  must 
be  transferred  to  the  National  Debt 
Commissioners,  and  all  ohai^^  jtpon 
them,  including  this  charge,  shall  be 
taken  out  of  moneys  provided  by  Par- 
liament. The  section  to  which  the  hon. 
Qentleman  has  referred  is,  no  doubt^tbe 
section  under  which  the  charge  was 
originally  made;  but,  by  subseqaent 
legislation,  it  is  transferred  from  ihB 
unclaimed  dividend  account  to  the  numey 
provided  by  Parliament. 

CoLowKL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  I 
think,  Sir,  that  it  is  time  we  disoon- 
tinued  the  discussion ;  and  I,  therefore, 
move  that  you  do  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again/'-^rCVM 
JVolan,) 

The  MEST  LOED  of  thi  TEEA- 

STJKT  (Mr.   W.   H.  Smith)  (Stnad, 

Westminster):    I  really  mnst  ask  tbe 

!  Committee  to  finish  this  Tote.     V^ 
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most  complete  information  has  been 
gifen.  I  am  snre  hon.  Oentlemen  op- 
posite  misonderatand  the  fact  that  thu 
monej  ia  required  to  be  paid — is  ordered 
to  be  paid — by  a  Ck>urt  of  Law,  which 
has  full  power  to  order  it,  and  there  is 
no  alternative.  I  do  not  saj  that  the 
Hoose  of  Commons  is  absolutely  bound 
to  Tote  the  money ;  but  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament provides  that  it  shall  be  paid 
out  of  money  to  be  Yoted  br  Parliament. 
This  has  be«a  done  with  official  sanction, 
and  we  really  have  no  altematiTe  in  the 

matter.  

Mb.  T.  M.  HBALT:  Pbr  half-an- 
boor  we  have  been  asking  for  some 
inlormatlan.  We  have  got  Tarious 
^ffnrent  aoootmtii,  and  at  the  last  mo- 
ment we  haye  a  totally  different  ezplana- 
tkm  giren  to  us,  which  does  throw  some 
fittle  light  upon  the  business.  But  for 
]udf-an-hour  we  haye  practically  wasted 
our  time,  because  the  Members  upon  the 
Treasury  Bench  cannot  agree  about  the 
Am^.  Nobody  admits  more  cheerfully 
than  I  do  that  there  has  been  a  complete 
waste  of  time,  wholly  caused  by  the 
inability  of  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  to  agree  in  their  own  explana- 
tions. They  have  given  a  different  one 
every  time,  and  now  at  the  eleventh  hour 
we  get  an  entirely  different  one  from  the 
right  hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
mrii  Attorney  General,  wholly  different 
from  all  which  have  preceded  it. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mihdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported. 

Thb  first  LOBD  op  the  TBEA- 
SUBY  f  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand,  West- 
minster): There  are  some  unopjposed 
Totes  which  I  am  sure  hon.  Gentlemen 
will  not  object  to  dispose  of.  We  will 
not  take  any  Votes  which  may  reason- 
ably ocouOT  any  time.  I  would  not  pro- 
pose to  take  the  Oonstabulary  Vote  nor 
the  Irish  Education  Vote  if  that  is  ob- 
jected to  ;  but  there  are  certain  other 
Votes  which  are  not  Votes  of  any  great 
importance,  and  which  it  woula  be  of 
contiderable  advantage  to  take  in  Oom- 
mittee  of  Supply  to-night.  As  the 
Committee,  though  it  has  lasted  a  con- 
siderable time,  mis  not  obtained  much 
money,  I  trust  it  will  be  willing  to  go 
forward  for  a  little  while  longer. 

Mr.  ABTHXJE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
g>l)  £.)  •  I  have  looked  through  these 
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Votes  for  myself,  and  I  am  disposed  to 
think  that  the  Vote  for  the  Science  and 
Art  Department  is  not  one  that  is  likely 
to  give  rise  to  discussion,  but  most  of  the 
others  are  likely  to  lead  to  debate.  There 
is  certainly  one  on  the  Paper — ^the  Vote 
for  Lunatics  in  Scotland — which,  pro- 
bably, will  not  involve  much  discussion ; 
but  with  the  exception  of,  perhaps,  one 
other,  I  do  not  tlunk  there  is  a  single 
Vote  remaining  as  to  which  it  will  not 
be  necessary  to  raise  discussions. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGHrNorthampton) : 
I  hope  the  Diplomatic  Vote  will  not  be 
taken  to-night. 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  No. 

Thb  OELAIBMAN:  There  is  no 
Question  before  the  House. 

Olajs  IV. — ^Edxtoation,  Scibnob,  and 

Abt. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  Supplementanr  sam,  not  exceeding 
i610,56O.  be  granted  to  Her  Mi^eety,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  wHl  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment danng  the  year  ending  on  the  Slot  day  of 
March  1887,  for  the  Salaries  and  Ezpenees  of 
the  Sdenoe  and  Art  Department,  and  of  tlie 
BstabliBhmants  ooimeoted  therewith." 

Mb.  PABNELL  (Cork) :  In  reference 
to  the  suggestion  iust  maae  br  the  right 
hon.  Gh^ntleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
(Ifr.  W.  H.  Smith)  that  we  should  take 
some  Votes  which  may  not  be  objected 
to,  and  especially  this  Science  and  Art 
Vote,  I  would  wish  to  say  that  I  do 
not  think  it  is  fair  to  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  and  particularly  to 
absent  Members  of  the  House,  that 
we  should  go  on  when  there  is  a  heavy 
Vote  on  the  list  like  the  Irish  Oonstabu* 
lary  Vote,  one  which,  from  the  nature 
of  the  ease,  is  likely  to  take  up  a  rery 
considerable  time,  which  has  been 
skipped  OTer.  I  am  not  complaining  of 
the  postponement  of  that  Vote,  because 
it  is  manifestly  too  late  to  take  it ;  but 
it  would  not  be  fair  to  skip  over  that 
Vote,  and  then  proceed  to  take  other 
Votes  when  hon.  Members  who  would 
take  an  interest  in  the  subsequent  Votes 
would  naturally  suppose  that  they  would 
not  oome  on.  It  was  not  at  all  expected 
that  this  very  Vote  for  the  Science  and 
Art  Department  would  have  been  reached 
to-night,  and  there  are  circumstances  of 
considerable  interest  in  reference  to  this 
Vote  which  some  of  my  hon.  Friends 
would  have  liked  to  have  had  in  hand. 
We  have  here  a  Vote  for  £10,560  for  thQ 
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SoieDce  and  Art  Departmenty  aad  I 
think  it  would  have  been  only  proper  to 
haye  heard  some  statement  from  the 
responsible  officials  in  connection  with 
this  matter.  If  there  is  a  responfiible 
Irish  official  in  connection  with  this 
Vote — which  I  very  much  doubt — ^I 
should  haye  liked  to  have  had  some  ex- 
planation of  it,  especiaUy  at  a  time  when 
the  explanation  could  be  given  to  the 
Irish  public  through  the  Ptess.  This 
question  of  Science  and  Art  in  Ireland 
has  been  one  which  has  been  upon  the 
Parliamentary  carpet  for  a  great  number 
of  years,  and  we  have  never  been  able  to 
get  any  satisfaction  out  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  in  reference  thereto.  I  understand 
that  the  whole  of  the  Vote  does  not 
apply  to  Ireland,  and  in  that  case  it  is 
additionallv  unfair  to  British  Members 
who  may  have  been  beguiled  away  by 
the  probability — the  certainty,  under  all 
the,  circumstances  of  the  case^that  this 
Vote  could  not  jpossibly  be  reached  to- 
night. I  put  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  whether  it  is 
fair  to  hon.  Members  to  take  a  Vote  in 
which  they  are  most  interested,  and 
many  of  them  especially  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  their  absence  has  been  pro- 
cured by  skipping  over  the  Constabulary 
Vote  ?  I  know  of  no  practice  which  is 
more  objectionable  than  when,  after 
half'past  12  at  ni^ht— it  is  now  10 
minutes  to  1 — a  Mmister  gets  up  and 
says— **  I  will  not  take  any  Votes  that 
are  strongly  objected  to,  but  I  will  take 
any  Votes  that  are  not  objected  to." 
The  consequence  is  that  many  hon. 
Members,  who  have  gone  away  under 
the  idea  that  Votes  in  which  they  are  in- 
terested cannot  possibly  be  reached,  are 
punished  when  they  come  back  and  find 
that  they  have  been  beguiled  and  de- 
ceived by  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
the  Leader  of  the  House.  In  the  in- 
terests of  absent  Members,  I  beg  to 
move,  Sir,  that  you  do  now  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.''— 
(JMr.  PameU,) 

SibWILUAM  HARCOUET  (Derby): 
Some  of  these  Votes,  at  all  events,  might 
be  taken.  I  think  that  the  Science  and 
Art  Vote  is  an  important  Vote,  but  there 
might  be  others.    The  ri^ht  hon.  Oen- 
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fleman  has  undertoken  not  to  tiAethe 
Constabulary  Vote  or  the  Education 
Vote ;  but  there  might  be  others  whicli 
might  be  taken*  such  as  those  for  the 
Diplomatic  Service,  for  (Grants  in  Aid  to 
certain  Colonies,  and  for  Pauper  Luna- 
tics in  Scotland. 

Me.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditcb, 
Hoxton) :  If  the  Oovemment  persist  in 
going  on  with  the  Science  and  Ait  De- 
partment Vote,  I  shall  be  obliged  to 
support  the  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress, because  it  will  be  in  the  reedlee- 
tion  of  the  Government  that  the  ditcns- 
sion  on  the  Vote  itself  in  the  last  Session 
was  taken,  I  think,  about  3  o'dook  in 
the  morning,  and  there  was  no  op|^ 
tunitv  ^ven  for  its  discussion  by  hon 
Members  interested.  I  am  very  ae«^j 
interested,  and  certain  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers I  know  are  also  interested*  in  the 
question  of  science  schools,  and  the  whole 
of  the  questions  referred  to  in  this  Vote. 
No  opportunity  of  discussing  these  ques- 
tions uas  been  given  for  a  year,  ana  no 
opportunity  is  a£fbrded  to  us  now»  or  is 
likely  to  be  afforded  to  us,  to  bring  on  a 
Resolution  on  the  matter.  It  is  a  matter 
of  deep  importance  and  interest  to  many 
hpn.  Members ;  and  if  the  attempt  to 
take  the  Vote  now  be  persevered  in«  1 
shall  be  obliged  to  support  the  Motion 
for  reporting  Progress. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  will  not  enter 
into  a  contest  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  on  repeated  Motions  for  report- 
ine  Progress,  because  it  would  only  in- 
volve delay  and  we  should  notdoanj 
good.  But  let  us  get  forward  with  some 
Business  at  all  events.  In  acceding  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  that  the  Constabulary 
Vote  should  not  be  taken  to-night,  I  fol- 
lowed precedent  in  endeavouring,  as  far 
as  I  could,  to  meet  the  views  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  when  a  question  of  oonsid6^ 
able  importance  was  ooming  under  dis- 
cussion. I  would  desire  to  meet  the  con- 
venience of  the  House  as  far  as  possible ; 
but  the  House  must  be  aware  t^  there 
is  very  little  time  for  discussing  these 
questions.  There  should  be  ample 
opportunity  for  the  discussion  of  Votes 
in  Committee  of  Supply;  but  circum- 
stances compel  us  to  get  on  now  with  aa 
proper  and  reasonable  a  despatch  as 
possible.  I  must  remark  that  no  general 
discussion  can  be  taken  on  Education  to- 
night on  the  Vote  ior  Soienoe  and  Art- 
it  must  be  confined  to  the  particular 
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item.  F  £be  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
ParaeB)  will  be  so  good  as  to  withdraw 
his  Modon,  I  think  that  by  the  general 
consent  of  the  House  we  may  take  the 
unopposed  Votes,  such  as  have  been 
Boggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt). 

Mb.  AETHUE  0'OONNOR(Donegal, 
E.):  I  share  yery  much  in  the  feeling 
that  must  be  entertained  by  the  majority 
of  the  Oommitiee  that  it  is  time  to  go 
to  bed,  and  that  must  also  be  the  view 
of  Members  of  the  Administration,  see- 
ing thi^  they  have  a  proposal  among 
&efr  New'  Eules  that  we  should  never 
flit  after  half-past  12.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  l£e  Trea- 
sury now  complains  that  there  is  very 
little  time  left  lor  the  discussion  of  these 
Votes.  That  may  be  very  true;  but 
even  he  will  not  say  that  it  is  our  fault. 
We  are  not  responsible  for  these  Esti- 
mates not  bdng  put  down  before  to- 
night. Had  they  been  set  down  earlier 
we  should  have  made  by  this  time  con- 
siderable progress.  And  now  I  would 
appeal  to  the  practical  common  sense  of 
the  Government,  and  to  our  experience 
of  past  years.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  there  are  certain  Votes  that 
are  practically  unopposed,  and  that  will 
take  but  a  few  minutes  to  pass.  Well,  if 
that  is  BO,  then  they  will  occuoy  but  a 
few  minutes  on  another  day.  I  appeal 
to  the  past  experience  of  theGovemment ; 
this  kind  of  thing  has  happened  before, 
and  witii  this  invariable  result — that  a 
veiy  mat  deal  more  time  has  been  con« 
sumea  in  fighting  over  whether  we, 
should  or  should  not  adjourn  than  has 
eventually  been  found  necessary  to  pass 
the  Votes  in  question.  Under  these 
cironmstances,  I  hope  that,  as  a  practical 
man,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
allow  us  now  to  report  Progress. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
I  would  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
GenUeman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  that 
there  really  are  most  important  Votes 
remaining  on  the  Paper.  The  Govern- 
ment have  made  miraculous  progress; 
they  have  obtained  12  Votes,  a  most 
tmusual  number.  I  have  often  known 
a  Government  thankful  at  having  passed 
one  Vote  in  a  night.  There  is  one  Vote 
remaining  that  will  not  give  rise  to  dis* 
eossion,  or,  at  least,  I  do  not  know  if 
Scotch  Members  may  have  something  to 
aay  about  Scotch  Lunatics ;  but,  so  far 


as  I  know,  it  is  the  only  Vote  not  likely 
to  be  contested  or  discussed.  I  really 
think  the  Government  might  be  satisfied. 
As  to  time,  there  is  until  the  end  of 
March  to  dispose  of  the  few  Votes  that 
are  left. 

Me.  BIGGAE  (Oavan,  W. ) :  I  venture 
to  corroborate  what  was  said  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  as  to  the  unfairness  to  Members 
not  now  present  of  taking  Votes  at  this 
hour  that  stand  in  order  &er  the  Police 
Vote.  It  was  only  this  evening  that 
application  was  made  to  me  by  an  hon. 
Member,  who  knew  I  had  experience  in 
such  matters,  to  express  an  opinion  as  to 
how  many  Votes  would  be  taken,  and 
whether  any  'Business  was  likely  to  be 
taken  after  half-past  12.  I  expressed 
an  opinion  that  we  were  not  likely  to  get 
beyond  the  PoKce  Vote  to-night.  I  may 
also  say  that,  having  listened  to  the 
appeal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  when  asking 
the  Committee  to  agree  to  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Vote,  such  Vote  then  passed  with- 
out further  discussion.  I  must,  however, 
say  his  language  was  very  ambiguous  as 
compared  with  what  he  afterwards  said. 
He  said,  or  implied,  that  he  would  throw 
no  obstacle  in  the  way  of  reporting  Pro- 
gress; but  no  sooner  did  he  get  that 
Vote  passed  than  he  desired  to  proceed 
with  other  Votes. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  sorry  that 
my  words  should  be  considered  am- 
biguous, and  I  must  say  now  in  reply 
to  hon.  Members  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  take  a  Division 
against  the  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress, by  way  of  making  a  protest 
against  what,  m  my  humble  opinion,  is 
a  waste  of  the  time  of  the  House,  when 
time  is  most  valuable,  and  cannot  well 
be  spared.  I  am  perfectly  prepared  to 
postpone  any  Votes  against  which  any 
objection  can  be-  urged ;  but  there  are 
Votes  against  which  practically  there 
can  be  no  reasonable  objection,  and, 
having  in  view  the  limited  time  at  our 
disposal,  we  ought  to  make  progress 
with  these  Votes.  If  the  Motion  is 
persisted  in,  we  must  take  a  Division 
against  it. 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  The  observations  just  made  call 
for  a  word  of  notice.  I  do  not  think 
there  has  really  been  any  time  of  the 
Committee  wasted,  or  if  there  has  been 
time  wasted  to-night,  it  hc^s  rother  beep 
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by  Membera  on  that  ride  than  •n 
this  side  of  the  House.  I  have  been  in 
Committee,  Mr.  Courtnej,  the  whole  of 
the  evening,  and  have  not  intervened  in 
the  proceedings.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  been  here 
continnously,  he  would  have  seen  that 
discussion  has  proceeded  as  much  firom 
that  side  as  firom  this.  One  explanation 
of  the  time  occupied  is  the  want  of 
harmony  in  the  statements  of  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
Bench.  I  sincerely  hope  that,  at  anv 
rate,  this  evening's  proceedings  wiU 
not  be  quoted  in  the  future  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  a  deliberate  attempt 
to  delay  Business. 

Mb.  cox  (Clare,  E.) :  In  the  view  of 
the  Government,  as  shown  by  their  new 
Bule,  Business  should  cease  at  half-past 
12.  It  is  now  past  1 ;  but  it  is  a  good 
opportunity  for  the  Government  to  give 
us  an  idea  of  how  the  New  Rule  would 
work  when  in  future 

Sib  EOBEET  FOWLEE  (London): 
I  rise  to  Order,  Mr.  Courtney,  and  ask 
you  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  in 
Order  in  proceeding  to  discuss  Bules 
which  are  the  subject  of  a  Motion  before 
the  House  ? 

Thb  CHATTtMAN  called  on  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bast  Clare  to  proceed. 

Mb.  cox  :  I  had  no  intention  of  dis- 
cussing the  New  Bules  at  all.  I  was 
onl^  making  allusion  to  them  as  an  illus- 
tration of  what  might  oome  to  pass.  It 
is  a  question  how  we  shall  like  the 
Bules,  and  we  might  as  well  commeuoe 
an  experiment  to  see  how  they  will  affect 
us. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOE  (Tipperaiy, 
S.) :  Before  this  Division  is  taken,  I 
desire  to  say,  with  every  respect  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  B.  Smith), 
that  his  language  was  ambiguous ;  be- 
cause I  certainly  understood  him  to  say 
to  the  Committee  .  that  if  he  were 
allowed  to  get  the  Bankruptcy  Vote  it 
opened  the  prospect  at  whicb^  I  am  sure 
we  all  rejoiced,  of  our  going  home.  That 
Vote  being  allowed  to  pass  without  Divi- 
sion, in  consequence  of  that  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  cannot  but 
feel  that  the  Committee  has  been,  as  I 
certainly  feel  I  have  been,  trapped  into 
a  concession,  into  compliance  with  the 
wishes  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  on 
his  request,  conveyed  in  ambiguous  lan- 
guage, that  this  Vote  should  be  allowed 
to  pass.  It  was  allowed  to  pass,  and  now 
JUr. 


we  are  called  on  to  proceed  with  thedis- 
cussion  of  other  Totes  which  we  ecmsder 
of  a  contentious  character.  I  protest 
against  this  method  of  conducting  Busi- 
ness, and  hope  in  the  future  it  will  not  be 
adopted  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  say^  before 
this  Division  is  taken^  that  I  b^eve  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  language  has 
been  ambiguous,  or  studiously  decep- 
tive. 

Thb  CHAIBMAN :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  make  use  oi  anoh  aa 
expression. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR:  Thewori 
I  intended  to  use,  8ir»  was  unwittingly; 
bnt  if  either  word  is  too  strongg  I  have  bo 
desire  to  adhere  to  it.  At  the  same  time,  I 
certainly  do  say  that  the  language  was 
unwittingly  deceptive.  We,  at  all  eveits, 
were  misled  into  acquiescing  in  the 
passing  of  the  Vote^  when  the  disoufl- 
sion  was  not  threshed  out ;  and,  at  all 
events,  we  should  have  taken  aDivisien 
upon  the  Motion  for  j^  reduction  of  the 
Vote.  Under  all  these  circumstances,  Ido 
think  that  the  right  hon.  GeiMbmaiu 
taking  into  aooount  tiie  language  he 
used,  and  the  hope  he  held  out  that  we 
should  be  allowed  to  go  home  to  bed, 
would  do  well  not  to  persist  in  his  in- 
tention to  take  a  Division  now. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.): 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  has  made  a  statement  that  I  akn 
rather  surprised  did  not  attract  the  cog- 
niza&ee  of  theOiair.  In  my  opiaiwi,  it 
was  an  incentive  to  Obetmotiont  or  a  sng- 
geetion  to  make  use  of  it.  "  Wm  will  no v 
proceed,"  said  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaa, 
''  to  take  a  Division  as  a  protest>"  meaa- 
ing,  thereby,  that  he  would  use  the 
Forms  of  the  House  against  us,  and 
that  then  he  would  oonoede  the  point 
He  will  waste  15  minutes  of  the  time  of 
the  Committee  under  the  mece  ehow  of 
making  a  protest.  That  is  not^  in  my 
opinion,  language  calculated  to  eoaduoe 
to  the  effective  conduct  of  Busiaesa  We 
know  it  is  the  ambition  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  be  considered  the  Glad- 
stone of  the  Tory  Party;  but  itiaua- 
fortunate  that  on  this,  the  first  ooca«ioB 
on  which  Committee  is  set  dowsi  he 
inveigles  us,  he  induces  us,  by  his  sug- 
gestion to  pass  a  Vote,  and  then  tailu 
about  taking  a  Division  aa  a  jvotest— 
[^Intmruptum,'] 

Mb.  COX:  I  rise  to  Order.  Is  it  11 
Otder  for  hon.  Members  below  the 
Bar  to  make  demonstrationa  ? 
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JTr.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  I  hnre  no  ob- 
jection to  Hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Bar 
giving  eridence  tbat  tber  have  been  at 
the  bar.  What  I  was  aoont  to  say  was, 
Aat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  m  the 
first  meeting  of  Committee  of  Supply, 
has  used  an  expression  and  taken  a 
course  that  will  not  conduce  to  the  easy 
management  of  afiTairs.  It  might  have 
been  expected  that  on  this,  the  first 
oceasion,  the  first  night  of  Supply,  he 
would  l)e  rWf  ci^reful  to  aroid  motion; 
but  he  has  led  us  to  withdraw  our  oppo- 
tttion  to  a  Vote,  and  now  he  is  intend- 
ing, as  a  protest  merely,  for  factious  pur- 
rides,  to  take  a  Division,  and  he  thinks 
reasonable  that  we  should  occupy  15 
minutes  in  trotting  round  the  House. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  :  I  should  hke  to  raise 
my  protest  against  the  <^arge  the  right 
hon.  Genlteman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has 
leveHed  against  us,  of  wasting  the  time 
of  the  House.  I  should  Hke  to  know 
who  has  been  wasting  time  for  the 
last  haH-hour  ?  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  has 
done  BO  wHfolly  and  indefensibly,  for  the 
ptiipose  of  getting  up  an  outoi^  in  the 
Tory  newspapers  charging  Irish  Mem- 
bers with  Ubstruotion. 

Question  put.  . 

The  Oommittee  iufidsd : — ^Ayes  93  ; 
Noes  212:  M^ority  119.— (Div.  list, 
No.  31,) 

Original  Queotion  again  proposed. 

Mb.  DILLWTN  (Swansea,  Town) :  I 
tery  mudi  dislike  always  the  practice  of 
pasdng  orer  one  Vote  to  take  another  be- 
yond it  on  the  Paper.  I  thinkthe  principle 
of  adhering  to  the  order  of  the  Votes  as 
they  are  set  down  is  much  to  be  pre- 
fsrred.  I  would  now  make  an  appeal  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Tlreasuiy  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smitti)  not 
to  press  on  with  Business  How,  but  tdlow 
us  to  separate.  I  must  say — though  I 
am  far  from  charging  him  with  deceiv- 
ing the  Oommittee— there  seems  to  have 
been  great  misunderstanding  as  to  the 
words  he  used.  I,  with  many  others 
near  me,  gathered  that  he  intended,  if 
'^  passed  the  last  Vote,  to  report  Pro- 
gress, and  it  is  unfortunate  that  we 
should  hare  this  wrangle  afterwards  in 
ocmneetion  with  what  he  said.  Without 
charging  him  with  any  breach  of  faith, 

Kis  words  hare  caused  grave  nrisunder- 

•tanding.    I  now   beg  to   move,   Mr. 

Courtney,  that  you  do  leave  the  (Siair. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  IHllwyn.) 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Of  course  it  is 
impossible  to  assent  to  that  Motion,  but 
I  have  no  wish  to  prolong  discussion  on 
a  question  of  words,  or  even  of  facts.  I 
would,  however,  a^ain  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  the  fact  that 
we  have  very  little  time  left  to  complete 
our  fimmcial  work  in  for  the  year.  I 
invite  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  remaining  Yotes,  and  they 
will  be  passed,  I  hope,  with  all  reason- 
able speed.  I  will  no  longer  resist  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress,  if  the  pre- 
sent Motion  is  withdrawn* 

MotftOQ,  by  leare,  withdrmm. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 

Committee  also  report  Progress  f  to 
sit  again  upon  Wednesday, 

HYDE  PARK  CORNIER  (NEW  STREETS) 

BILL.— [Bill  136.  J 

(Mr.  David  Flunk$i,  Mr.  Jaekson.) 

SE0Oin>  BEADIKG, 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Pltjnkbt)  (Dublin  Uni- 
yersity) :  In  asking  that  tins  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time,  I  need  detain  the 
House  but  a  few  minutes.  It  is  a  very 
short  Bill,  and  its  object  is  to  relieve 
the  taxpayers  of  the  country  of  the  ex- 
pense of  maintaining  the  new  roads  at 
Hyde  Park  Comer  made  a  few  years 
ago  when  improrements  were  under- 
tc^en  there.  That  expense  is  £1,500 
or  £1,600  a-year,  and  it  has  hitherto 
been  paid  by  Votes  of  the  House ;  but 
if  this  Bill  passes,  the  expense  will  in 
future  fall  upon  the  local  rates — that  is 
to  say,  as  to  one  moiety,  on  the  parish 
of  St.  Oeorge's,  Hanover  Square,  and, 
as  to  the  other  moiety,  on  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works.  This  Bill,  or 
one  similar  to  it,  has  been  some  years 
before  the  House,  and  has  met  wilh  one 
misfortune  after  another.  Last  year 
the  Bill  passed  a  second  reading  in  this 
House,  and  was  referred  to  a  Hybrid 
Committee,  and,  after  being  fully  con- 
sidered, passed  through  all  its  stages 
here.  Unfortunately,  it  was  not  success- 
ful in  **  another  place ; "  but  I  hope  this 
year  the  Bill  may  have  the  same  good 
fortune  in  this  House,  and  meet  with  a 
better  fate  in  <*  another  place."     The 
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reasons  for  the  Bill  are  briefly  set  forth 
in  the  Preamble,  which  recites  that  the 
new  streets  at  Hyde  Park  Oomer,  for- 
merly part  of  the  Green  Park,  and, 
therefore,  included  in  the  parish  of  St. 
Martin,  now  practically  form  part  of  the 
parish  of  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square. 
While  everybody  agrees  that  the  main- 
tenance of  the  streets  onght  not  to  fall 
on  the  taxpayers  of  the  country,  the 
parishes  have  not  been  able  to  agree 
amongst  themselves  as  to  the  proportions 
of  expense  should  be  divided,  and  so  we 
ask  Parliament  to  pass  this  Bill.  If  the 
House  should  see  fit  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time  on  the  present  occasion,  I 
shall  at  once  move  that  it  be  referred  to 
a  Hybrid  Committee,  where  the  details 
may  be  discussed.  At  the  same  time,  if  I 
may  venture  to  make  an  appeal  to  those 
interested,  I  would  say  that  as  the  Bill 
was  Mly  considered  before  a  similar 
Committee  in  the  last  Parliament  I 
hope  opposition  will  not  be  raised  again, 
and  ibat  no  great  expense  will  be  in- 
cuiied. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  David  Pkmhet) 

Mb.  HENEY  H.  FO  WLEB  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  I  hardly  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  reference  to 
the  probability  of  what  may  happen  this 
year.  I  am  ad^aid  that,  unless  the  pre- 
sent Government  make  a  decided  stand, 
the  fate  of  the  Bill  will  be  the  same  as 
in  the  preceding  year.  It  is  perfectly 
true  that  all  parties  are  agreed  that  the 
cost  of  the  roads  should  not  be  thrown 
upon  the  Imperial  funds ;  but,  unfortu- 
nately, aU  the  Metropolitan  parties — Uie 
Board  of  Works,  St.  George's  and  St. 
Martin's — act  on  the  principle  that  so 
long  as  they  get  the  money  voted  by 
Parliament,  so  long  will  they  allow  it  to 
be  done.  I  should  like  the  House  to 
understand  that  we  are  paying  £1,500 
a-year  for  the  repair  of  one  of  the  hand- 
somest streets  in  one  of  the  wealthiest 
quarters  of  London.  I  can  tell  the 
House  what  the  position  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment was  in  this  matter.  We  would 
not  ask  Parliament  to  vote  another 
shilling  for  the  roads,  and  if  the  parishes 
would  not  agree — ^they  oould  agree  in 
half-an-houl* — the  roads  should  go  un- 
repaired so  far  as  the  Government  are 
concerned.  I  am  sorry  the  Bill  is  again 
to  be  sent  upstairs    to    a  Committee. 

J&.  Phinht 
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There  is  no  neeesrity  for  such  a  Com- 
mittee at  all;  it  was  settled  last  Ses- 
sion, though,  unfortunately,  in  "an- 
other plaoe^'  the  arrangement  was  upset 
I  would  take  the  Bui  through  Com- 
mittee of  the  House,  and  send  it  up  to 
''another  ]^aoe"  before  the  Estimates 
come  on.  Whatever  may  be  the  fate  of 
the  Bill,  I  hope  the  Government  will  not 
ask  Parliament  to  vote  another  shilling 
for  these  roads. 

Mb.  PLTTNKET  :  Pwhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say  that  I  would  willingly 
adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite;  but  I  have  been 
advised  by  the  authorities  on  such 
matters  that,  from  its  character,  it  is 
necessary  to  refer  the  BiU  to  a  Hybrid 
Ocmimittee. 

Question  put,  and  agre$d  U. 

Bill  read  a  eecond  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select 
Committee  of  Five  Members,  Two  to  be 
nominated  by  the  House,  and  Three  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection."-— (i/r.  IhM 
Plunket.) 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Lon^ord,  N.) : 
Should  there  not  be  Notice  given  of  this  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  It  is  not  necessaxy 
to  give  Notice. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  agfainst  the  Bill, 
presented  not  later  than  three  clear  days  before 
the  sitting  of  the  Committee,  be  referred  to  the 
Committee,  and  that  such  of  the  Petitioners  as 
pray  to  be  heard  by  themselyes,  their  Comisel, 
Agents,  andWitnesseSi  be  heaid  on  their  Peti- 
tions, if  they  think  fit»  sad  Counsel  heari  ia 
favour  of  the  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quomm.H^''* 
David  l*lunket.) 

CKBONAL  LAW  (SOOTLAJBn))  PBO- 

C£DUB£  BILL. 

( Jfr.  Secretmrf  UeMkewe,  Mr.  Seeretmy  Mifrmr 

The  Lord  Adeoeate,  Mr.  SoUciUr  GenenU 

/or  Scotland.) 

[bill   131.]      SEOOKD  &EADIKQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  OHANOE  (Kilkenny,  S.):  I 
happen  to  notice  that  this  Bill,  though 
down  for  Second  Heading,  has  not  yst 
been  printed.  The  subject  of  Criminal 
Procedure  is  one  that  is  interesting  to 
us,  and  I  shall  find  it  necessary  to 
oppose  the  Motion  for  Second  £eadiDg» 
unless  we  hear  from  the  Treaauiy  Beodi 
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that  It  10  the  intention  to  print  and  oir^ 
culale  the  Bill  within  the  next  few  dajB.' 
Me.  SPEAKER:  It  is  now  proposed 
to  postpone  the  Order  to  Marsh  14. 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Monday 
14th  March. 


COUNTY  COURTS  (EXPENSES)  BILL. 

{Mr.  Jaeksom,  Mr,  Attartu^  Qen^raly  Sir  Serbert 

Maxw$U,) 

[bHA   177.]      8B00HD  BSABINO. 

Order  for  Seeond  Beading  read. 

Thk  SECBETABT  to  the  TBBA- 
8UBY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) : 
This  Bill  is  a  very  simple  one,  and  its 
title  explains  it.  The  salaries  have 
varied  m>ni  time  to  time,  according  as 
the  payments  exceeded  or  were  less  than 
£6,000.  The  Bill  makes  no  alteration 
in  principle ;  it  merely  gives  the  Treasury 
power  to  fijK  the  salcuies  from  time  to 
time,  and,  in  fact,  reduces  to  order  that 
whidi  wae-veiy  irregular. 

Kll  read  a  second  time,  and  oommHUd 
for  Monday  14th  March. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 

(IRELAND)  BILL. 

{Sir  Michael  Hieks-Seach,  Mr.  Jaehon.) 

[bill   1.]      OOMMITTXB. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

The  OHIBP  SEOBET  ABT  pob  IBE- 
LAND  (Sir  Michael  Hicks -Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  The  Notices  of  opposition 
to  this  BiQ  standing  in  the  names  of 
Bsyeral  h<»i.  Members  have  been  with- 
drawn ;  and  I,  therefore,  condude  tiiat 
there  will  be  no  opposition  to  the  formal 
Motion  that  yon,  Sir,  do  now  leaye  the 
Chair.  It  is  not  intended  to  take  the  Bill 
throngh  Oommittee  to-night,  and  I  will 
name  a  day  for  it,  when  Qnestions  and 
Amendments  having  reference  to  the 
sabjeet-matter  of  the  Bill  can  be  raised. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."-^iSrir  Mtohael  Hicks- Boaoh.) 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  (Done- 
Kal,  £.):  On  a  point  of  Order,  Sir. 
Was  it  not  a  ruling  of  your  Prede* 
oesBor  in  the  Ohair  that,  nnder  the 
ciycwnwtancee,  a  Bill  could  not  be  read 
&  second  time-^could  not,  in  fact,  be 
proceeded  with  ? 

Us.  SFEAKEB :  I  do  not  know  to 
what  the  faon.  Member  refeirs. 


Mtt.  ABTHUB  O'OONNOB :  To  the 
Notices  of  opposition  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  SPBAKEB  :  But  there  are  no 
Notices  of  opposition  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Txmgford,  N.) 
I  am  really  surprised  that  the  right  hon 
Baronet  snoula  have  received  a  false  im- 
pression from  the  disappearance  of  Mo- 
tions that  stood  in  the  names  of  several 
hon.  Members.    So  far  as  the  Bill  pro- 
poses to  fuse  the  Divisions  of  the  Irish 
Law  Courts  into  one  there  is  no  objec- 
tion whatever.    But,  while  making  that 
fusion,  the  Bill  proposes  to  allow  exist- 
ing Judges  to  remain,  and  to  create  an 
extra  Judge.     Now,  for  the  last  few 
months  the  Oourt  of  Common  Pleas  has 
consisted  of  only  one  Judge,  the  other 
being  engaged  in  tr3dng  criminal  cases 
in  Green  Street.    For  the  entire  sitting, 
which  tenninated  on  Saturday,  Com- 
mon Pleas  was  worked  by  one  Judge, 
and  no  difficulty  was  experienced;  so 
^at  it  is  clear  we  can  work  the  Division 
with  one  Judge,    Now  it  is  proposed 
to  fuse  this  IMvision  into  the  Queen's 
Bench,  and  to  aj^int  another  Judge — 
that  is  to  say,  you  will  have  four  Judges 
where  three  would  be  ample.    A  more 
corrupt  and  palpable  job    was    never 
attempted  to  be  perpetrated.    The  real 
method  for  oairying  out  the  purpose 
would  be  to  fuse  the  three  Divisions ;  in 
that  we  all  agree ;  but  do  not  fill  up  exist- 
ing vaoancies,  and  provide  for  the  ex- 
tinction of  future  Judgeships.      To  ap- 
S)int  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
eneral  for  Ireland  as  a  Judge  is  one 
of  the  grossest  iobs  ever  perpetrated. 
We  do  not  want  idm  in  Ireland.    I  do 
not  say  we  want  him  here ;  but  here,  at 
any  rate,  he  is,  to  some  extent,  earning 
the  large  salary  he  gets.    But  when  you 
have  two  Judges  in  Queen's  Bench  and 
two  in  Common  Pleas,  to  go  and  appoint 
the  Attorney  Ceneral — that  is  to  say,  to 
make  the  total  number  seven— is  a  good 
example  of  the  state  to  which  English 
government    in    Ireland    is    reduced. 
What  interest  have  English  Members  in 
continuing  this  corruption  in  Ireland? 
What  interest  can  Members  of  the  Bar 
who    represent  English    constituencies 
have  in  keeping  up  this  system  of  Bar 
bribery  that  exists  in  Ireland?    Why 
should  they  assist  in  the  job  by  which 
the  Iritth  Attorney  General  gets  £8,600 
a-year  for  political  services  very  badly 
done  ?    This  Bill  might  be  attributed  to 
a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
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Baronet  to  get  rid  of  his  Attorney 
General.  lelie  eick  of  him  ?  He  can- 
not be  more  sick  of  him  than  we  are ; 
but,  whether  be  be  or  not,  to  appoint  him 
an  additional  Judj^e  of  Common  Pleas 
is  a  hnge  job.  There  is  not  work  for 
the  existing  Judges  in  Ireland,  and  whj, 
then,  appoint  another?  Unless  we  ^et 
a  flruarantee  that  this  is  to  be  a  fusion 
Bm  merely,  we  shall  fight  it  to  the 
death.  The  Queen's  Bench  got  on  for  a 
considerable  period  without  a  fourth 
Judge  at  alL  You  appointed  a  fourth 
in  1883,  under  Lord  Spencer,  needlessly, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  giving  promotion 
to  a  distinguished  official  in  this  House, 
now  Mr.  Justice  Johnson,  and  now  you 
are  going,  to  continue  that  ^stem  of 
jobbery,  because  your  Attorn^  Oeneral 
has  expressed  an  unfortunate  opinion  oo 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  tou  wish  to 
shunt  him.  Haye  English  Members  of 
the  Legal  Profession  any  idea  of  the 
work  to  be  done  by  the  Judges  in  L*e- 
land  f  How  many  writs  are  issued,  how 
many  causes  moved,  how  manv  motions, 
as  compared  with  the  work  in  the 
English  Courts,  and  then  say  why  you 
want  another  Judge?  How  many  actions 
at  Nii*  Priut  are  there,  how  many  motions 
on  appeal,  as  compared  with  England? 
This  is  simply  a  system  of  spoon  feeding ; 
it  is  corrupting  members  of  the  Bar  by 
bribing  them  to  fight  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  a  orief  period,  that  they 
may  afterwards  be  translated  into  a 
higner  position.  I  am  not  surprised  at 
the  appointment  of  the  Attorney  General, 
for  we  have  vivid  memories  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  Judge  Ormesby,  a  most  in- 
efficient Judge,  as  he  was  previously  a 
most  incompetent  Law  Officer.  He  has 
now  retired,  and  what  I  may  say  is  in 
the  air — a  mere  historical  reference.  He 
was  admittedly  an  incompetent  man,  and 
I  challenge  the  Chief  Secretary  to  deny 
it ;  and  ne  was  got  rid  of  by  being 
pitchforked  into  a  Judgeship.  Ormesby 
never  held  a  brief  in  his  life,  or  a  suit 
more  than  the  one  a  counsel  gets  from  a 
firiendly  solicitor  when  he  is  called.  For 
reasons  no  one  but  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  could  fully  imderstand  it  was 
necessary  to  get  rid  of  Ormesby,  and  he 
was  got  rid  of,  as  now  he  is  trying  to  get 
rid  of  the  Member  for  Trinity  College, 
because  he  gave  an  inconvenient  opinion 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  a  matter 
the  Executive  could  not  interfere  with. 
Beyond  that  there  is  40  reason  why  the 


Govemm^ftt  should  proceed  viUttheBiU. 
It  is  a  job-^a  gross  job.  Goalrsst  it 
with  the  course  the  Liberal  Govenmsnt 
pursued.  You  transported  Sir  Bebsit 
Hamilton  to  Van  JOiemen's  Lsndr- 
[<* Question!"]  I  will  ^ow  the  per- 
tinency of  this  presently,  tiiovgh  to 
move  the  adjournment  A  the  debste 
would  be  more  germaaoto  th*eiream- 
stances.  Sir  Bobert  HamiHon  was  sent 
to  Van  Diemen's  Land,  beoanaa  he  had 
incurred  the  halzed  ol  memben  of  the 
Barin  his  endeavour  to  prerent  jobbery 
and  injustice.  He  set  his  faoe  agsinat 
it;  he  reduced  legal  fees ;  and  he  was 
transported  to  Van  Diemen's  Land.  Sir 
Bobert  Hamilton  drew  a  Bill  for  fumig 
the  three  Divisions  into  one,  asd  he 

Sroposed  to  cut  down  the  number  of 
udges.  True  it  is,  the  blooks  have 
been  taken  off  the  present  Bill;  bat 
that  is  not  a  sign  that  we  wan$  the  Bill 
to  pass  in  its  present  form.  We  wait 
to  mse  the  two  Divisions,  but  we  do  not 
want  to  appoint  an  extra  Judge.  Take 
the  power  to  fuse  the  two  Divisions; 
but  keep  your  Attome(y  Geaaial  eamieg 
his  ample  salary  by  doin^  indiffersnt 
work  in  the  House.  We  think  abo  that 
some  guarantee  should  be  given  tiliat  if 
these  Divisions  are  fiised,  tha  Olnsf 
Justice  of  Common  Pleas  should  have  a 
seat  in  the  Court  of  i^peal.  But  iJm 
Bill  leaves  the  question  of  the  Coist  of 
Appeal  abscdutely  untouched— leaivss  it 
weakened  by  the  loss  of  one  Judge. 
It  is  a  Court  of  very  good  repute;  we 
have  no  fault  to  find  with  any  of  its 
dedsiims ;  and  then  you  take  power  to 
destroy  the  Court  of  Exchequer.  This 
is  the  honest  Court  in  Ireland.  Bvezj 
attorney  who  desires  to  get  law  isnes  a 
writ  for  the  Exchequer,  for  there  yoa 
ha^e  Judges  who  sive  the  law  aboohtely, 
even  though  you  have  the  Queen  against 
you.  This  is  the  Court  the  late  Prime 
Minister,  in  his  Home  Bule  Bill,  in- 
tended should  be  the  means  of  dealiiig 
with  certain  questions  in  relation  to  tfaie 
scheme.  You  propose  to  destroy  dis 
Court  of  Exchequer,  practically  the  only 
honest  Court  that  exists ;  aCourtaUtiie 
Judges  of  which  are  trusted,  so  ftf  is 
the  popular  Party  are  conoemed,  in  the 
belief  that  they  will  administer  the  law 
impartially  to  Crown  or  subject.  Aad 
you  leave  the  Court  of  Ax>peal  un> 
touched,  with  the  Lord  Chanoailor 
always  a  partizaB-**I  use  the  word  act 
in  an  offensive,  but  in  a  Pavfy  \ 
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Him  dedrable  it  is  that  -  jon  should 
stresftiMii  the  Oourt  of  Appeal.  The 
OhAirmaa  of  Oommitteee— I  hope  I  am 
oouBBtting  no  breaoh  of  oonfidenee — 
adviiBd  us  that  obt  AmendmeiitB  were 
not  BtrioCly  germane  to  the  Committee 
stagey  and  that  they  should  take  the 
fofrn  of  InstraotioQB  to  th€(  Commit- 
tee,  tfarogh  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know 
whj.  We  shonld  have  no  objection  to 
YOQV  leating  the  Chair,  if  the  Chief 
Sestetary  would  aneept  ti)ee  InstruetionB ; 
orwe  ooruld  monre  them  «8  Amendments 
ia  Committee.  The  present  Attorney 
Qwieral  for  England,  two  years  ago, 
piomiaed  to  consider  whether  the  Petty 
Senons  Act— granting  appeals  from 
magisterial  dedsione— should  be  ex- 
tended to  Ireland;  and  the  pree^t 
Under  Seoretaiy  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  gave  ns  something  less  than 
a  positrire  pledge  in  the  same  direction. 
Bat  we  have  still  only  the  means  of 
appeafing*  by  means  of  c$rtiorMri,  and 
mire  is  no  i^peal  frcoi  the  Queen's 
Beooh  in  matters  affecting  the  Crown 
Bide.  The  Queen's  Bench  is  the  Gtovem- 
insBtOoavt,  the  GK)yemment  taking  care 
to  appont  no  Judges  there  but  '*true 
bliea/'  For  instance,  when.  Lord  Fits- 
gerald  went  to  tilie  House  of  Lords, 
Jaatioo  Lawson  was  appointed  to  the 
Qn^en^e  Bench ;  and,  in  the  same  way, 
lodge  O'Brien  was  taken  from  the 
Commoa  Pleas  to  the  Queen's  BenA. 
Each  Ooyemment  tiAes  care  that  the 
Jndgea  of  this  Oourt  shall  consist  of 
''Stalwarts,"  and  they  make  it  a  rule 
to  refuse  all  Motions  fbr  ^furiutrari,  so  we 
hate  no  appeal  from  the  Queen's  Bench, 
nor  ha^e  we,  as  you  have  in  England, 
appeala  from  tbe  Magistrates.  Why  is 
it-  oat  of  the  purview  of  this  Bill  to 
move  the  Amendments  we  proposed  in 
Committee?  I  should  be  glad  if  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  (Mr.  Courtney) 
would  take  part  in  the  debate  and  in- 
forans 

Mb.  SPBAKER:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  will  9ee  that  that  is  in 
the  nature  of  an  appeal  to  the  Chair 
from  the  Ohairman  at  Ways  and  Means, 
aid  is  quite  <mt  of  Order. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  I  reconise  the 
foioe  of  yoDT  ^jaotton,  Sir,  and  will  not 
oontiaue  the  appeal,  except  to  say  that 
pohaps,  as  a  sHlled  master  of  the  Act, 
the  light  hon.  C^entleman  will  at  some 
future  time,  in  the- course  of  the  debate, 
ia?omr  ns  wi&  his  viewa  as-  to  the  sub- 


ject generafly.  At  this  hour  of  the  night 
I  tbink  the  right  hon.  Baronet  will 
recognize  that  it  is  not  advisable  to 
proceed  with  such  an  important  measure, 
and  that  it  contains  much  fbr  careful 
digestion.  Why,  we  are  now  seeking  to 
ease  the  English  taxpayer.  I  see  English 
Members  connected  with  the  Bar,  and  I 
ask  them  why  will  they,  because  the 
Government  ask  them,  throw  away 
£8,600  a-year?  We  will  give  it  you 
from  our  bounty,  and  I  guarantee  that 
no  Irish  interest  shall  suffer  thereby.  We 
offer  3rou  this  sum  in  the  fulness  of  our 
hearts.  But  the  Government  will  recog- 
nize that  a  matter  of  this  extreme  im- 
portance cannot  be  debated  at  this  hour 
of  the  night.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  fbr  Eiut  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  has  an  im- 
portant Amendment  on  the  subject, 
tfnder  all  these  circumstances,  I  think 
the  Chief  Secretary  will  not  deem  it  un- 
reasonable to  adjourn  this  debate.  We 
do  not  desire  to  block  the  Bill ;  we  wish 
to  have  it  discussed,  and  have  given  an 
earnest  of  our  wish  in  withdrawing  our 
blocks ;  we  are  moving  with  a  view  to  cut 
down  expenditure.  I  bee,  Sir,  to  move 
an  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Debate  be  now  adioumed/' 
—{Mr.  T.  JU.  E$aly.) 

Mb.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER:  I  have 
to  say  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle  • 
man  who  has  just  sat  down  that  the 
course  he  is  most  anxious  to  pursue  in 
the  matter — that  is,  economy  in  the  judi- 
cial power  in  Ireland-^will  be  best 
secured  by  following  the  course  sug- 
gested by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Chief  Secretary.  What  we  have  to  deal 
with  now  is  not  what  is  desirable,  but 
what  is  practicable.  Hon.  Members 
below  the  Giingway  will  see  it  is  not 
practicable  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  go  into  the  whole  discussion  of  the 
administration  of  the  law  in  Ireland  on 
a  Bill  of  this  description.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  wants  to  effect  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  judicial  staff  in  Ireland,  and 
the  Bill  affords  a  fair  opportunity.  The 
proposition  of  the  Government  is  to 
aboHsh  l^e  office  of  Chief  Justice  of 
Common  Pleas  and  Chief  Baron  of 
Exchequer;  and  my  Amendment  is  that 
no  Judges  be  appointed  in  their  place,  a 
saving  of  £7,000  a-year.  The  only  way, 
leaving  due  regard  to  business  to  secure 
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a  debate,  is  now  to  agree  to  the 
Motion  that  the  Speaker  leave  the  Ohair, 
asking  the  right  non.  Gentleman  to  fix 
such  a  time  for  the  next  stage  as  will 
insure  a  full  discussion.  I  am  sure  a 
great  number  of  English  Members 
sympathise  very  strongly  in  my  view, 
and  I  am  sanguine  that  i£  we  make  out 
a  good  case  me  Government  will  have 
to  accept  it.  I  would  suggest  that  we  now 
accept  the  Motion  of  the  Ohief  Secretary 
and  allow  the  Speaker  to  leave  the  Chair. 
Let  us  endeavour,  on  the  lines  of  this  Bill, 
to  effect  a  real  and  genuine  Irish  reform. 
If  we  attempt  something  beyond  the 
scope  and  purview  of  this  Bill,  I  am 
afraid  that  we  may,  in  grasping  at  the 
shadow,  lose  the  substance. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  If  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  will  give  us  his  view  or  consent 
to  the  proposal  for  cutting  down  the 
number  of  Judges  I  will  withdraw  my 
Moti<m. 

SiB  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
That  I  cannot  do.  What  I  would  under- 
take to  do  is.  to  afford  a  fair  opportunity 
for  discussion,  when  I  will  express  the 
views  of  the  Government.  1  cannot 
undertake  to  accept  proposals  that  may 
be  made. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state  the  Gt>vernment 
views  on  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker 
leave  the  Chair  ? 

SibMICH  AEL  HICKS-BEACH :  No, 
Sir. 

Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork):    I  do  not 

Skther  from  the  Chief  Secretary  whe- 
er  he  has  definitely  made  up  his  mind 
to  reject  Amendments.  I  think  it  might 
be  reasonable  for  him  to  say  so. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  I 
am  sorry  if  I  did  not  convey  my  mean- 
ing clearly.  I  introduced  the  Bill  with- 
out the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
G^itleman  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler),  and 
do  not  believe  it  would  be  right  to  insert 
it.  When  he  comes  to  nuuLe  his  pro- 
posals I  will  meet  them. 

Mb.  FABNELL  :  Under  the  circum- 
stances, and  as  this  is  the  first  time  we 
have  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
views  on  this  important  matter,  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Wolverhampton, 
it  would  be  right  to  agree  to  an  adjourn- 
ment until  to-morrow,  in  order  that  we 
may  consider  whether  we  ought  to 
saonfioe  the  Bill,  or  acoept  it  and  obtain 

Mr.  Senry  JST.  FowUr 


the  limited  gain  it  undoubtedly  givM 
us. 

Sia  MICHAEL  HIOES-BEAOH:  I 
do  not  wish  to  prolong  this  disooMion 
at  this  hour.  I  agree  to  the  adjonnn 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 


EDUCATIONAL   BNDOWftfEimj  (SOOT- 

LAND)  COMMISSION. 

MOTION   FOB   AN  ABDBESS. 

Mb.  FRASEB-MACKINTOSH  (la* 
vemess-shire)  rose  to  move-— 

'<Thst  an  hmnhle  Address  be  prssented  to 
Her  Mijesty,  praying  Her  Mijosly  to  vith- 
hold  Her  consent  to  the  scheme  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Mackintosh  Farr  Fund." 

Mb.  H.  F.  H.  ELLIOT  (Ayrshire, 
N.) :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  Order.  The 
scheme  was  only  laid  on  the  Table  to- 
night, and  has  not  yet  been  printed  aod 
ciroulated.  I  wish  to  ask,  under  the 
circumstances,  if  the  House  can  proceed 
with  the  consideration  of  this  scheme  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  ixjb  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) : 
On  the  point  of  Order,  Sir,  I  may  remind 
you  that  the  scheme  was  laid  on  the 
Table  last  Session  and  is  re-lidd  to-night, 
and  that  it  has,  therefore,  been  printed 
and  circulated. 

Mb.  FINLAY  (Inverness,  &c): 
Having  the  scheme  hung  up  in  this 
way  is  detrimental  to  educational  in^ 
terests.  If  it  be  possible,  I  hope  it  may 
be  dealt  with  to-night.  The  sebeme 
was  in  the  hands  of  Members  last  Ses- 
sion, and  I  do  not  think  there  would  be 
any  inconvenience  in  proceeding  with 
the  Motion  to-night 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness):  This 
scheme.  Sir,  was  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  on  August  80  last  year. 
Now,  is  the  period  for  which  it  is  to  lie 
on  the  Table  to  count  i^m  that  date? 
If  so,  this  will  be  the  69ih  night  ef 
Parliament  Should  the  scheme  date 
back  from  August  30,  or  should  this  be 
the  first  of  60  days  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  understand  it  was 
laid  on  the  Table  to-night,  and  most) 
therefore,  so  far  as  the  cognizance  of  the 
House  is  concerned,  be  regarded  as  a 
new  scheme,  and  date  firom  to-day. 
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Db.  0LAB£  :  A  measure  ezaetlj 
similar  was  discussed  here  a  short  time 
8ince— I  mean  the  scheme  for  the  parish 
of  DoUar.  Would  the  Rule  equally 
applj  there?  The  tcheme  was  never 
laid  on  the  Table  at  all  this  Session. 

Mb.  SFEAXEE  :  I  cannot  give  a 
ruling  on  a  case  unless  I  have  all  the 
drcomstances  before  me.  My  ruling 
appUes  to  the  scheme  laid  on  the  Table 
to-night.  

MB.FRA.SER-MA0KLNT08H:  The 
Motion  I  intended  to  bring  on,  Mr. 
Speaker,  was  in  regard  to  Ihe  scheme 
had  on  the  Table  last  year ;  and  as  it 
has  fallen,  by  the  introduction  of  the 
new  scheme,  I  do  not  proceed  at  pre- 
sent. 

OWVBBfl  OP  dogs'   UABILrrT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Addisoo,  Bill  to  render  the 
Owners  of  Dogs  liable  for  iiyariee  done  to  any 
penoa  b^  each  doge,  ordiredtohe  brought  in  l^ 
Mr.  Addison  and  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor. 
Wlpretmtedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  181 .] 

YBZATious  nmiorifBirrs  (ahskdmbnt) 

BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Addison,  Bill  to  compel 
a  Prosecutor  to  find  security  for  oosts  in  cases 
trising  under  section  two  of  the  thirtieth  and 
thirty.itrst  years  of  Victoria,  chapter  thirty- 
five,  9rdtred  to  be  brong^t  in  by  Mr.  Addison, 
Hr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  and  Mr.  Fulton. 

^ySlprttentcd^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1S2.] 

LICENCES   (BELFAST)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sexton,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  granting  and  transfer  of 
Ucencee  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
within  the  borough  of  Belfast,  ordered  to  be 
broqgbt  in  1^^  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Mr.  ii*Cartan.  Mr.  John  O'Connor,  Mr.  Peter 
M^ooald,  and  Mr.  Reynolds. 

^iHpraenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  183.] 

MiacHAirr  snipriNG  act  (1854)  amend- 
ment (no.  2)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  King,  Bill  to  amend  ''  The 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1864,"^  sections  three 
himdred  and  forty,  three  hundred  and  forty- 
tvo,  and  three  hundred  and  fifty-five,  ordered 
to  he  brought  in  b^  Mr.  King,  Sir  Edward 
Bi^heek,  Idx.  Lacaita,  Mr.  White,  Mr.  Pnle- 
*toQ,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton,  Admiral  Field,  and 
Mr.  Bond. 
^pretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  184.] 

House  adjooxned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o^  clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Ikieeday,  IH  March,  1887. 


MINUTES.!— Public  Bills— JFVr»^  Reading-^ 

Truro  Bisnopric  and  Chapter  Acts  Amend- 

ment  *  (3a). 
Seeofid  Reading-^'EiQctnt  Lighting  Act  (1882) 

Amendment  (10). 
Second  Beading — 'Referred  to  Select  Committee  — 

Cp^hold  Bnfranohisement  (18). 
Cottmittee^'LvaaMaj  Acts  Amendment  (7-34). 
J2/(por<— Solicitors  (Ireland)  (31). 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTINa  ACT  (1882) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  10.) 

(The  Lord  Thurlow.) 

BBOONB    BKADDra. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

LoBD  THTTELOW  said,  that  in  ask- 
ing their  Lordships  to  ffive  a  Second 
B^Mling  to  this  BUI  he  desired  to  say 
that  its  subjeot  was  not  new  to  him,  as 
he  had  ior  the  last  five  years  bemi  prac- 
tioally.  and  commeroially  connected  with 
the  industry,  and  had  for  four  years 
been  one  of  the  few  Members  of  their 
Lordships'  House  who  had  had  electric 
light  in  his  own  house,  and  thus  had 
duly  opportunity  of  studying  it,  and  of 
appreciating  its  comfort  and  conrenience. 
It  would  be  interesting  to  know  how 
many  of  their  Lordships  actually  had 
introduced  electric  lighting  into  their 
houses.  He  should  ^ink  a  dozen  or  a 
score  would  be  the  outside.  Among 
them,  however,  there  was,  he  was  glad 
to  say,  the  Leader  of  the  House,  the  noble 
Marquess  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment,  who  had  the  honour  of  having 
been  one  of  the  earliest  and  most  suc- 
cessful pioneers  of  electricity,  not  only 
in  connection  with  lighting,  but  with 
the  transmission  of  power.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  experience  of  the 
noble  Marquess  would  make  him  concur 
with  him  in  thinking  that  the  moment 
had  now  come  to  amend  the  Act  of  1 882, 
under  which,  as  it  stood,  central  light- 
ing stations  and  house-to-house  lighting 
were  a  commercial  impossibility.  Their 
Lordships  must  remember  the  circum- 
stances under  which  that  Act  was  passed. 
The  science  was  then  in  its  infancy.  Not 
long  before  Lane-Fox  and  Edison  had 
made  discoveries  in  filaments  and  attach- 
ments that  had  for  the  first  .time  made 
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inoandMoentligbtiagpracticalljpoBsible* 
£l6ctiio  lightiog  than  rapidly  became  a 
medium  for  the  heavieet  gambling  in 
aharee  known  siooe  the  Souih  8ea 
Bubble.  So  gpreat  was  the  notoriety  of 
this  ffambling  that  the  Oovemment  of 
the  day  felt  bound  to  step  in  to  prescribe 
rules  for  regulating  and  arresting  the 
flow  of  oapital  into  allkinds  of  hasty  and 
ill-oonsidered  schemes.  All  this  had  now 
completely  changed.  The  gambling 
spirit  that  caLsed  JB5  shares  to  £60  bad 
passed  away  and  been  buried  in  the 
ruins  of  many  of  the  Companies  which 
were  then  promoted.  Out  of  the  36 
Oompanies  which,  prerious  to  the  Act  of 
1882,  were  in  existence,  only  seven  of 
any  consequence  suryived.  The  stage 
of  leisurely  repentance  had  been 
reached.  Meanwhile,  immense  progress 
had  been  made  in  every  branch  of  elec^ 
trie  lighting.  One  branch  of  the  subject, 
almost  onuown  in  1882,  and  now  justly 
considered  as  a  necessary  element  in 
successful  incandescent  electric  lighting 
— ^namely,  cells  or  accumulators  faw 
storing  electricity — had  now  been  prac- 
tically perfected.  Without  storage  bat« 
teries  engines  and  dynamos  must  be 
kept  constantly  working,  and  the  light, 
which  flickered  alwa^ys  more  or  less  with 
the  pulsations  of  the  engine,  was  inju* 
rious  to  the  eyesight  and  unsatisfactc^ry. 
Of  course^  much  work  remained  to  be 
done.  Beliable  and  simple  meters  were 
stiU  required,  but  the  position  had  quite 
changed.  ElecUio  Ughting  was  no 
longer  a  dream  of  the  future  but  a 
reality,  and  commercially  possible  but 
for  the  Act  of  1882.  For  example,  ship 
lighting,  subjected  to  no  trammels,  was 
now  being  universally  adopted  by  all  the 
great  Companies,  the  Cumuli,  the  P.  and 
0.,  the  German  Lloyd,  and  by  the  Navies 
of  the  world.  Even  great  buildings  large 
enough  to  make  them  independent  of 
central  lighting  stations  and  able  to 
generate  electricity  for  themselves  had 
adopted  it,  such  as  Buckingham  Palace, 
the  Grand  Hotel,  the  ICetropole  and 
First  Avenue  Hotels,  several  theatres, 
the  AthensBom  Olub,  the  Junior  United 
Service  Club,  the  Junior  Carlton,  South 
Kensington  Museum,  the  British  Mu- 
seum, the  Groevenor  Gallery,  and  many 
more;  but  house-to-house  lighting  re- 
mained an  utter  impossibility,  as  capital 
could  not  be  raised  under  the  onerous 

{)rovi8ions  of  the  Act  of  1882  for  central 
ightin^  stations.     Let  their  Lordships 

L(n'd  thurlow 


compare  with  tiliis  state  df  things  tke 
position  of  the  science  abroad  aod  in 
America,  where  it  was  estimated  tiut 
upwards    of    £82,000,000,    of    tdddi 
£21,000,000  were  in  arc  and  £11,000,000 
in  innandeecent,  had  been  invested  ki 
electric  lig^ilang.    To  eoms,  however,  to 
tiie  Bill  before  the  House,  ih^  Lerd- 
ships  would  remember  what  passed  otr 
the  snbjeot  laat  year,  when  three  Bilb 
were  introduced.    For  Bill  No.  I  he  wm 
himself  to  a  large  extent  rMtpo^siUe,  is 
it  was  theBillof  a  Oonmittee-of  e«nertfl 
and  aotentiflc  men  who  had  eonsidend 
the  matter  for  two  years  and  orrer  mhUk 
he  had  the  honour  to  preside.    1^ 
Bill  aimed,  no  ^kmht,  at  too  m«teh.  .  its 
objoot  was  to  put  electrioily  on  the  sane 
footing  as  gas.    This  was  considered  u 
a  desire  to  set  up  a  second  monopolv, 
while  the  real  obj^t  was  only  to^mie 
it  to  compete  svceessfnlly  against  as 
existing   monopoly.      Bill    Mo.  S  'Wts 
bron|^ht  im  by  a  noble  Tisoonnt  not  now 
in  his  place   nTisoonnt  Bury),  whose 
knowledge  of  aie  subjeet  was  accurate 
and  extensive;  andl^  No.  a  was  the 
GovemrneniBilL  Those  throe  Bilk  went 
to  a  Select  Committee,  and  important 
evidence  was  heard,  among'  others  that 
of  Sir  Fvederiok  Bramwieil,  Mr.  Preebe, 
Mr.  Forbes,    Mr.   Hueks   Gibbe,   Mr. 
Oohen,  and  Mr.  Chrampton.    Hie  resalt 
was  the  amendment  ol  the  Government 
measure.  Bill  No.  8,  and  in  tiiat  amended 
shape  it  would  have  passed  iBto  law  had 
it  not  been  for  the  change  of  Ocvera- 
ment  and  death  of  the  Pfeurliamont.   The 
piosent  Bill  was  fonnded  on  that  Bffl 
with  only  one  addition*     It  was  last 
year's  Bill  No.  8,  as  amended  in  06m- 
mittee  with  '*  goodwill ''  added.    It  only 
amended  the  Act  of  1883  as  regatded 
Clause  27,  which  dealt  with  the  com- 
pulsory  purchase  of  an  undertaking  by 
a  Local  Authority.  The  clause  as  it  stood 
had  been  irreverently  called  the  ''Old 
Iron  Olause,"  because  under  it  pro- 
perty was  to  be  ooni^ralsorily  bought 
at  its  break-up  value  uxespeotive  of  its 
value  as  a  going  concern,  after  only  SI 
years.    The  effect  of  that  was  to  compel 
undertakers  to  charge  such  a  rate  for 
electricity  as  was  practically  prohibitiTe 
and  prevented  its  comfpsdtion  with  gas. 
On  this  point  he  must  confess  to  holding 
strong  views,  and  he  could  not  eee  why 
this  industry  should  be  tnated  dtfe^ 
ently  from  any  other  in  the  event  of 
compulsory  purobase  by  a  Local  Antho* 

Digitized  by  V:i\^VJV  IC 


$57       MdM^LifMnpAH      {Maboh  1,  1887}      {IB^^)  Amendment  JfOl.     U% 


vij,  Initeif  it  had  some  olaimi  to  al- 
BOfll  preferential  treatment  on  aoeonnt 
of  salubrity,  oleanliiiees,  and  safety.  It 
seeined  to  be  only  a  queation  of  an  alter- 
natiTe-— either  to  allow  a  fair  valuation 
oi  goodwill  of  the  busineBs,  or  to  grant 
the  lieenoe  for  auoh  a  prolonged  period 
aft  would  enable  nndertakers  to  recoup 
thema^yes  without  charging  a  prohi- 
bitive price.  If  50  years  were  granted 
tUa  might  meet  the  case;  but,  on  the 
idiole,  it  aeemed  wiser  to  shorten  the 
prefovential  tens^  acnd  to  provide  for 
tompetilton  at  its  expiry.  This  was  the 
Mily  qnestion  really  to  be  settled.  All 
were  agreed  on  other  points,  such  as  the 
knps  elaiise,  oontinno«s  supply,  &e. 
The  goodwill  question  was  a  thorny 
im%  aad  admitted  of  much  being  said 
on  both  sides.  His  desire  was  to  place 
it  before  the  House  as  an  open  subject 
lor  the  House  in  its  wisdom  to  decide. 
He  was  wiUing  io  aoeept  any  reasonable 
Ameodmenis  in  Committee  if  the  House 
would  permit;  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time;  and  he  was  willing  to  postpone 
the  Committee  stage  to  any  reasonable 
dale  to  siiit  the  convenience  of  the  €k>- 
Tomment  and  to  afford  time  for  deli^ 
beration.  His  only  desire  was  that  legis- 
Ution  ehotdd  proceed  this  Session,  and 
thrt  an- industry  whidi  only  required 
flor  tonditiona  to  progreM  should,  in 
these  di^  of  denuression  and  of  large 
sraues  of  onemployed,  go  on  for  the 
good  af  ti^ide  and  of  mankind  at  large. 
EQaebjedt  was  to  come  to  the  relief  of 
an  industry  capable  of  rendering  the 
most  important  services  to  civilization* 
His  own  belief  was  that  before  many 
years  they  wonld  find  the  Board  of  Trade 
ptesoribidg  electric  lig^ttng,  on  the  score 
of  health  and'  safety,  in  all  factories, 
iAools,  mioDLes,  theatres,  churches,  and 
the  like;  that  the  Gas  Companies  in 
]&igland  would  follow  the  example  of 
the  €kw  Companies  on  the  Continent 
and  in  Am^nea,  convert  their  ^rlant  and 
become  purveyors  of  electricity;  and 
that  finally  Begistear  Generala  of  the 
fatute  would  be  able  to  trace  to  this 
taase  increased  immunity  from  consump^ 
lion  and  otbar  kindred  diseases  which 
iafaULUy.  arose,  to  a  great  extent,  from 
nj^tidtof  the  atmoephere  now  breathed. 
He  could  only  say,  in  conclusion,  that  if 
the  Qovemment  would  undertake  to  deal 
wilb  the  matter,  he  would  gladly  leave 
it  in  their  hands,  and  that  he  was  willing 
ta,:foisider  aU  points  open  t<>  fair  con- 


sideration in  Committee,  if  their  Lord- 
ships would  accept  the  view  he  took  of 
the  desirability  of  speedy  legislation, 
and  allow  the  Bill  to  be  now  read  a 
second  time. 

Ifoved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
-^TAe  lord  Thurlow.) 

LoKD  HOUGHTON  said,  that  no 
doubt  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
founded  on  the  Government  Bill  of  last 
rear  as  it  emerged  from  Committee; 
but  there  were  two  particulars  in  which 
it  differed  from  that  Bill — one  of  addi- 
tion and  one  of  omission  in  regard  to 
the  powers  of  the  Local  Authorities. 
The  first  referred  to  the  veto  the  Local 
Authorities  might  exercise  when  Com- 
panies applied  fbr  a  Provisional  Order. 
When  the  Bills  of  last  year  were  being 
considered  by  a  Select  Committee,  the 
Local  Authorities  demanded  nothing  lees 
than  an  absolute  power  of  veto  upon  any 
lighting  undertsking  in  their  district. 
He  considered  this  demand  excessive; 
but  he  would  suggest  that  when  a  Local 
Authority  was  dissatisfied  with,  or  ob- 
jected to,  an  electric  lighting  scheme, 
the  matter  should  be  referred  to  the 
Board  at  Trade,  and  if  it  saw  ground  for 
overriding  the  Local  Authority  it  should 
make  a  special  Report  €o  Parliament. 
He  hoped  that  this  suggestion  would  be 
considered  by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill. 
On  the  question  of  the  terms  on  which 
an  undertaking  should  be  acquired  by 
a  Local  Authority,  he  considered  the 
inclusion  of  the  word  **  goodwill,"  in 
the  terms  of  purchase,  objectionable, 
and  on  this  point  he  would  await 
wi^  interest  the  expression  of  the  views 
of  the  Government.  He  hoped  the  Bill 
would  be  read  a  second  time. 

Lord  LINGEN,  ae  a  Member  of  the 
Select  Committee  who  heard  evidence 
upon  this  question,  said  that  the  Bill 
raised  matters  of  great  and  general  im- 
portance. In  his  opinion,  the  interests 
of  a  Local  Authority  entitled  it  to  favour- 
able consideration.  The  lighting  of  a 
town  was  a  strictly  local  question,  and 
in  the  case  of  Dover  Harbour  their 
Lordships  had  just  given  a  second  read- 
ing to  a  Bin  which  proposed  to  give  to 
a  Corporation  powers  even  over  a  mili- 
tary port.  There  were  two  classes  of 
witnesses  before  the  Select  Committee, 
the  one  composed  of  engineering,  scien- 
tific, and  financing  authorities,  and  the 
other  of  town  clerks,  who  were  each 
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unaahaoiiB  in  adTooatmg  and  opposing 
respectively  the  proposal  that  Local 
Bodies  should  pay  for  goodwill. 

The  Eabl  op  CRAWFORD  said, 
that  he  thoroughly  supported  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  Bill,  and  approved  the 
payment  for  goodwill  if  tne  compul- 
sory purchase  of  a  successful  under- 
taking was  insisted  upon.  No  doubt 
some  consideration  should  be  made  to 
Local  Authorities  for  the  permission 
they  had  granted  to  Gompanies  to  carry 
out  their  works ;  but  it  should  not  be 
more  than  was  just  and  equitable.  With 
regard  to  the  town  clerks  alluded  to  by 
the  last  speaker,  it  was  only  natural 
that  they  should  endeavour  to  serve  the 
interests  of  their  employera  by  seeking 
to  obtain  a  ready-made  and  saooessful 
business  at  a  less  cost  than  that  they 
would  incur  in  initiating  such  a  scheme. 
It  was  w<^h  consideration  whether  an 
arrangement  could  not  be  made  for  the 
payment  of  a  fair  and  proper  footage- 
rent  by  Oompanies  to  Local  Authorities. 
If  the  undertakings  of  Electric  Lighting 
Gompanies  were  to  be  taken  without  pay- 
ment for  goodwill,  he  did  not  see  where 
appropriation  would  end.  It  might  be 
extended  to  Gas^  Water,  and  Steamship 
Gompanies,  whose  undertakings  were  all 
matters  of  public  importance.  He  be- 
lieved that  in  time  the  electric  lighting 
would  so  much  extend  that  themaobinery 
would  be  at  a  distance  from  London 
where  land  was  cheap,  and  the  wires, 
either  overhead  or  underground,  would 
extend  throughout  the  Metropolis.  In 
that  event,  he  did  not  see  how  compul- 
sory purchase  without  goodwill  could 
be  carried  out.  The  attempt  to  put  elec- 
tric lighting  on  such  a  footing  ought  to 
be  checked  at  once.  The  subject  of 
electric  lighting  was  one  which  he  had 
cherished  for  a  long  time,  and  he  be- 
lieved it  was  now  in  a  position  to  stand 
alone,  provided  it  had  a  fairer  chance 
than  it  had  when  this  legislation  was 
introduced.  He  did  not  greatly  com- 
plain of  the  Act  of  1882.  He  thought 
that  Act  had  kept  back  the  use  of 
electric  lighting,  but  also  had  shown 
that  the  question  must  be  dealt  with  on 
broad  and  liberal  lines. 

Lord  BRAMWELL  said,  he  was  a 
Member  of  the  Gommittee  which  sat  on 
this  subject,  and  one  thing  was  quite 
certain*— that  legislation  on  it  was  neces- 
sary. Electric  lighting  was  now  a  success 
which  could  be  relied  upon.  Whether 
Lor4  Ztnyen 


it  eoold  beat  gas  was  a  qnestiM;  but, 
as  a  light,  it  was  a  success.  At  present, 
however,  it  could  not  be  supplied  to  the 
public  on  account  of  the  tenns  as  pro- 
vided by  law.  As  the  law  now  stood  the 
terms  were  very  hard  indeed.  It  was 
that  at  some  time  or  other— at  the  end 
of  20  years,  or  80  or  40  years— howover 
prosperous  the  concern  might  be,  it  was 
to  be  bought,  not  upon  the  terms  paid 
for  a  successful  concern,  which  might 
have  been  a  failure ;  but  it  was  to  be 
bought  according  to  the  value  of  the 
plant  and  property  belongiag  to  the 
undertakers.  It  had  been  said  l^al  tboee 
were  fair  terms ;  but  capitaEsts  said— 
**  We  do  not  think  so ;  wo  shall  not 
subscribe  on  those  terms,''  and  it  was 
in  vain  to  tell  them  that  they  ou^t. 
The  consequence  was  there  was  no  pab- 
iic  electric  lighting.  He  was  not  going 
to  find  fault  with  t^e  Boanl  of  Trade. 
its  changing  head  or  the  permanent 
staff.  He  thought  they  ought  to  do 
their  boat  for  the  public;  but  unfoitu- 
nately,  in  this  matter,  they  had  impoeed 
such  terms  that  capitalists  would  not 
accept  them,  and  so  was  a  stop  put  to 
to  electric  lighting.  Therefore,  he  said, 
some  legislation  was  neoesBary.  The 
Local  Authorities  did  not  undertake  the 
electric  lighting  themselTes;  but  after  a 
Gompany  had  successfully  done  so,  then 
they  wanted  to  buy  the  undertaking  at 
par,  or  less,  not  seeing  that  the  ttnde^ 
takers  were  entitled  to  be  paid  for  the 
risk  they  had  run  of  the  ondertakmg 
being  a  failure. 

The  prime  MINISTER  akd  S£- 
GRETAEY  aw  STATE  fob  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  SAUSBimT) 
said,  in  the  abaenoe  of  his  noble  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Lord  Stanley  of  Preston)  he  did  not 
like  to  let  the  subject  pass  without  aaj- 
ing  something  on  behalf  of  the  Qorern- 
ment;  but  after  the  speech  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Bramw^)  op- 
posite there  was  really  very  little  to 
say.  He  thought  the  noble  and  leaned 
Lord  had  presented  the  case  with  abso- 
lute fairness ;  but  he  wished  to  dear 
himself  of  the  charge  which  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  Front  Opposition  Befioh 
seemed  inclined  to  level  against^  tboM 
who  supported  the  BilL  He  haoi  nefer 
himself  oe^ti  bold  enough  to  /h«f«  a 
single  share  in  any  of  the  Eleetribli|^ 
ing  Gompanies.  He  looked  at  t||(eiii^ 
vii  tually  as  a  public  questioi|l',  vA  ^^ 
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had  Boi&terest  ia  it,  and  never  expected 
to  haTe,  except  as  a  means  of  promoting 
a  product  of  public  utility.  The  history 
of  this  case  was  really  the  history  of  the 
action  of  a  Public  Department.  The 
Board  of  Trade  was  horrified,  and  in- 
telligibly horrified,  at  the  position  in 
which  Parliament  found  itself  in  respect 
to  the  Water  Companies.  It  was  not 
entirely  satisfied  with  the  position  in 
which  Parliament  found  itself  with  re- 
spect to  the  Gbts  Oompanies.  He  did  not 
say  that  that  feeling  had  so  much  plausi- 
biuty  as  the  other.  But  the  Board  seemed 
to  have  resolved  that  it  would  not  allow 
Parliament,  as  representing  the  public, 
to  fall  into  that  difficulty  again;  and 
that  it  would  take  good  care  that  when 
electricity  came  for  its  authorisation  to 
Pariiameat,  terms  should  be  arranged 
whioh  would  place  the  public  in  a 
much  better  position  than  they  were 
in  with  regard  to  the  gas  or  water  com- 
panies. Sut  their  very  natural  and 
praiseworthy  feeling  was  carried  to  an 
exaggerated  point.  Their  precautions 
were  excessive.  The  legislation  passed 
in  1882  had  absolutely  stifled  the  enter ^ 
prize  of  those  who  wished  to  introduce 
the  electno  light  into  this  country,  and 
they  were  now  in  this  position-awhile 
in  other  countries  the  electric  light  was 
used  for  public  purposes,  it  had  not 
been  used  in  this  country,  and  could  not 
be  used,  except  by  those  Oompanies  or 
iDstitutions  or  persons  who  could  have 
the  whole  machinery  for  their  own  use, 
and  produce  their  electricity  entirely  for 
themselves.  He  could  not  imagine  that 
Parliament  could  look  on  this  as  a  de- 
sirable state  of  things.  Why  were  they 
not  to  have  the  comfort  and  advantage 
of  this  light,  which  those  who  were  in  a 
position  to  use  it  showed  an  increasing 
desire  every  day  to  have?  The  only 
argument  whioh  had  any  plausibility — 
and  it  was  an  argument  which  appeared 
to  prevail  in  the  minds  of  many  noble 
Ix»ds — was  that  they  must  save  the 
rights  of  Local  Authorities  in  this  mat- 
ter. He  did  not  dispute  that  this  was  a 
very  suitable  matter  for  the  Local  Autho- 
xitiea  to  undertake,  if  they  were  willing 
te  do  so ;  and  he  could  quite  imagine 
that  in  1882  the  Board  of  IVade  and  the 
Local  Authorities,  generally  speaking, 
thought  it  would  be  a  pity  to  allow  Oom- 
panies to  step  into  their  place.  But  five 
years  had  passed  away,  and  the  Local 
Authoritiea  ifete  ||ot  inclia^d  generally 


to  take  this  enterprise  up.  They  were 
really  putting  the  Local  Authorities  in 
the  position  of  the  dog  in  the  manger ; 
they  would  not  allow  the  Oompanies  to 
enter  upon  an  enterprise  which  they 
would  not  undertake  themselves.  With 
respect  to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Lingen), 
who  had  cited  the  case  of  Dover  Har- 
bour, he  would  point  out  that  the  two 
instances — ^that  of  the  electric  light  and 
Dover  Harbour — were  not  on  aU- fours. 
If  the  Town  Oounoil  of  Dover  had 
come  to  their  Lordships  to  claim 
liberty  to  fill  Dover  Harbour  up  and 
shut  it  up  until  such  time  as  it  should 
be  oonvenient  for  them  to  open  it  them- 
selves, then  they  would  have  been  in 
exactly  the  position  of  the  Local  Autho- 
rities now,  who  wished  to  stifle  all  electric 
lighting  enterprise  until  they  saw  their 
way  to  undertake  it  themselves.  He  did 
not  think  that  that  was  a  proposition 
which  Parliament  ought  to  support.  He 
inclined,  in  spite  of  the  terror  of  the 
example  of  the  Gas  and  Water  Oom- 
panies, to  go  back  to  ideas  of  less  re- 
striction and  greater  freedom  in  this 
matter,  and  to  allow  enterprise  to  have 
its  full  swing,  to  remove  the  obstacles 
which  had  hitherto  impeded  it,  and  to 
offer  terms,  not  such  as  they  thought  the 
capitalist  ought  to  accept,  but  which 
they  found  by  experience  he  would  ac- 
cept. So  it  might  be  possible,  by  giving 
rights  which  were  generous  and  large, 
to  procure  for  the  public  the  full  advan- 
tage of  those  scientific  inventions  which 
other  nations  had,  and  whioh  now,  by 
our  restrictive  policy,  we  prevented  the 
publie  from  enjoying  without  doing  any 
good  to  the  Local  Authorities  which 
were  the  subject  of  so  much  tender 
care. 

LoBD  THUELOW  said,  he  would 
endeavour  to  amend  the  Bill  in  Oom- 
mittee,  with  the  object  of  meeting  the 
views  which  had  been  urged. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

OOPYHOLD    ENFRANCHISEMENT 

BILL.— (No.  18.) 

{The  L^rd  Hobhoute.) 

SECOND  BRADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

LoBD  H0BH0U8B,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time^  said, 
that  it  hftd  be^A  the  subject  of  a  great 
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deal  of  diflOQflrion  both  in  and  out  of 
Parliament  for  several  years.     It  had 
been  before  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  in  1884.    It  was  passed  in 
1885,  and  oame  up  to  their  Lord^dps' 
House  very  late  in  the  Session.    The 
Second  Beading  of  it  was  then  refused. 
In  1886  the  Bill  again  passed  the  House 
of  Commons,  and,  although  in  some  de- 
tails it  had  been  altered,  in  essentials  it 
was  the  same  Bill  as  passed  by  the  House 
of  Commons  in  1885  and  1886.   The  Bill 
contained  a  vast  number  of  details  of  a 
technical  character;    and  the    measure 
was  a  proper  one  to  lay  before  a  Select 
Committee.    He  was.  therefore,  glad  to 
find  that  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Stanhope)  had  put  down  a  Motion  that 
in  the  erent  of  the  Bill  being  read  a 
second  time  he  would  more  that  it  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee.   The  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  was  to  accelerate  and 
facilitate  the  enfranchisements  of  copy- 
hold.   There  were  two  propositions  in 
connection  with  this  subject  which  he 
thought  should  be  established — (1)  that 
the  extinction  of  copyholds  was  a  matter 
of  great  public  interest ;  and  (3)  that  the 
extinction  would  not  proceed  to  any  effi- 
cient extent  unless  some  pressure  of  law 
was  put  on  the  parties    interested  in 
them.      The    Beal    Property    Commis- 
sionM*s,  in  their  Third  Eeport  of  1882, 
did  not  recommend  compidsion,  but  only 
that    some  facilities  and    inducements 
should  be  offered.    Noising  was  done  on 
that  Beport  with  regard  to  copyholds. 
The    matter,    however,    was    specially 
inquired  into  by  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  which  sat  in  1838. 
That    Committee    was    of    remarkable 
strength,  including,  as  it  did,  the  then 
Attorney  General  (Lord  Campbell),  Sir 
Bobert  Peel,   Sir  James  Craham,  Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre,  and  a  number  of  county 
Oentlemen.    They  said  that— 

^The  abolition  of  this  tenure  wonid  not  only 
1)6  of  great  puMic  benefit,  but  should  be  made, 
if  possible,  a  national  obieot.  They  are  auo  of 
opinion  that  no  plan  whidi  merely  leares  the 
option  to  the  parties  to  enfranchise  will  meet 
the  exigency  of  the  case,  and  they  are  therefore 
desirous  of  seeing  a  plan  of  enfranchisment  in- 
tioduoed  which  shall  have  a  due  regard  to  the 
rights  as  well  of  the  lord  as  the  copyholder,  but 
which  shall  be  eventually  compulsory  on  both.*' 

And  they  concluded — 

'<  They  earnestly  desire  that  measures  may  be 
speedily  taken  to  aooomplish  this  ol^ect  with 
leference  as  well  to  lands  of  customary  as  of 
copyhold  tenure.  It  appears  to  them  that  the 
best  mode  of  effecting  it  would  be  by  giving 
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every  fadCty  to  enfranchisement  for  a  short 
term  of  years,  and  that  after  that  period  the 
enfranchisement  should  proceed  on  the  oom- 
pulsory  principle.'* 

That  Beport  led  to  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1841,  which  was  the  first  Copy- 
hold Enfranchisement  Act ;  but  the  mea- 
sure applied  compulsion  in  a  peculiar 
way  since  abandoned,  and  its  machineiy 
was  BO  clumsy  that  it  did  not  work  at 
all.     Only  voluntary  enfranchisements 
took  place  under  this  Act,  and  they  only 
reached  a  yearly  average  of  42.    Aboiit 
10  years  later  the  matter  was  agaio 
made  t^e  subject  of  inquiry  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  Parliament,  who  again  advised 
compulsion,  and  in  the  result  the  Act 
of  1852  was  passed.    That  Act  gavd, 
with  compulsion,  an  impetus  to  ezifraih 
chisement,  and  during  the  six  years  of 
its  operation  the  yearly  average  was  243. 
FurUier  compulsion  was  applied  bv  tke 
Act  of  1858 ;  and  up  to  the  end  of  1883, 
the  latest  date  to  which  he  could  find 
any  tabulated  account,  there  were  abo^t 
13,000  enfranchisements  under  it,  or  aa 
average  of  554  yearly.    And  with  all  thie 
effect  of  compulsion  there  had  been  np 
complaint — at  least,  no  audible  oiie-7 
from  the  parties  subject  to  it.     He  ob- 
served bv  the  tables  that  of  late  years 
there  had  been  a  considerable  decrease  in 
the  number  of  copyholders  enfranchised, 
and  he  was  told  that  this  was  due  to  the 
circumstance  that  the  Treasury  desired 
that  the  office  fees  should  be  increased 
so  as  to  make  the  parties,  in  fact,  pay  the 
office  expenses,  and  to  the  rule — a  veiy 
unjust  one  as  he  thought — that  the  ap- 
plicant should  pay  the  costs.    The  pre- 
sent Bill  altered  the  rule  about  costs, 
and  introduced  provisions  intended  to 
enable  the  parties  to  get  what  was  tan- 
tamount to  a  statutory  award  for  them.- 
selves  without  resorting  to  the  office  at 
all.    There  were  still  a  great  number 
of  copyholds  left.    In  I^ncashire,  h# 
believed,  there  were  considerable  tracts 
where  the  whole  land  was  under  copy- 
hold,   and    their    Lordships    were  all 
familiar  with  them  in  different  parts  of 
the  country ;  while  those  who  had  the 
greatest  experience,  and  were  most  con- 
versant with  the  working  of  the  copy- 
hold   system,   were   most    strongly  of 
opinion  that  it  was  desirable  to  give  a 
fresh  impulse  to  their  enfiranchisement. 
What,  then,  was  the  amount  and  mea- 
sure of  the  compulsion  proposed  by  the 
Bill?    It  proposed  that  on  the  neit  ad- 
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mittaoce  the  lord  should  serre  on  the 
tenant  who  came  to  be  admitted  a  notice 
of  enfranchisement,  and  if  he  omitted  to 
do  80  he  should  be  subj  ect  to  certain  penal- 
ties^ With  such  notice  the  Bill  proposed 
that  the  lord  should  be  bound  to  serve  a 
statement  of  what  he  was  prepared  to 
take  as  compensation  for  enfranchise- 
ment. Now,  if  there  was  to  be  anj 
eompttlsion  at  all  it  was  impossible  to 
conceive  any  that  would  create  a  less 
amount  of  vexation  than  those  provi- 
sions. The  Bill  imposed  the  very  mini- 
mum of  trouble  and  expense.  The  notice 
is  to  be  given  when  the  lord  must  be 
holding  a  Oourt  for  admittance,  and  has 
the  tenant  face  to  face  with  him.  '  And 
the  offer  is  to  be  made  when  the  lord  is 
demanding  his  fine,  and  therefore  must 
have  been  estimating  the  improved  value 
of  the  holding.  There  were  two  other 
clauses  which  affected  compulsion  — 
Clauses  10  and  11— which  dealt  wi^ 
sporting  rights,  and  removed  them  from 
their  present  position  as  manorial  inci- 
dents which  could  only  be  enfranchised 
by  consent,  into  the  category  of  other 
incidents,  which  could  be  enfranchised 
in  the  ordinary  way.  By  Clause  32  the 
parties  were  enabled  by  a  memorandum 
of  epfranchisement  to  obtain  that  which 
was  equivalent  to  a  statutory  award; 
and  there  were  other  clauses  connected 
with  it,  and  drawn  with  the  intuition 
of  enabling  the  parties  to  dispense  with 
the  assistance  of  the  Commissioners, 
thereby  saving  time  and  cost.  Clause 
44  directed  the  Commissioners  to  publish 
a  ecale  of  compensation  for  the  guidance 
of  valuers  and  parties,  it  was  proposed 
that  compensation  should  be  by  way  of 
rentoharge  wherever  it  was  of  less  value 
than  £25 — that  was  to  say,  whenever  it 
amounted  to  £1  a-year.  That  clause 
had  been  recommended  by  the  Incorpo- 
rated Law  Society ;  but  he  had  inserted 
it  rather  as  affording  a  basis  for  discus- 
sion in  Committee  than  from  any  notion 
that  it  would  be  accepted  as  it  stood. 
It  was  a  subject  on  which  there  were 
great  differences  of  opinion.  Other 
clauses  dealt  with  the  payment  of  rent- 
charges.  Others  of  considerable  im- 
portance mve  powers  to  limited  owners 
to  give  uscharges  for  compensations, 
to  retain  small  sums,  and  to  charge 
their  payments  upon  the  settled  estates. 
But  he  woidd  not  now  go  into  further 
detail  He  attributed  considerable  im- 
portance to  the  fact  that  this  measure 

VOL.  CCCXr.    [third  sbmes  ] 


had  received  the  approval  of  the  Inoor- 

8 orated  Law  Society  and  of  the  Land 
ommissioners.     He  begged  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

MoMd,  ''ThattheBillbenowread2*.'' 
— ( Th$  L&rd  Hobhouu.) 

LoBD  BBAMWELL  said  that  he 
should  not  oppose  ^e  Second  Beading 
of  ^e  Bill,  because  he  understood  that 
it  was  the  general  d«sire  of  their  Lord- 
ships that  it  should  be  read  a  second 
time,  with  the  objeot  of  its  being 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  He 
opposed  a  somewhat  similar  measuro 
which  was  brought  forwiurd  in  1885,  on 
the  ground  that  it  proposed  to  make  the 
enfranchisement  of  copyholds  compul- 
sory, and  it  was  rejected  on  the  Motion 
for  its  Second  Beading.  He  fully  admitted 
that  the  copyhold  tenure  was  a  bad  one, 
from  which  the  greatest  possible  good 
was  not  obtainable,  and  he  believ^  it 
would  be  a  good  thing  if,  by  the  wave 
of  a  magic  wand,  the  whole  of  the  copy- 
holds could  be  turned  into  freeholds. 
But  it  should  be  left  to  the  decnaion  of 
the  landlord  and  tenant  whether  that 
tenure  should  be  converted  into  freehold. 

The  LOBD  CHANOELLOB  (Lord 
Halsbuet)  said,  he  was  anxious  to  state 
at  once  that,  although  he  did  not  alto- 
gether approve  of  some  of  the  proposals 
ot  the  Bill,  he  did  not  intend  to  oppose 
its  Second  Beading.  He  thought  that 
this  measure  was  a  great  improvement 
upon  the  former  one.  In  the  present 
Bill  there  was,  at  all  events,  an  effort  to 
preserve  the  rights  of  the  two  parties  to 
the  enfranchisement.  It  was  clear  that^ 
in  the  interests  of  both  parties,  and  in 
the  interests  of  the  public,  it  was  desir- 
able that  something  should  be  done  to 
improve  the  existing  law  in  regard  to 
copyholds.  Every  lawyer  had  admitted 
over  and  over  again  that  the  oopyhold 
tenure  was  a  ba^  one,  and  that  it  had 
given  rise  to  questions  of  great  difficulty 
with  regard  to  the  minerals  lyiug  be- 
neath the  land  subjected  to  it.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  who  had  last  qK>len 
had  objected  to  the  enfranchisement  of 
oopyhold  lands  being  made  oompul- 
sory;  but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
unless  some  pressure  were  brought  to 
bear,  people  would  not  be  induoed  to 
move  in  the  matter.  He  was  glad  to 
find  that  the  madiinery  of  this  Bill  was 
much  more  simple  and  less  expensive 
than  that  proposed  to  be  establi>!h(;d  by 
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tlie  measure  of  18B5.  He  hoped  tliat 
when  the  Bill  came  to  be  examined  by  a 
Seloet  Oommitteoy  it  would  be  still  fur- 
ther improved. 

Eam.  stanhope  said,  that  as  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  accepted 
his  proposal  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Oommittee,he  should  support  the  Second 
Beadine.  While  admitting  that  it  was 
desirable  to  get  rid  of  oopyhold  tenure, 
he  did  not  think  that  there  was  a  great 
demand  for  it  on  the  part  of  the  public, 
seeing  that  yesterday  a  Petition  had 
been  presented  from  269  manors  against 
it.  Moreover,  the  enfranchisement  of 
oopvholds  was  proceeding,  if  not  rapidly, 
at  least  satisfaotorily — 554  enfranchise- 
ments a-year— 'and  the  Ecdesiastioal 
Commissioners  had  enfranchised  2,500 
copyholders.  He  thought  that  it  was 
unjust  to  the  landlords,  whose  interest 
was  remote,  to  require  them  to  defray 
the  oost  of  valuation,  of  fixing  the 
boundaries,  and  of  ascertaining  the 
quantity  of  minerals  beneath  the  sur- 
&ce  out  of  the  almost  nominal  fines 
which  they  received.  He  would  like 
to  see  a  clause  introduced  which  would 
guard  the  rights  of  the  lords  of  manors 
to  the  minerals  on  the  land.  There  were 
many  complicated  clauses  and  diffioultied 
in  the  Bill  which  would  require  to  be 
carefully  dealt  with  by  the  Oommittee. 
He  hoped  that  power  would  be  given  to 
call  for  evidence. 

Lord  HEBSOHELL  said,  that  this 
measure  was  one  in  which  great  interest 
was  taken  in  certain  parts  of  the  country, 
and  especially  in  Lancashire.  There 
was  a  farge  tract  in  Lancashire  where 
the  lords'  interest  was  so  small  as  to  be 
of  very  little  value.  Those  copyholds 
were  considered  of  much  greater  value 
to  the  stewards*  and  on  enfranchisement 
the  stewards  got  an  amount  of  compen- 
sation far  exceeding  any  which  tiie  lords 
fot.  A  tenure  of  that  description  was 
ept  up  much  more  in  the  interests  of 
the  steward  than  of  the  lord,  and  there- 
fore their  lordships  would  not  be  sur- 
prised that  the  feeling  in  that  part  of  the 
country  in  favour  of  enfranchisement 
was  very  strong.  He  would  ask  his 
noble  Friend  to  consider  this  question  of 
stewards'  compensation.  As  far  as  he 
■aw,  if  the  lord  was  to  get  anything 
under  £50  the  steward  was  to  get  £4. 
He  would  like  to  see  it  provided  that 
when  the  lord  gained  only  a  few  shillings 
the    steward    should  not   gain    a  few 

Lord  Bramwell 


pounds.    He  thought  it  would  not  be 
impossible  to  devise  a  scheme  by  i7hich 
a  certain  number  of  copyhold  teoantB 
might  act  together  so  as  to  reduce  the 
cost.    There  were  many  cases  in  which 
people  would  enfranchise  if  something 
were  to  force  them,  but  who  would  not 
unless  some  such  compulsion  were  ap- 
plied.    As  to  what  his  noble  and  leaned 
fViend  (Lord  Bramwelt)  had  siod  about 
the  public  interest  being  only  the  in- 
terest of  those  who  possessed  the  land 
making    such    arrangement    as    they 
pleased ;  he  thought  that  if  a  law  of 
tenure  was  prejudicial  to  the  pnbUo  in- 
terests the  public  had  a  right  to  provide 
that  it  should  not  exist.     He  was  veiy 
much  struck  by  what  he  had  seen  when 
taken  professionally  to  a  tnanor  on  which 
certain  enfranchisements  were  to  take 
place.    As  he  went  along  he  ob8er?ed 
the  most  striking  contrasts.     On  some 
holdings  there  were  new,  handsome,  and 
costly  buildings,   while  on   others  the 
buildings  were  squalid  and  mean ;  and 
he  was  able  at  once  to  put  his  finger 
upon  the  holdings  which  had  been  en- 
franchised and  upon  tiiose  where  no  en- 
franchisement had   taken    place.     He 
quite  admitted,  however,  that  the  Bill 
ought  to  be  carefully  scrutinised  in  Oom- 
mittee.   

The  Eabl  of  KCMBEELEY  said,  he 
was  willing  to  admit  that  they  ought  to 
simplify  the  law  so  as  to  make  regis&s- 
tion  of  title  more  possible,  and,  therefore, 
he  would  not  oppose  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill.  But  he  must  demur  to 
what  his  noble  Friend  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  had  said  as  to  the  burning  desire 
of  copyholders  to  enfranchise  land. 
With  regard  to  what  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  said  about  the  un- 
improved condition  of  the  buildings  on 
unfranchised  holdings,  he  would  obserre 
that  the  laws  gave  the  copyholders  a 
perfect  means  of  securing  themselyes 
against  the  slightestloss  or  inconvenience 
arising  from  their  desire  to  improve. 
AH  they  had  to  do  was  to  enfranchiee 
the  house  on  its  unimproved  value  and 
to  improve  it  afterwards.  What  pro- 
bably was  the  case  on  the  holdinffs  of 
which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
spoken  was,  that  where  men  had  capital 
they  enfranchised  and  put  up  good  build- 
ings, and  where  they  had  not  the  bad 
bidldings  remained.  He  was  aware  that 
there  were  parts  of  the  oountiy,  such  as 
Lancashire,  where  serious  ioconvenieiioe 
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did  arise  under  the  present  state  of 
tbioga.  But  the  returns  on  the  subject 
were  not  a  sufficient  guide  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  enfranchisements.  It  was  only 
the  copyholds  enfranchised  by  the  Land 
Commissioners  which  were  given.  There 
were  a  large  number  besides  which 
were  enfranchised.  It  was  more  costly 
to  go  to  the  Land  Commissioners  than 
to  enfranchise  by^agreement.  It  woidd 
certainly  be  a  ffreat  public  advantaee  if 
anything  could  be  done  to  simplify  umd 
tenure ;  but  it  was  not  necessary  to  do 
anything  which  would  tend  by  worrying 
the  copyholder  to  force  him  into  enfran- 
chisement when  he  did  not  desire  it,  and 
he  thought  the  Bill  would  haye  some- 
what that  effect  as  it  at  present  stood. 
If  it  was  thought  necessary  to  compel 
copyholders  to  enfranchise,  it  should  be 
done  by  a  direct  Act,  with  as  little  ex- 
pense as  possible  to  the  .persons  inte- 
restedi  and  by  a  law  which  all  classes  of 
persons  could  clearly  understand. 

Thb  Ejlbl  of  SELBOENE  said,  he 
thoaght  a  sense  of  obligation  must 
be  felt  by  the  House  and  by  all  those 
who  desired  to  promote  reform  of  the 
law,  to  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Hob- 
house)  lor  bringing  the  subject  for- 
ward and  putting  this  Bill  into  the 
greatly  improyed  form  in  which  it  stood. 
Whether  the  inoonyenience  of  copyhold 
tenures  waa  greater  or  less,  all  were 
agreed  that  it  would  be  a  good  thing 
to  get  rid  of  them ;  and  this  Bill,  which 
would  at  least  accelerate  and  facilitate 
their  estiacdon,  was  ther^re  a  step  in 
the  right  direction.  He  hoped  that  the 
Bill  might  emerge  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee and  beoome  law  this  year. 

Motion  a^r^d  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  r$ferr$d  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee 

LUNACY   ACfTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

{Th$  Lord  Chancellor,) 
(irO.  7.)       COMMITT£E. 

House  again  in  Committee  (according 
toerder). 

danse  3  (Order  for  reception  of  priyate 
patients,  to  be  made  by  County  Court 
Judge,  Magistrate,  or  Justice). 

Tn  LOBD  CHANCELLOB  (Lord 
HAiflBnay),  on  nsiag  to  moye  the 
AmeBdmente  to  Olftiifle  3  which  he  had 
undertakan  to  prepare  when  the  Bill  was 
famaudj  in  GoflBunittee^  said,  that  he 


had  endeayoured  to  meet  the  yiews  which 
many  of  their  Lordships  opposite  ex- 
pressed when  the  subject  was  before 
under  discussion.  He  belieyed  Amend- 
ments such  as  he  proposed  were  neces- 
sary to  make  the  Bill  acceptable  and  to 
ensure  its  being  passed  into  law.  He 
would  now  move  the  omission  of  sub- 
sections 9  and  10. 

Mimd,  To  omit  sub-eections  9  and  10. 
— (I%#  Lord  Ohmu0lkr.) 

Motion  agreed  U. 

Moved,  To  add  the  following  sub-sec- 
tions : — 

<*  Upon  the  presentation  of  the  petition  the 
judge,  magistrate,  or  justice,  shall  consider  the 
evidence  of  lunacy  appearing  by  the  medical 
oortiBcates,  and  whether  it  is  neceesary  for  him 
personally  to  see  and  exanune  the  alleged 
lunatic,  and  if  he  is  satisfied  that  an  order  may 
properly  be  made  forthwith  he  may  make  the 
same  accordingly.  The  judge,  magisbute,  or  jus- 
tice, if  not  satisfied  with  the  evidenoe  of  lonaoy 
appearing  by  the  medical  oerfeifioate  may,  if  he 
thinlu  it  necessary  so  to  do,  visit  the  alleged 
lunatic  at  the  jplace  where  he  may  happen  to  he. 
When  a  lunatic  has  been  received  in  an  asylum, 
hospital,  or  house,  or  as  a  nngle  patient  nnder 
an  order  of  a  judge  of  Ooooty  Courts,  magi- 
strate, or  justice,  and  has  not  been  already 
visited  by  such  judffe,  magistrate,  or  justice,  ti^e 
lunatic  shall  have  the  right  either  to  be  visited 
by  or  to  be  taken  before  a  judge,  magistrate,  or 
justice,  having  jurisdiction  within  the  district, 
unless  the  medical  superintendenl  of  the  asylom 
or  hospital,  or  the  medical  i»t>prietor  or  atten- 
dant of  the  house,  or  the  medical  attendant  of 
the  single  patient,  shall  sign  a  certificate  in 
writing  that  such  right  would  be  prejudicial  to 
the  lunatic,  and  shell  send  the  certificate  to  the 
judge,  magistrates  or  justice.  If  such  certifioate 
is  not  signed  the  superintendent  or  proprietor 
of  the  asylum,  hospital,  or  house,  or  the  person 
having  churge  of  the  lunatic  as  a  single  patient 
shall,  within  24  hours  after  the  lunatic's  recep- 
tion, give  him  notioe  in  writing  of  such  right, 
and  if  the  lunatic  within  seven  days  after  his 
reception  desires  to  exercise  such  right,  the 
superintendent,  or  proprietor,  or  person  having 
charge  of  the  lunatic  as  a  single  patient,  shall 
forthwith  g^ve  notice  in  writing:  taereof  to  the 
judge,  magiBtrate,  or  justice,  who  shall  there- 
upon eith^  visit  the  lunatic  or  procure  the 
lunatic  to  be  brought  before  him  by  the  super- 
intendent, proprietor,  or  other  person.  If  any 
superintendent  or  proprietor  of  an  asylum,  hos- 
ptfed,  or  house,  or  any  person  having  charge  of 
a  single  patient  omits  to  give  either  of  the 
notices  mentioned,  he  shall  be  guilty  of  a  mis- 
demeanour." 

The  Eaul  op  SELBOENE  suggested 
some  Torbal  Amendments  in  the  new 
provisions  of  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

LoBD  HALSBUBY  said  he  would 
nndertake  to  consider  the  Amendments 
and  to  make  them,  if  he  could,  on  the 
Beport  stage. 
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The  Report  of  the  Ameodmente  to 
be  received  on  Tueiday  next ;  and  Bill  to 
heprttUsd  as  amended.    (No.  84.) 

TBUBO  BISHOPKIO  AND   OHAPTEB  A0T8 
JLUESmVXKT    BILL  [h.L.] 

A  BUI  to  amand  ike  Bithopm  of  Tnuro  Act, 

1876,  and  the  Truro  Oiapter  Act,  1878  —  Wa« 
presented  by  The  Lord  Biuiop  of  Truro ;  read  !■. 
(Ko.  8».) 

Houae  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock,  to 

Thursday  next,  a  quarter  after 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    OOMICONS, 

Tuesday,  \U  Jfarch^  1887. 


MINUTB8.1  —  Sblsct  Oomci'rTBB  —  National 
Provident  Xnsunmce,  nominated, 

QUJESTIONS. 


POST  OFFIGB— HEAD  P0STMA8TBES. 

Mb.  T.  BLAKE  (GMoucester,  Forest  of 
Dean)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  by  the  present 
Begulations  of  the  Service  all  Head 
Postmasterships  in  England  and  WaleR 
with  a  salarv  of  £120  a-year  and  np- 
wurdB,  and  all  in  Scotland  and  Ireland 
with  a  salary  of  £100  a-year  and  up*- 
wards,  are  filled  by  the  promotion  of 
deserving  Post  Offioe officials;  whether 
these  Regulatione  do  afford  the  Depart- 
ment over  whioh  he  presides  frequent 
opportimities  of  rewarding  meritorious 
eervants,  and  also  seeure  the  efficiency 
of  the  Service  by  the  appointment  of  weU 
qualifi^  persons  to  fill  vaoanoiee ;  whe- 
ther the  opportunity  for  advancement 
afforded  by  these  appointments  has 
created  a  healthy  stimulus  amongst,  and 
is  gveatly  valued  by,  the  Post  Office 
servants ;  whether  this  system  has  been 
In  operation  for  over  25  years  and  been 
found  to  work  well ;  and,  whether  it  is 
true,  as  reported  in  the  public  Press, 
that  he  sow  prcwoees  to  change  these 
Begulations ;  ana,  if  so,  to  what  extent, 
in  what  direcdoa,  and  with  what  object 
will  the  alteration  be  made  ? 

Thb  POSTMASTBB  GBNEEAL 
(Mr.  Baikbs)  (Cambridge  University) : 
I  am  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for  an 
oppoortunify  of  answering  in  this  House 
Questions  respecting  which  very  un- 
warrantable misrepresentattone  have 
recently  been  current  elsewhere.    My 


answer  to  the  first  Question  is  in  the 
affirmative.  The  three  following  Ques- 
tions relate  rather  to  matters  of  opin* 
ion  than  to  matters  of  fact.  I  may, 
however,  perhaps,  be  permitted  to  say 
that,  as  regards  the  more  important 
and  responsible  of  these  posts,  I  entirely 
concur  with  the  vie?r8  indicated  by  the 
hon.  Member.  As  regards  the  minor 
appointments,  I  consider  them  less  aa 
rewards  for  meritorious  service,  or  a 
stimulus  to  greater  exertion,  than  as  a 
means  of  providing  for  those  officers 
who,  having  no  ambition  to  rise  to 
higher  and  more  arduous  functions  in 
the  Department,  are  content  to  drop  into 
humbler  posts  of  comparative  independ- 
ence. I  do  not  deny  that  the  system 
may  have  worked  satisfactorily  unon  the 
whole ;  thoue^h  I  am  disposed  to  oelieTe 
that  it  would  have  worked  better  if 
rather  a  higher  limit  of  salary  had  been 
fixed  at  which  a  postmaster  is  precluded 
from  increasing  his  income  by  other 
occupations.  I  have  made  no  such  pro« 
posal  as  is  suggested  by  the  last  Qoes- 
tion ;  and  I  may  add  that,  during  my 
tenure  of  Office,  while  I  have  accepted 
the  transfer  of  several  of  these  appoint- 
ments from  the  Treasury  to  the  Post 
Office,  I  have  not  transferred  any  from 
the  Post  Office  to  the  Treasury. 

IRELAND  —  MR,  FRANCIS  MORBICE. 
SECRETARY  TO  THE  GRANB  JUBY, 
CO.  GLARE-FEES  FRQIC  ROAD  COtf- 
TRACTORS. 

Mb.  cox  (dare,  E.)  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
Mr.  Francis  Morrice,  Secretaty  to  the 
Grand  Jury,  County  Glare,  demands  the 
following  fees  from  road  contractors 
prior  to  and  after  the  execution  of  oon- 
tracts — namely,  1«.  for  each  printed 
tender  fMrm,  9«.  8d.  by  way  of  fee,  anda 
sum  varying  from  4«.  to  8«.  on  being 
paid  the  amount  of  their  oontraot;  and, 
whether  these  charges  are  legal ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  HerMajeat^'sGoveromdot 
will  take  any  action  to  put  an  end  to  the 
practice  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  wb 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmbs)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  Government  know  nbftin^ 
of  this  matter.  I  have  stated  befin« 
that  the  Secretaty  of  the  QttviA  Jvxj 
was  entitled  to  dbarge  a  1^  for  A  ftmn 
of  tender.  I  cannot  give  any  oi^iniott  as 
to  whether  ike  aiiaigee  mtefkfUBi  v^ 
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l^gal  or  nat ;  but  if  they  are  illep^I  the 
p$r$o]u  aggrieved  had  their  legal  re- 
medy. 

CRIMB  AKIX  OtJTBAa&  (IRELAND)— 
"BOYCOTTING"  MB.  ALEXANDER 
WIIfiON,    OP   OASTLBWELLAN,    OO. 

JDOWN. 

Colonel  WAEING  (Down,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Iiord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland.  Whether  Mr.  Alex- 
ander Wikon,  or  Castlewellan,  Oountv 
Down,  having  taken  a  honae  from  which 
a  Nationalist  was  evicted,  has  been 
"boycotted  ; "  whether  the  priest  of  the 
pansh  has  refused  to  deal  with  the  man 
who  supplied  Wilson  with  milk  while  he 
continued  to  do  so ;  and,  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  Wilson  cannot  go  out  after 
dark  without  risk  to  his  life ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  Government  will  take  steps 
for  his  protection  ? 

Ma.  M'CABTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked, 
Whether  this  was  the  same  Mr.  Wilson 
who  was  reported  in  all  the  Tory  papers 
of  the  time  to  have  been  attacked  on  the 
28th  of  November  near  Oasilewellan, 
and  whose  statement,  after  careful  in- 
vestigation by  the  Constabulary,  was 
foand  to  be  untrue  f  I 

Thb  chief  SECBETAET  (Sir 
MiCHABL  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
I  have  not  heard  anything  of  the  cir- 
ctimstances  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  M*Cftrtan)  refers.  With  regard 
to  the  Question  of  my  hon.  and  gi^ant 
Friend  (Colonel  Waring),  I  may  say 
that  the  facts  as  to  the  ''  boycotting"  are 
substantially  as  stated ;  but  the  feeling 
against  him  is  said  to  be  dying  out,  and 
aa  there  is  a  very  mixed  population  in 
the  district  he  does  not  appear  to  have 
mffered  any  serious  inconveni^ice.  It 
is  not  (h»  case  that  he  is  in  danger  if  he 
goes  out  after  dark» 
CMIIE  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)-DY. 

ItAMITB   OUTRAGE   AT    RESIDENCE 

OF  MR.  T.  RIOE  HENN. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.),  asked  the 
ClBef  Becretaiy  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
teaaat  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  jieoent 
attempted  dynamite  outrage  at  the 
resklenee  of  Mr.  T.  Bice  Henn  (Ooun- 
ty  Court  Judge,  Qalway),  Paradise, 
Kil^ysarti  was  discovered  by  Ser*- 
geant  WaUU  and  a  sub-constable  who 
acoov^anied  him;  whether   Mr,    Bice 
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Henn  is  under  poHce  protection ;  and,  if 
not,  what  was  the  object  of  the  visit  of 
the  poHoe  to  Paradise;  whether  Mr. 
Carey,  District  Inspector  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary,  was  one  of  the  guests  at 
Paradise  that  night ;  whether,  on  some 
nights  previously,  Mr.  Carey  found  Ser- 
geant Walsh  and  his  companion  in  a 
public  house  when  they  should  have  been 
on  patrol  duty ;  whether,  in  consequence 
of  this.  Sergeant  Walsh  and  this  sub- 
constable  were  under  notice  of  removal 
from  BaJlynacally  Police  Station  wjien 
the  outrage  was  discovered ;  whether  a 
steward  in  ifae  emplovment  of  Mr.  Henn 
was  under  notice  of  dismissal  at  the 
same  time ;  and,  what  was  the  nature  of 
the  report  of  the  County  Inspector  as  to 
the  flouroe  of  tiie  outrage?  ^The  hoa. 
(Gentleman  Airther  asked,  Whether  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  directed  to  the  language  of  Mr. 
Justice  O'Brien  in  addressing  the  County 
Clare  Grand  Juir  at  the  Assizes  yester- 
day ?  When  rezening  to  this  case  he 
said — 

'<  Whatever  may  be  the  true  and  real  oom- 
plfixion  of  that  ooourrenoe,  it  does  not  bear  out 
the  6xist€dac6  of  a  motire  of  an  agrarian  crime." 

The  CHIEF  SECBETABY  (Sir 
MiCHAiL  Hioks-Bbach)  (Bristol,  W.)s 
My  attention  has  not  been  directed  to  the 
Judge's  laaguage,  and  I  cannot  say  il 
it  haa  been  oorreotly  reported.  The 
statements  in  the  qoestion  are  par- 
tially ocnreet,  but  they  are  inacourate  in 
some  important  particulars.  Mr.  Henn 
was  not  under  police  proteotioiu  The 
police  were  patrolling  near  his  house  in 
the  ordinary  course  oi  %hm  duty,  as  they 
frequently  do.  The  constable  who  dis- 
covered the  dynamite  was  not  under 
notice  of  removal,  as  alleged,  or  in  any 
way  connected  with  the  circumstanced 
which  led  to  Sergeai^t  Walsh  being  in 
that  position.  The  County  Inspectot 
reports  that  attempts  are  bein^  made  in 
the  district  to  fasten  the  guilt  of  this 
attempted  ontrageupon  Sergeajit  Walshy 
who  has  lately,  in  the  discharge  of  pro- 
tection duty,  become  unpopular  with 
some  sections  of  the  people.  But  the 
CouxUiy  Inspector  states  that  there  is  no 
ground  for  believing  this  charge,  and 
that  he  has  absolut^y  accounted  for  the 
actions  during  the  evening  of  Sergeant 
Walsh,  who  was  also  accused.  Of  couree 
every  possible  inquiry  is  still  beiog 
made. 
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HEALTH  OF  THE  NAVY,  1886— INSANI- 

TABY  CONDITION  OF  WATEK  TANKS 

AT  MALTA. 

Mr.  NORTON  (Kent,  Tunbridge) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing extract  from  the  Statistical  He- 
port  of  the  Health  of  the  Navy  for  the 
year  1885,  lately  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment : — 

'*  The  water  supply  to  the  ihipB  at  Malta  had, 
in  the  usnal  routiDe,  been  frequently  tested  and 
found  to  be  fairly  ohemically  pure ;  but,  in  the 
light  of  the  investigation  now  earned  out,  it  was 
discovered  that  one  of  the  Naval  tanks,  that,  in 
fact,  from  which  the  water  was  at  the  time 
being  taken  for  the  ships,  had  not  been  cleaned 
out,  it  is  stated,  for  a  number  of  years ;  and  the 
water,  on  being  examined  by  the  Government 
analyst,  was  found  to  contain  a  large  amount  of 
albuminoid  ammonia,  and  pronounced  unfit  for 
drinking'*  (page  47); 

and,  who  is  responsible  for  this  negli- 
gence, and  what  steps  have  been  taken 
to  prevent  its  recurrence  ? 

The  SEOEETAET  (Mr.  FobwoodJ 
(Lancashire,  Ormskirk),  in  reoly,  said 
he  had  looked  at  the  Beport  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  considered 
the  matter  one  of  importance,  requiring 
fuller  investigation  both  at  Malta  and  at 
home. 

ISLANDS  OP  THE  PACIPIO— RECENT 
DISTURBANCES  IN  TONGA. 

M&.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  If  he  can  state  the  name  of 
the  Commissioner  appointed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  report  upon 
the  recent  disturbances  in  Tonga ; 
whether  Mr.  Thurston,  the  existing 
Deputy  Commissioner,  will  take  part  in 
the  inquiry;  and,  what  steps  in  the 
meantime  Her  Majesty's  Government 
propose  to  take  for  the  protection  of 
those  natives  who  have  resisted  persecu- 
tion at  the  hands  of  Mr.  Shirley  Baker  ? 

Thb  SBCRETAET  op  STATE  (Sir 
HsifBY  Hollaivd)  (Hampstead) :  The 
High  Commissioner  for  the  Western 
Pacific,  Sir  Charles  Mitchell,  who  is  an 
able  and  judicious  officer,  has  been 
directed  to  go  to  Tonga.  Mr.  Thurston 
will  not  go  thither  at  present,  unless  Sir 
Charles  Mitchell  should  be  unable  to 
leave  Fiji.  The  High  Commissioner, 
with  the  assistance  of  Her  Majesty's 
ship,  will,  no  doubt,  take  any  measures 
that  he  may  deem  necessary  for  the  pro 
tection  of  natives  and  others,  pending 
the  consideration  of  his  Beport. 


MERCHANT  SmPPING  ACTS -BOAT 
ACCOMMODATION  ON  PASSENGER 
SHIPS. 

Captain  PRICE  (Devonwort)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  it  is  the  case  that,  under  the 
present  Begulations,  a  passen^r  ship 
of  1,000  tons  burthen,  carrying  300 
passengers,  is  not  compelled  to  cany  so 
many  boats  as  a  cargo  ship  of  2,000 
tons,  with  a  crew  of  30 ;  and,  whether, 
in  the  Begulations  as  to  boat  aooommo- 
dation,  there  is  any  reference  whatever 
to  ttie  number  of  passengers  carried? 

Thb  SECEBTARY  (Baron  Hbkbt 
Dk  Wobms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth): 
The  boats  of  passenger  ships  are  regu- 
lated by  the  Passengers'  Acts  of  1855 
and  1863,  and  the  boats  of  cargo  ships 
by  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854, 
and  Acts  amending  it.  In  both  esses 
the  boats  are  regulated  by  the  net 
registered  tonnage  of  the  ships  carrying 
them^  and  not  by  the  number  of  persons 
carried  in  the  ships.  The  boats  required 
by  law  to  be  carried  by  a  passenger 
ship  of  1,000  tons  register  are  six,  of 
the  total  cubic  capaci^  of  2,546  cubic 
feet,  of  which  900  cubio  feet  must  he  in 
life-boats.  The  boats  required  to  be 
carried  by  a  cargo  ship  of  3,000  tons 
register  are  ^ther  six  boats  of  2,034 
cubic  feet  capacity,  of  which  two  must 
be  life-boats  of  999*6  cubic  feet  oapaoity, 
or  seven  boats  of  1,892  cubio  feet 
capacity,  of  whidi  two  must  be  life- 
boats of  999*6  cubic  feet  capacity.  I 
would  add,  however,  that  the  Bowd  of 
Trade  are  not  in  a  position  to  deal  with 
the  subject  until  the  Eeport  of  the  Boyal 
Commission  on  Loss  of  Life  at  Sea  has 
been  received,  after  which  the  subject 
will  be  early  considered. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)-"  THE 
QUEEN  V,  DILLON  "—THE  JUEORS, 
Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  ITaUe  of  the 
House  a  statement  of  the  names,  ad- 
dresses, and  occupations  of  the  JQxois 
who  were  sworn  to  try  Messrs.  Dillon, 
O'Brien,  and  others  on  a  charge  of 
criminal  conspiracy  at  the  late  Dublin 
Commission ;  a  similar  statement  eon- 
oeming  the  jurors  directed  by  the  Crown 
at  that  trial  to  stand  aside ;  and  a  stato- 
ment  of  the  result  of  the  inq  uiries,  made 
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at  the  iDstance  of  tho  Grown  Solicitor, 
into  the  political,  religious,  and  other 
anteoedento  of  these  jurors  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAET  (Sir 
Michael  Hicosis-Bfach)  ^Bristol,  W.) : 
I  cannot  undertake  to  lay  any  such 
statement  upon  the  Table. 

LAW  AKD  JUSTICE  (lEELAND)— "  THE 
QUEEN  «.  DILLON"— THE  SHORT- 
HAND REPORT. 

Mb.  change  (Kilkenny,  8.)  asked 
Hie  Chief  Seoretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  short* 
hand  report  obtained  by  the  Grown  of 
the  trial  of  Messieurs  Dillon,  O'Brien, 
and  others,  at  the  last  Dublin  Com- 
mission, will  be  paid  for  out  of  pubUc 
funds;  and,  whether  he  has  any  objeo* 
tbn  to  have  such  report,  or  portion 
thereof,  printed  and  oireulated  lor  the 
information  of  Members  of  this  House  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
MiGHABL  Hioks^Bbaoh)  (Bristol,  W«): 
As  in  former  eases  ot  the  kind,  the  re- 
ports have  been  prepared  for  the  use  of 
the  Gk>yemment,  and  it  is  not  intended 
to  circulate  the  entire  or  any  portion 
theMKyf 

Mb.  *T.  M.  HBALY  fLongford,  N.) 
pointed  out  that  copies  of  the  reports  of 
the  case  of  the  **  Queen  v.  Pamell ''  had 
been  circulated.  He  thought  there  was 
one  in  the  Library  of  the  House  of 
Oommons,  and  there  was  one  in  the 
library  of  the  King's  Inns«  He  wished 
to  know,  would  the  same  facilities  for 
puUieity  be  given  for  the  report  of  the 
ease  of  the  **  Queen  «.  Dillon  ?  " 

Tbb  attorney  GENERAL  vob 
IB^AND  said,  the  same  rule  would  be 
ad<^ted  with  regard  to  this  case  as  was 
adopted  in  the  case  of  the  **  Queen  v. 
PameU." 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  {IRELAND)-CRIM. 
IKAL  QUARTER  SESSIONS,  BALTING- 
LASS. 

Mb.  BYRNE  (Wicklow,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
Oriminal  Quarter  Sessions  for  the  Balt- 
inglass  Division  of  the  county  of  Wick- 
low, before  Judge  Darley,  on  the  15th 
of  JanuaiT  last,  when  Myles  Doyle  and 
Michael  Nulan  were  charged  with  hav- 
ing, on  the  11th  December  1886,  thrown 
timber  upon  tiie  railway,  near  Balting- 


Banks. 


8.B 


lass,  with  the  intent  thereby  to  upset 
the  train,  and  upon  a  second  count  with 
having  thrown  timber  upon  said  line 
endangering  the  safety  of  persons  tra- 
velling thereon  ;  whether  the  prisoners 
pleaded  guilty,  and  were  sentenced  to 
one  month's  imprisonment  each  with 
hard  labour ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  serious  character  of  the  offence,  he 
will  call  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor to  the  matter  ? 

The  CHTEP  SECRETARY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
It  appears,  on  the  face  of  the  Ques- 
tion, that  the  Judge,  in  disposing 
of  this  case,  exercised  the  discretion 
with  which  his  office  invested  him. 
A  Judge  is  responsible  to  Parliament 
alone,  and  neither  the  Lord  Chancellor 
nor  the  Executive  has  any  right  to  in- 
terfere. 

SAVINGS  BANKS— CARDIFF  TRUSTEE 
SAVINGS  BANK— TRUSTEE  SAVINGS 
BANKS-PAYMENTS  FROM  THB  EX- 
CHEQUER^^ 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  the  National  Debt  Commis- 
sioners paid  interest  on  the  sum  of 
£160,000  standing  to  the  credit  of  the 
Card^  Trustee  Savings  Bank  up  to 
September  1886 ;  whether  the  Trustees 
of  that  Bank  refused  to  allow  any  in- 
terest to  depositors  after  20th  November 
1885,  nearly  a  year  previously ;  and 
whether  the  amount  so  received,  as  in- 
terest on  deposits  from  the  National 
Debt  Commissioners,  was  devoted  to 
partially  replacing  the  deficiency  caused 
by  the  frauds  of  the  Actuary  of  the 
Cardiff  Trustee  Savings  Bank?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  also  asked.  Whether 
the  sum  of  £3,081  54.  Id,  was  paid  from 
the  National  Exchequer  as  interest  to 
Trustee  Savings  Banks  over  and  above 
the  interest  accruing  on  the  securities 
standing  to  their  credit  for  the  year  end- 
ing 20th  November  1885 ;  whether  a  sum 
of  £6,000,  expended  in  managing  the 
Trustee  Savings  Banks  Accounts  in  the 
National  Debt  Office,  was  also  paid  from 
the  funds  of  that  Department;  whether 
he  will  state  the  amount  paid  under  the 
above  heads  for  the  year  ending  20th 
November  1886 ;  whether,  in  view  of 
the  absence  of  control  over  the  applica- 
tion of  such  funds,  eleemosynary  grants 
from  the  National  Exchequer  to  l^ustee 
Savings  Banks  should  be  continued ;  and 
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whether  the  GoTemment  will  introduce 
a  measure  which  will  bo  amend  the  Law 
as  to  guarantee  to  Trustee  Savings 
Banks  the  interest  legitimately  aocruin^g^ 
from  the  securities  standing  to  their 
credit,  and  na  more  ? 

ThbOHANOELLOB  ofthe  EXCHE- 
OITEB  (Mr.  Goschto)  (St.  George's, 
Hanorer  Square) :  Tlibe  National  Debt. 
Oommisnonere  allowed  interest  on  the 
sum  of  £160,000  up  to  September,  1886, 
as  well  as  upon  moneys  remaining  in 
their  hands  up  to  Janaairy,  1887, 
the  date  of  the  nnal  withdrawal.  The 
Trustees  allowed  no  interest  to  their 
depositors  after  November  20, 1885.  The 
amount  of  interest  received  by  the  Trus- 
tees from  the  National  Debt  Gonmiis- 
sioners  between  November  20,  1885, 
and  January,  1887,  was  £4,543,  the  bulk 
of  which  would  have  been  payable  to 
the  depositors  but  for  the  action  taken 
by  the  Trustees  in  stopping  interest  after 
November  20,  1885.  The  amount  of 
interest  thus  credited  to  the  Trustees 
was,  therefore,  applied  to  the  partial  re- 
duction of  the  deficiency  caused  by  the 
frauds.  The  National  Debt  Commis- 
sioners were  not  aware  that  interest  to 
the  depositors  had  been  stopped  until 
January  17,  1887,  after  the  last  moneys 
at  interest  had  been  withdrawn.  Under 
the  Act  of  1880  (43  &  44  Fiet  c.  36  s.  2) 
the  National  Debt  Commissioners  are 
obliged  to  allow  interest  at  the  rate  of  3 
per  cent  on  the  money  deposited  with 
them  by  the  Savings  Bank  Trustees. 
The  Commissioners  invest  this  money 
and  any  other  moneys  they  may  hold, 
and  the  rate  of  interest  they  earn  is 
sometimes  less  and  sometimes  more  than 
3  per  cent.  If  it  is  less,  as  it  is  at  pre- 
sent, they  have,  neverthdess,  to  give  the 
Trustees  their  3  per  cent,  and  me  defi- 
ciency falls  on  the  Exchequer.  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  is  more,  the  amount 
earned  in  excess  of  3  per  cent  goes  into 
the  Exchequer.  At  present,  as  I  have 
said,  the  Commissioners  get  less  than 
S  per  cent  on  their  investments  as  a 
whole,  and  so  they  have  to  pay  the 
Trustees  more  than  the  interest  earned 
on  their  deposits.  On  the  whole,  how- 
ever, the  Exchequer  has  gained  rather 
than  lost  by  the  arrangement  since  1880, 
and  I  see  no  reason  for  altering  it.  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member^9  other 
Questions,  I  have  to  say  that  the  amount 
paid  to  the  Trustees  in  excees  of  the  in- 
terest earned  on  their  deposits  was  in 


the  years  ended  November  20,  1884, 
£3,081 ;  1885.  £4,774 ;  and  1886,  £4,096 
(estimate)  respectively,  and  that  the  ee* 
timated  annual  cost  of  the  managemeot 
of  the  work  connected  with  the  Banksis 
£6,000. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABUIARY- 
OOUNTT     INSPECTOR     BEOWNEIOO. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Oonnty  In- 
speotor  Brownriggiras  fined  at  Tooghid 
Fetty  Sesttons,  held  on  Thursday,  the 
18th  February,  for  assault ;  ho^  mtmy 
previous  criminal  convieti^Bs  are  le- 
corded  against  the  said  peaee  officer; 
and,  whether  such  cQUvictions  diminisfa 
the  pensi<«  usually  accorded  well-con- 
ducted officers  on  retirement  from  the 
Service ;  and,  if  so,  to  what  extent  will 
it  aflSect  the  said  County  Inspeetor? 

The  chief  SECRETAKY  {Sit 
MicHABL  Hioxa-BBAOH)  (Bristol,  W.): 
For  an  alleged  assault  oemmiited  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duty  Inspector  Brown- 
rigg  was  fined  in  a  nominal  sum  of  a 
farUiing,  without  costs,  and  the  rnagii* 
trates  said  the  case  should  never  have 
been  brought  into  Court.  No  previous 
criminal  cooaviclions  are  recorded  agmnst 
him.  

Db.  TANNEB  asked  if  the  rigi^  hcB. 
Qentleman  could  say  why  such  a  state- 
ment was  made  by  the  magistrales-^that 
the  case  should  never  have  been  brought 
into  Court — when  they  were  obHged  to 
fine  him  ? 

SiB  MICHAEL  HICaKS-BEACH:  I 
really  do  not  know.  I  suppose  they 
found  themselves  technically  obliged  to 
convict  him. 

SLAVE  TRAFFIC —  EAST  COAST  OF 
AFRICA. 

Mb.  HANBUSY  (Preston)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiral^,  What  is 
the  number  and  description  of  the 
cruisers  of  Her  Majesty's  Navy  ezola* 
sively  engaged  in  the  suppression  of  the 
slave  traffic  along  the  East  Coast  of 
Africa  and  on  the  Ked  Sea  f 

Thb  FIEST  LOED  (Lord  Gkobbi 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  There 
are  one  corvette,  two  sloops,  aad  three 
gun  vessels  employed  on  the  East  Ooaat 
of  Africa  and  in  the  Bed  Sea.  These 
ships  are  there  for  the  general  work  of 
the  Station,  and  cannot  be  described  as 
exclusively  engaged  in  the  suppreeMoa 
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the  Quostlon  being  given  yesterday.  Afc 
present  I  can  only  pay  tliat  I  hare  to-day 
communicated  with  the  Chelsea  Water- 
works Company,  and  I  am  informed  by 
them  that  the  8iq>plies  to  Nos.  10  and 
12»  Cadogan  Street,  have  recently  been 
withdrawn  on  due  notice  for  non-pay- 
ment of  water  rates ;  that  each  house 
had  a  separate  supply  from  the  roadway, 
which  was  withdrawn  in  each  oaae ;  that 
the  tenant  of  No.  12,  to  which  the 
Question  refers,  has  not  yet  paid  the 
statutory  charges  to  entitle  him  to  have 
the  supply  re-instated  ;  and  that  it  is  on 
this  account  that  the  supply  has  not 
been  renewed,  and  not,  as  the  tenant 
states,  because  the  arrears  due  by  the 
late  tenant  of  tiie  joint  house,  No»  10, 
have  not  been  paid. 

WAR  OFPIOB— PORTIFICATION  OF 
SINGAPOBE-ARMAMENT. 

Mb.  ffENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  he  can  state  how  many 
guns  have  been  sent  out  to  Singapore 
for  the  fortifications  planned  and  ap- 
proved of  in  the, 'year  1884,  and  when 
the  armaments  for  the  defences  now  in 
process  of  erection  will  be  copipleted; 
and,  whether  the  Qovernment  propose 
to  fortify  the  northern  end  of  the  Isiand 
of  Singapore,  and  any  part  of  the  adja- 
cent territory  of  Johore,  in  order  to  se- 
cure the  efficient  defence  of  Singapore 
as  a  coaling  station  ? 

The  SEORETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  A  large  proportion  of  the  guns 
required  for  the  defence  of  Singapore 
has  been  sent  out.  Of  the  remainder  all 
but  two  will  be  despatched  during  the 
present  year.  I  am  sure  that  my  hon. 
Friend  will  see  that  it  is  not  desirable 
for  me,  in  the  interests  of  the  Public 
Service,  to  give  details  of  the  work, 

WAR    OFFICE    (ORDNANCB    DEPART- 
MENT)—DEFICIENCIES     IN     NAVAL 
GUNS  AND  AHOIUNITION. 
Snt  WLLLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wol- 
verhampton,  W.)  asked  the  Surveyor 
General  of  the  Ordnance,  Whether  the 
Papers  «id  Correspondence  embodying 
the  facts  relating  to  alleged  deficiencies 
in  naval  guns  and  ammunition,  amount- 
ing to  upwards  of  £1,250,000,  and  the 
delay  in  the  transfer  of  Votes  for  Naval 
Ordnance  from  the  Anny  to  the  Navy 
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of  the  slave  traffic;  though  they  are  pro- 
vided with  the  necessary  warrants  to 
enabto  them  to  act  whenever  occasion 
requires  in  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Tade.  In  addition  to  the  above  there 
are  three  vessels,  usually  employed  in 
the  Persian  Gulf  and  on  the  Arabian 
Coast,  which  assist  in  the  suppression  of 
the  ^ve  Trade  ? 

OISNTBAI,   ASIAN  APFAIKS-OFFI- 
CIAL  JNFOKMATION. 

Ibu  HANBUBY  (Preston)  asked  the 
TTidap  Secretary  of  Stato  for  Foreign 
Affiiirs,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  no 
offldal  information  has  been  furnished 
to  Parliament  on  Central  Asian  affairs 
during  diis  and  the  preceding  Parlia- 
ment, mx  since  May  1685,  when  Blue 
Book,  "Central  Asia"  5,  1886,  was 
issaed;  and,  when  further  and  more 
recent  information  will  be  furnished  to 
Parliament  on  this  su^'ect  ? 

Thb  under  SBOEETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fbbgxtssoh)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  The  Blue  Book  "  Cen- 
tral Asia"  No.  4,  1885,  carries  the 
Oorreepondence  down  to  the  signature 
of  the  Protocol  of  September  10,  1885, 
for  the  settlement  of  the  Afghan  Fron- 
tier from  Zulfikar  towards  the  Oxus. 
Certain  points  in  that  frontier  are  still 
under  dtecossion ;  and  it  would  not  be 
deshable  to  present  further  Papers  until 
these  are  arranged. 

WA'CER  SUPPLY— (MBTBOPOLIS)  CHEL- 
SEA WATER  CX>MPANY. 

CoLOWBL  DAWNAY  (York,  N.B., 
Thirsk)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  action  of  the 
Chelsea  Wator  Company,  who  have  cut 
off  the  wat^  supply  from  a  house  in 
Cadogan  Street  because  it  was  derived 
from  a  pipe  through  an  adjoining  house, 
the  tenant  of  wlneh  has  not  paid  his 
water  rate ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Chelsea  Company  refuse  to  renew 
the  water  tmpfkj  without  payment  of 
the  arrears  due  by  the  lato  tenant  of  the 
adjoining  house ;  and,  whether  he  will 
tm  stepto  to  prevent  heuseholders  fkt)m 
hmg  subjected  to  similar  treatment  by 
the  London  Water  Companies  in  future  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
QOVEENMENT  BOARD  (ME.RiTCHni) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  (who 
replied) :  The  Board  has  no  information 
re^pectiny  tkis  ^^ase  prior  to  notice  of 
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Estimates,  have  been  printed ;  and,  if 
BO,  can  they  be  seen  by  Members  of  ibis 
House  on  application  to  the  War  Office ; 
and,  if  not,  can  he  state  the  reaflon  f 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Northcotb)  (Exeter):  With  reference 
to  the  first  part  of  the  Question,  I  am 
not  aware  of  the  existence  of  any  such 
correspondence.  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  transfer  to  Naval  Votes,  the 
Inter-Departmental  Correspondence  is 
not  yet  complete ;  and,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, correspondence  is  usuaUy 
regarded  as  confidential. 

VACCINATION. 

Me.  T.  ROBINSON  (Gloucester)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  a  great  number  of 
parents  refuse  to  have  their  children 
vaccinated  because  they  believe  that 
vaccination  is  useless  and  dangerous ; 
and,  whether  he  proposes  to  take  any 
steps  to  put  an  end  to  the  imposition  of 
cumulative  penalties?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  he  wished  to  put  another 
Question,  which  he  had  not  placed  on 
the  Paper — namely,  whether,  having  re- 
gard to  the  many  persons  who  had 
conscientious  objections  to  vaccination, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  have 
the  whole  matter  inquired  into,  either 
by  a  Royal  Commission  or  a  Committee 
of  that  House  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  In  re- 
ply to  the  last  Question,  I  have  to  say 
that  the  Government  cannot  consent  to 
any  such  inquiry.  To  the  Question  on 
the  Paper  my  answer  is  as  follows: — 
There  is  no  doubt  that  a  certain  number 
of  persons  object  to  have  their  children 
vaccinated.  The  views  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  on  the  Question  of 
repeated  prosecutions  are  well  known. 
They  were  set  forth  in  a  letter  to  the 
Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Evesham 
Union,  which  was  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment. I  cannot  hold  out  any  expecta- 
tions that  the  Board  will  propose  legis- 
lation with  the  view  of  preventing  the 
imposition  of  cumulative  penalties. 

INDIA— MADRAS  ARMY  CLOTHINa  DE- 
PARTMENT— EXCLUSION  OF  EURO- 
PEAN ARTICLES. 

Ma.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  the  Superin- 
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ten  dent  of  Army  Clothing,  Madras,  in 
inviting  tenders  for  the  use  of  the  Army 
Clothing  Department  for  liiB  offidd 
year  1888-9,  uses  the  following  words, 
<'  Articles  of  European  manufacture  are 
not  required;"  and,  if  so,  why  are 
goods  of  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire 
manufacture  practically  excluded  from 
competition,  without  any  reference  to 
quality  or  price  ? 

The  TFNDEE  SECEETAET  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Goest)  (Chatham) : 
It  is  a  rule  of  the  Indian  Service  that 
articles  of  European  mannfacture  must 
be  purchased  through  the  Stores  De- 
partment of  the  India  Office,  in  order 
that  they  may  be  properly  inspected  in 
this  country  before  being  sent  out.  A 
large  demand  for  Army  clothing  for 
Madras  for  1888-9  is  now  being  dealt 
with  in  that  Department.  Where  it  is 
found  to  be  more  economical  to  use  an 
article  of  local  manufacture  or  indigenous 
origin  the  purchase  is  effected  in  India. 
The  expression  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion, which  does  not  seem  a  very  happy 
one,  appears  intended  to  give  notice  of 
this  limitation  of  authority  to  purchase 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  Ma- 
dras. The  Secretary  of  State  will  call 
the  attention  of  the  Madras  Government 
to  the  subject. 

PUBUO  MEETINGS  (IRELAND). 

Sm  THOMAS  E8M0NDE  (DuWm 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretaij  to  tiie 
Lord  tdeutenant  of  Ireland,  it  loesl 
Justices  of  the  Peace  in  Irelaad  are  to 
be  the  sole  judges  as  to  the  legally  of 
the  objects  of  meetings;  and,  whether 
they  will  be  allowed,  upon  their  own 
interpretation  of  matters  of  law  and 
fact,  to  suppress  public  meetings  indis- 
criminately ? 

The  CHIEF  SECKETABY  (Sir 
MiOHABL  Hioks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
Local  Justices  in  Ireland  are  not  the 
sole  judges  as  to  the  legality  of  thab 
acts,  and  ought  not  to  supprees  paUio 
meetings  indiscriminately. 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  a  Froda* 
mation  was  issued  on  Saturday  eveniag 
the  12th  February  and  posted  in  and 
about  the  town  of  Youghal;  wheAer 
the  ProclamaUon  was  signed  by  Thos. 
0.  Plunkett,  S.B.M.,  and  Starkie,  BJC., 
forbidding  any  public  meeting  of  the 
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people  of  TougLal,  or  of  the  surround- 
ing (Jistrict,  on  Sunday  the  13th  Feb- 
ruary; whether  it  is  true  that  no  less 
than  four  meetings  were  held  in  the 
locality  on  the  date  in  question ;  whether 
the  meeting  was  proclaimed  by  the  said 
Besident  Magistrates  owing  to,  or  in 
consequence  of,  informations  having 
been  received  by  them  that,  were  any 
meeting  permitted  to  be  held  in  the 
locality,  that  it  might  lead  to  a  breach 
or  disturbance  of  the  peace ;  whether  the 
said  informations  were  given  by  three 
men,  named  W.  8.  Hunt,  Bailey,  and 
Blackeney ;  and,  whether  these  men  are 
members  and  paid  agents  of  the  Defence 
Union? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  A 
notice  prohibiting  an  intended  meeting 
was  signed  and  posted  as  stated.  Infor- 
mations had  been  sworn,  but  not  by  the 
persons  mentioned  in  the  Question. 
Captain  Plunkett  has  the  full  approval 
of  the  Government  for  his  action  in  the 
matter,  which  was  justified  by  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  district  and  the  mat- 
ters sworn  in  the  informations.  Very 
exaggerated  reports  have  been  pub- 
lished as  to  other  meetings  held  in  the 
locality  on  the  occasion. 

Da.  TANNER  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  say  by  whom  the  in- 
formations were  sworn  ? 

8m  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
said  he  was  not  prepared  to  do  so. 

Mb.  T.  M,  HEALY  (L<WBgford,  N.) : 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  make 
any  distinotion  between  Resident  Magis- 
trates and  ordinary  Justices  of  the 
Peace  ;  and  would  it,  in  his  opinion,  be 
in  the  power  of  ordinary  Justices  to 
prodaiia  a  meeting  ? 

Sw  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Ordinary  Justices  of  the  Peace  in  Ire- 
land or  iti  England  have  to  act  for  the 
preservation  of  the  peaoe,  and  are  re- 
sponsible for  their  actions  in  that  capa- 
city. Any  person  aggrieved  has  a  right 
of  legal  action  against  them. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Mav  I  ask 
whether  the  €K)vemment  will  give  a 
guarantee  that  if  an  action  be  brought 
against  Justices  of  the  Peace  they  will 
iK)t  help  the  Justices  by  defraying  the 
expenses  of  the  litigation  ? 

SflL  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  I 
certainly  will  reply  to  no  Question  of 
tbtt  sort.  The  Government  will  deal 
with  any  matter  as  it  arises* 


NORTH    SEA    FISHERIES— THE    FISH- 
ING  BOAT  "  SKYLARK." 

Sm  SAVILE  CR0S8LEY  (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft)  afiked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  the  amount  of  da- 
mages to  be  paid  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  the  owners  of  the  fishing 
boat  Skylarkf  during  the  last  autumn  fish- 
ing season  in  the  North  Sea,  has  yet  been 
settled ;  and,  whether  the  money  due  to 
the  crew,  on  account  of  clothing  and 
other  necessaries  lost,  has  yet  been 
agreed  upon  and  paid ;  and,  if  not,  whe- 
ther he  will  take  steps  to  have  it  paid  as 
soon  as  possible,  to  enable  the  men  to 
proceed  to  sea  and  earn  their  living  ? 

The  first  LGRD  (Lord  Geobgb 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  £200, 
the  amount  due  to  the  crew  of  the  Sky- 
lark for  the  loss  of  clothing  and  esti- 
mated profits,  has  been  paid.  The  re- 
sidue of  the  claim  is  in  the  course  of 
settlement,  and  is  being  pushed  forward 
as  rapidly  as  possible. 

NORTH  SEA  FISHERIES  CONVENTION 
—DAMAGES  BY  BELGIAN  OWNERS. 

SxB  SAVILE  CROSSLEY  (Suffolk. 
Lowestoft)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  numerous  actions 
brought  by  English  fishing-boat  owners 
against  Belgian  owners,  to  obtain  com- 
pensation for  wilful  damages,  have  re- 
sulted in  every  case  in  the  mfiiction  of  a 
merely  nominal  fine ;  and,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  justice  cannot  be  obtained, 
what  steps  will  be  taken  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  amend  the  pre- 
sent North  Sea  Fisheries  Convention  f 

The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Feegusson)  (Man- 
chester, N^.E.) :  I  am  aware  that  in  nu- 
merous prosecutions  of  Belgian  fisher- 
men for  wilful  damage  to  the  property 
ofBriti8hfishermen,fines,withalternative 
imprisonment,  of  small  amount  have  been 
inmcted.  There  is  a  certain  confusion  in 
the  terms  of  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion, as  fine  or  imprisonment  could  not 
be  inflicted  in  actions  brought  for  com- 
pensation, nor  could  the  Judge  in  a  cri- 
minal proceeding  award  compensatory 
damages.  As  I  stated  some  time  ago, 
the  Belgian  law  gives  a  certain  fadUty 
to  aggrieved  parties  in  permitting  them 
to  bring  civil  actions  for  compensation 
before  the  same  Judge  before  whom 
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official  prosecution*  hare  heon  insti- 
tuted. I  am  not  aware  that  fair  com- 
pensation has  not  been  obtained  in  such 
cases.  Hex  Majesty's  Government  have 
represented  the  madequacy  of  the  penal- 
ties inflicted  for  some  acts  of  wilful 
damage.  The  Belpan  answer  is  that 
the  amounts  are  similar  to  those  im- 
posed in  French  and  Dutch  Oourto  in 
Hke  cases;  that  the  persons  oonvicted 
are  condemned  to  pi^  the  cost  of  the 
proceedings,  and  are  subiected  to  loss 
of  time  and  wages,  besioes  having  in 
the  background  the  liability  to  civil  ac- 
tions. Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot, 
therefore,  admit  that  justice  in  these 
cases  cannot  be  obtained. 

POST  OFPIOB  (IRBLAND)-POSTAL  SBR- 
VIOB  IN  THE  NORTH  OF  IRELAND. 

Mb.  M'CAETAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  let- 
ters from  England  and  Dublin,  sent  by 
limited  mail  to  Belfast,  are  aelivered 
at  Newtownards,  Downpatrick,  Bally- 
nabinch,  and  the  other  principal  towns 
in  North  Down  and  East  Down«  in  time 
to  have  replies  forwarded  by  limited 
mail  from  Belfast  to  Dublin  on  same 
day;  whether  a  reasonable  offer  has 
been  already  made  by  the  Directors  of 
the  Belfast  and  County  Down  Railway 
Oompany  to  catty  the  siails  to  these 
districts  in  time  to  hav«  replies  for- 
warded by  limited  mail  to  Dublin  on 
same  day;  and,  whether  the  Postmaster 
General  will  make  provision  to  have 
these  important  distHcts  suppHed  with 
sueh  a  postal  service  as  will  enable  the 
people  to  have  replies  to  their  English 
fetters  fbrwarded  on  tiie  day  of  de- 
livery? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikbs)  (Cambridge  University } :  New- 
townards, Downpatrick,  Ballynahinoh, 
and  tbe  other  towns  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  are  not  at  present  able  to 
reply  the  same  day  to  letters  from  Eng- 
land and  Dublin.  The  Department  kas 
been  for  some  time  in  negotiation  with 
the  Belfast  and  County  Down  Railway 
Company  with  the  view  of  obtaining  an 
improvement  of  the  service,  and  the 
matter  is  still  under  consideration.  I 
have  also  been  for  eome  time  in  com- 
mnnication  with  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Nortdi  Down 
(Colonel  Waring)  on  the  subject. 

Sir  James  Fergusvm 


BURMATf  CUPPBR)^TRB  lin,lT.\RY 
BXMDITION— ALLEGED  ORUELTIE&, 
Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  OoDege) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  Siatefor 
India,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  telegram  from  ii»  Rangoon 
Correspondent,  published  in  Th$  Tmes 
of  28th  February,  in  which  it, is  stated 
that  three  Dacoits  having  been  IdOed 
in  an  encounter  with  armed  (police, 
^  their  heads  were  out  off  and  osrried  to 
Bassein,''  and  that  '*  the  pradioe  of  de- 
capitating Shan  Dac<Hta,  and  oaiv]^ 
their  h^da  about  ike  eonntry,  ifrgene- 
ralfy  eondemned;''  whettier  it  is  true 
Ihat  the  practiDe  exists  in  the  Biitidi. 
Police  Force  in  Burmah  of  dawpitat- 
ing  dead  enemies  and  carryiag  their 
iMids  about  the  oouatry  ;  and^  wbether 
he  will  make  inquiry  into  the  speoifis 
instance  mentioned  and  order  the  im- 
mediate diBoontinuanoe  of  the  practiie* 
and  the  reprimand  of  diose  «oneemed 
in  it  if  it  is  fosnd  to  exist  ? 

Tns  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sit  JoHH  GoBST)  (C&adiam) : 
The  Seoretsry  of  State  cannui  believe 
tfiat  mioh  a  praottoe  as  that  o£  decap^ 
tating  Dacoits  and  carrying  their  heeds 
about  the  eountry  existe  in  Burmali. 
He  has  idreadv  telegraphed  to  India  to 
ask  for  the  niets  in  the  specifio  ease 
re&rredto. 

EDCrOATXOlff  DBPABTICBNT-^HE  NfiW 
OOBE,  1897. 

Mr.  F.  S.  PpWElX  (Wigan)  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  When  the  New 
Code  (1687)  of  Minutes  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department  will  be  '  distributed^ 
among  Members  f 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dykr)  (Kent,  Dartford),  ia 
replv,  said,  the  Code  was  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  printers,  and  would  be 
published  with  the  least  posdble  delay, 

LIMITED  LIABILITY  COMPANIES-LB. 
GISLATION. 

Mb.  LBES  (Oldham)  asked  the  Sec- 
retary to  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
he  has  yet  oome  to  amy  decision  as  tOf 
whether  he  will  advise  Her  Majesty^ 
Government  to  introduce  legielatidn  thir 
Session  to  amend  the  Law  rcdfatibg  to 
limited  liabilily  (Soiapaaies  f  . 
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The  secretary  (Baron  Henby 
Pb  Wobms)  (lirerpool.  East  Toztoth) : 
I  can  %t  present  only  refer  the  hom. 
Member  to  a  reply  which  I  recently 
made  to  a  aimilar  Qaeetion,  and  repeat 
that  the  subject  is  still  under  oonsidera- 
tioD.  We  hope  to  deal  with  it,  if  other 
Business  admits  of  so  doing. 

IBISH  LAND  COMMISSION-PURCHASES 
OF  GLEBE  LANDS. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS  (Tyrone,  £.)  asked 
the  (Siaef  Secretary  to  tiie  Lord  Lieu- 
(enact  of  Ireland,  Whe^er  he  would 
Mggesi  to  the  Lisfa  Lamd  Oomoiission 
tiie  expedieney  of  suspending  legal  pro* 
ooedtngs  against  the  47  glebe  j^u^asen 
in  acreas^  pending  the  decision  to  be 
arrived  at  by  the  GoTemment  on  the 
qnestm  of  kgislaiion  in  relief  of  that 
sfattfrol  tenants? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
MKTHAiir»  HiosB^BsAflH)  (Brktol,  W.): 
Thb  is  a  matter  rather  for  the  Treasury 
than  for  me  to  dedde ;  but  I  should  not 
think  thAt  the  sug^eation  of  the  hon. 
Member  eould  be  adopted,  for  the  posi> 
ticn  ol  the  47  tenants  in  qaestbn  is  such 
ibat  I  do  not  see  how  tbey  could  be 
nlieved  from  it  by  any  legifllation  in 
rsikiof  glebe  purnhaaers  generally. 

POST  OFFICE  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
-  SECRETARY'S  OFFICE  —  PROMO  - 
TION. 

Ifift.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  Postmaster  Qeneral, 
Whether  it  has  been  hitherto  a  rule  that 
promotion  from  Second  Class  (Grade  1) 
to  First  Class  (Ghrade  1 )  Clerkships  in 
the  Secretary's  Office  of  the  Post  OBice 
should  be  made  by  selection  for  merit ; 
whether  the  fact  that  such  promotions 
would  be  made  on  this  principle  was 
annouDced  by  the  Post  Office  (through 
the  Civil  Service  Commissioners)  to  com- 
petitors at  all  recent  open  competitions 
for  Grade  1  Clerkships  at  whi^h  clerk- 
ihips  in  the  Secretary's  Office  of  the 
Post  Office  were  awarded ;  whether  he 
has  reoentiy  refused  to  promote  from 
OUss  2  to  Class  1  in  the  Secretary's 
Office  a  clerk  who  was  recommended  to 
him  by  the  Secretary  as  deserving  such 
peomotaoa;  whether  he  has  inasted  on 
promoting  in  his  stead  a  derk  against 
whose  promotion  the  responsible  heads 
of  the  Secretary's  Office  have  unani- 
mously protested,  such  clerk  being  eli- 
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gible  neither  on  the  ground  of  merit 
nor  of  seniority;  and,  whether  it  is  his 
intention  to  re-consider  his  action  in  the 
matter? 

Thb  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes)  rCambrid^e  Universfty) : 
I  believe  that  the  hon.  Member  has  cor* 
rectly  stated  the  practice  as  regards  pro- 
motion in  the  Postal  Service  in  the  first 
and  second  Questions  which  he  has  placed 
on  the  Paper.  It  is  also  the  fact  that  I 
have  recently  decUned  to  adopt  the  Se- 
cretary's recommendation  to  promote  to 
the  First  Class  one  of  Hie  junior  officers 
in  the  Second  CSass  over  the  heads  of 
several  clerks  of  much  longer  standing. 
The  gentleman  whom  I  have  promoted 
was,  in  my  judgment,  fully  qualified  for 
promotion,  and  was  the  senior  clerk  in 
the  class,  with  the  exception  of  one 
officer  who,  on  the  Secretary'a  recom- 
mendation, has  been  passed  over  on 
about  16  occasions.  I  have  received  no 
such  protest  as  the  hon.  Member  refers 
to;  and  I  thiuk  he  can  scarcely  be  aware 
how  serious  a  breach  of  discipline  such 
a  protest  would  constitute.  I  have  no 
intention  of  re-considertng  my  decision 
in  this  matter. 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE  (IRELAND) 
—THE  "BOX  FUND." 

Ma.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W  )  asked  the 
Secretary  to  thie  Treasury,  If  there  was, 
in  oonnection  with  the  Court  of  Chancery 
in  Ireland,  up  to  the  passing  of  the 
Judicature  Act,  what  was  known  as  a 
^<  Box  Fund,"  to  which  the  sum  of  1«. 
had  to  be  contributed  on  the  filing  of 
eaoh  pleading  and  affidavit  in  the  Chan- 
eery  Division ;  how  long  the  fund  was 
in  existence;  and,  what  was  the  total 
sum  contributed  to  it,  and  how  was  the 
money  applied  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr,  Jackson) 
(Leeds.  K.) :  The  facts  as  to  the  <<  Box 
Fund"  are  substantially  as  stated  in  the 
first  part  of  the  Question.  The  fund  has 
existed  from  time  immemorial.  I  am 
unable  to  give  the  total  sum  contributed 
to  it ;  but  in  the  three  years  preceding 
1875  the  receipts  averaged  £392.  They 
were  applied  to  the  payment  sometimes 
of  gratuities,  but  more  commonly  of 
smaU  annuities  to  females  in  very  re- 
duoed  circumstances,  for  the  most  part 
widows  and  daughters  of  solicitors.  The 
fees  were  collected  for  the  fUnd  bv  usage 
only,  and  when  tho  Judicature  Act  was 
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paased  the  fund  was  closed  by  the  then 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  the  balance  stand- 
ing to  its  credit  divided  among  the  then 
existing  annuitants. 

Me.  O'HEA  asked  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  say  who  were  the  persons 
among  whom  the  money  was  divided 
and  the  amounts  paid  to  them  ? 

Me.  JACKSON:  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  give  Notice  of  that  Ques- 
tion. 

miSH  PRISON   8EKVI0E— THE 
"INTERN  OFFICERa" 

Me.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.J  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  percentage  on 
present  salaries  is  proposed  to  be  added 
to  the  pay  in  the  different  grades  of  all 
**the  intern  officers"  in  the  Irish  Prisons 
Service  f 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAEY  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
The  increases  are  not  given  in  the  form 
of  any  regular  percentage,  but  the  pay 
of  the  different  grades  has  been  revised 
according  to  the  conditions  of  each,  ^he 
details  could  not  be  conveniently  given 
in  answer  to  a  Question. 

BURIALS— BISTURBANCE  AT  STRAT, 
FORD  CEMETERY— WHITECHAPEL. 
Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  circum- 
stances attending  the  death  and  funeral 
on  Tuesday,  22nd  February,  at  the 
Stratford  Cemetery,  of  Simon  Tweed, 
a  boot  finisher,  of  Whitecbapel ;  whe- 
ther it  is  the  fact  that  Tweed  died  in 
hospital  owing  to  the  effects  of  *'  sweat- 
ing," or  overwork;  whether  deceased 
worked  18  hours  per  day  throughout  the 
year  at  10«.  per  week ;  whether  the  fol- 
lowing descrij^tion  of  what  occurred  at 
the  cemetery  is  correct : — 

*^^  The  keeper  of  the  cemetery  offered  a  strong 
reeistance  to  the  entrance  of  the  hanner  bearers, 
bnt  supported  by  their  friends,  notwithstanding 
the  presence  of  100  policemen,  these  passed 
through  the  gates.  A  circle  was  then  formed 
around  the  Tabernacle,  and  one  of  tiie  family 
went  inside  to  see  the  body.  Bhortly  after- 
wards the  police  were  called  in  to  eject  the 
mourner,  who,  it  seems,  protested  igamst  the 
manner  in  which  the  ceremony  over  the  dead 
was  being  performed.  The  police,  attacked 
vigorously  by  the  crowd,  barricaded  the  doors, 
and  batoned  the  people.    Free  fighting  ensued, 

Mr.  Jackson 


and  a  nmnber  of  people  were  trampled  cm  m 
the  struggle;" 

and,  whether,  if  the  above  report  is  true, 
it  is  his  intention  to  make  any  inqmiy 
into  the  conduct  of  the  police  on  the 
occasion  ? 

Mr.  LIONEL  COHEN  (Paddington, 
N.)  asked,  Whether  the  Home  Secretaiy 
was  aware  that  the  persons  on  this  occa- 
sion broke  into  the  ground,  ejected  the 
Rabbi,  who  was  about  to  read  the 
Burial  Service,  and  declined  to  allow 
the  prayers  to  be  read  over  the  de- 
oeased,  notwithstanding  the  wish  of  tiie 
mourners  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  know 
nothing  of  the  cause  of  Tweed's  death, 
or  the  number  of  hours  that  he  woiked. 
The  Chief  Commissioner  of  Police  in- 
forms me  that  the  newspaper  account  of 
this  funeral,  quoted  in  the  Question,  is 
very  much  exaggerated.  The  funeral 
in  the  West  Ham  Jewish  Cemetery  was 
attended  by  a  procession  of  Socialists, 
with  banners ;  and  two  of  them,  who  be- 
haved in  a  disorderly  manner  while  the 
Burial  Service  was  being  read  by  the 
Rabbi,  had  to  be  removed  by  the  police; 
but  with  the  exception  of  this  incident 
there  was  no  disorder.  I  have  also  b- 
formation  to  the  effect  that  certain  per- 
sons in  tiie  procession  declined  the 
assistance  of  the  Rabbi,  took  the  coffin 
themselves  to  the  grave,  and  buried  it 
without  assistance  from  him.  I  have 
no  intention  of  making  any  further 
inquiry  into  the  matter. 

HAKBOUR  ACCOMMODATION  COM- 
MITTEE. 

Me.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) asked  the  First  Lord  of  ti^e  Trea- 
sury, Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Qovemment  to  give  any  effect  to  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Harbour  Aeeom- 
modation  Committee,  especially  as  to  the 
appointment  of  a  small  Koyal  Commis- 
sion to  complete  i^e  work  of  f&e  Com- 
mittee, and  as  to  giving  increased  fiusili- 
ties  to  looalitieB  to  offer  the  looal  rates 
as  collateral  security  fog  kMu»s  advanced 
by  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commis- 
sioners ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  Com- 
munications are  now  passing  between 
the  Treasury,  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Board,  and  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the 
subject  of  Harbour  Accommodation;  but 
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lam  unable  at  present  to  give  the  right 
lion.  Member  any  definite  ioformation  as 
to  the  increased  facilities  which  he 
desires  to  obtain  for  the  construction  of 
harbours ;  but  if  the  right  bou.  Qentle- 
man  will  repeat  his  Question  in  the 
coarse  of  two  or  three  weeks  I  hope  then 
to  be  in  a  position  to  give  him  an 
answer. 

STREET       IMPROVEMENTS      (METRO- 
P0LI8)-^HARINa  CROSS  ROAD. 

8iB  SAMUEL  WILSON  (Ports- 
mouth) asked  Hne  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  Goyemment  will 
consider  the  question  of  securing  the 
strip  of  ground  behind  the  National 
Gallery,  and  extending  into  the  Oharing 
Cross  Boad,  for  the  extension  of  the 
National  Oallery  of  Paintings? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  The 
strip  of  ground  lyiug  between  the  Na- 
tional Otdlery,  Oharing  Gross  Bead,  aud 
Hamming's  Row,  is  already  the  property 
of  the  GK>vemment.  It  is  not  at  present 
in  contemplation  to  purchase  any  more 
land  for  the  extension  of  the  ISTational 
Gallery. 

THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  THE 
LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881 
AND  THE  PUKCHASE  OF  LAND  (IRBl 
LAND)  ACT,  1886. 

Mb.  J.  R  £LLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
eliffe)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, When  the  evideoee  which  is  re- 
fsrred  to  in,  and  upon  which  the  Report 
of  Barl  Oowper's  Land  Oonmission  is 
based  will  be  circulated  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
SioTH)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  The 
evidence  is  in  two  parts,  one  of  which  is 
being  prepared  in  Lreland  and  the  other 
in  London.  I  am  informed  they  will  be 
circulated  without  any  delay. 

THE  CHARITY    C0MBIIS8I0NERS-THE 
DAUNTSEY  CHAHITY. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Jesse  CoLLnros  (Bir- 
mingham, Bordeeley), 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  could  not  inter- 
rupt the  debate  on  the  Rules  of  Pro- 
oedure  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  the 
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Soheme  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
with  regard  to  this  Charity.  An  oppor- 
tunity, however,  should  be  afforded; 
and  until  this  had  been  done  he  would 
pledge  himself  that  the  scheme  should 
not  come  into  operation. 

PARLIAMENT-ORDBR— BUSINESS  OP 
THE  HOUSE  (RULES  OP  PROCEDURE) 
—THE  ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  put  a  Question  to 
you  upon  a  point  of  Order,  in  reference 
to  the  adjourned  debate  on  the  Rules  of 
Procedure.    The  Rule  reads — 

**  That,  after  a  Qaestion  has  been  proposed,  a 
Motion  may  he  made,  if  the  consent  of  the 
Chair  has  heen  previously  obtained,  *  That  the 
Question  be  now  put.*  " 

There  are  three  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  to  omit  the  words,  <'  if  the  con- 
sent of  the  Chair  has  been  previously 
obtained,"  and  there  are  three  other 
Amendments  to  insert  other  words  after 
the  word  '<  made."  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South-East  Lanca- 
shire (Mr.  Leake)  provides  that  the 
Motion  may  be  made — 

*'  By  a  Member  of  the  Government,  or  the 
mover  or  seconder  of  the  Motion  then  in  De- 
bate, or  the  mover  or  seconder  of  an  Amend- 
ment thereto.** 

That  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Tyrone  (Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny)  provides 
that  it  shall  be  made  *'  by  the  Leader  of 
the  House,"  and  a  third  Amendment  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Eye  Division  of  Suffolk  (Mr.  Stevenson) 
provides  that  it  may  be  made— 

*'By  a  Member  of  Her  Majesty *s  most 
honourable  Privy  Council,  or  by  the  mover  or 
seconder  of  the  Motion  or  Amendment  thereto 
at  that  time  in  Debate.*' 

What  I  wish  to  ask  is,  whether  these 
Amendments  ought  not  to  be  taken  be- 
fore the  Amendments  to  leave  out,  ''if 
the  consent  of  the  Chair  has  been  pre- 
viously obtained  ?  " 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  think  the  House 
will  see  that  the  Amendments  standing 
in  the  names  of  the  hon.  Members  for 
South-East  Lancashire,  Mid  Tyrone,  and 
the  Eye  Division  of  Suffolk  should  take 

Ereoedenoe  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
on.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread)  to  leave  out,  <<if  the  fX)nsent  of 
the  Chair  has  been  previously  obtained," 
inasmuoh  as  they  oome  after  the  word 
*'made." 
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to— a  oopy  of  which  I  hold  in  my  hand 
— distinctly  alleges  that  a  laige  sam  of 
money  was  speot  in  getting  up  a  hogns 
movement,  by  bogus  conferences  and 
bogus  meetings,  by  hired  lecturers,  and 
attended  by  hired  audiences,  for  the 
purpose  of  opposing  and  defeating  a 
measure  then  before  this  House.  It  ii 
further  alleged  that  tickets  were  forged 
in  order  to  get  possession  of  meetiogs 
lawfully  called  for  a  lawful  purpoas, 
with  the  view  of  interrupting  and  up* 
setting  such  meetings,  and  of  moving 
amendments  to  the  resolutions  proposed 
thereat.  Now,  Sir,  if  the  allegatieoB 
made  in  the  publisbisd  statement  to 
which  I  have  referred  are  true,  in  sab* 
stanoe  and  in  foot,  I  hold  that  it  is  a 
corrupt  ezpenditutre  by  a  public  body 
for  an  ualawf ul  purpoee,  and  is  equiva- 
lent to  an  attempt  to  unduly  in* 
fluenoe  the  decisions  of  this  House. 
I  do  not  assart  that  those  allegatieM 
are  true.  On  the  contrary,  I  hope  that 
an  investi^tion  will  be  ia^tuted  by 
order  of  this  House,  and  that  «cp)ana* 
tions  will  be  given  which  will  satisfy  this 
House  in  respect  to  the  charges  so  eir* 
cumstantially  made^  I  hope  that  the 
hon.  Baronet,  and  other  Members  of 
this  House,  whose  names  are  mentioned 
in  connection  with  these  seandals,  will 
be  able  to  dispel  the  suspioions  which 
have  been  aroused.  Members  of  this 
House  should,  like  Oeesar^a  wife,  be 
above  suspicion;  and  so  also^  indeed, 
should  be  the  members  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  the  City  of  London,  and  all  other 
Municipal  and  Ijooal  Bodies.  If  the 
source  of  law  and  administration  shouU 
be  tainted,  corruption  will  spread 
through  the  body  politic,  poisoning 
and  destroying  all  tiiat  is  good  and 
noble  in  those  institutions  of  which  we 
are  all  so  proud,  and  which  we  hope  to 
see  handed  down  unimpaired  to  our 
successors.  In  the  absence  of  any  offi* 
cial  denial  to  the  allegations  I  am 
obliged  to  assume  that  the  acooonts 
pubushed  are  generally  accurate.  No 
contradiction,  so  far  as  I  know,  has  ap- 
peared from  any  of  those  specifically 
mentioned,  which  controverts  the  main 
facts  as  stated.  The  absence  of  any 
such  disclaimer  justifies  me  in  bringing 
the  matter  before  this  House.  If  ex- 
planations are  given  in  this  House  which 
will  render  any  further  inquiry  unneces- 
sary so  much  the  better,  and  I  shall 
have  done  a  public  service  in  enahUog 


PARLIAKENT  — THE  NEW  RULES  OP 
PROCEDITRB  (1882) —RULE  2. —AD- 
JOURNMENT OP  THE  HOUSE. 

LONDON  CORPORATION  (CHARGES  OF 

MALVERSATION). 

MOTION   FOB  ADJOUfiNMBNT. 

Mb.  HOWELL(Bethnal  Green,  N.E.): 
Mr.  Speaker — Sir,  I  ask  leave  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  for  the 
purpose  of  discussing  a  definite  matter 
of  urgent  public  importance — namely, 
the  action  of  the  Oorporation  of  the  Oity 
of  London  in  corruptly  expending  public 
money  in  order  to  influence  the  decisions 
of  this  House. 

The  pleasure  of  the  House  not  having 
been  signified*^ 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  called  on  those  Mem- 
bers who  supported  the  Motion  to  rise 
in  their  places;  and  not  less  than  40 
Members  having  accordingly  risen — 

Mb.  HOWELL  proceeded  :  Mr. 
Speaker  *— Sir,  I  do  not  make  this 
charge  lightly,  nor  would  I  have  inter- 
vened in  this  manner  had  there  been 
open  to  me  any  other  method  by  which 
to  call  attention  to  a  subject  so  grave 
and  so  far-reaching  in  its  consequences. 
Had  the  Oity  Oorporation  been  under 
the  Municipal  Law  of  England,  another 
method  would  have  been  open  to  me : 
but  the  Oorporation  of  the  Oity  of 
London  is  not  governed  by  die  Mu- 
nicipal Law  of  England.  A  statement 
has  recently  appeared  in  a  number  of 
London  and  Provincial  newspapers, 
wherein  it  is  alleged  that  a  large  sum 
of  money  —  corporate  funds  of  the 
Oity  of  London — was  expended  by  a 
Special  Oommittee  of  the  Oorporation 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  tne  pass- 
ing of  a  Bill  for  the  better  government 
of  London,  brought  in  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment. In  the  article  referred  to  I 
find  the  name  of  an  hon.  Member  of  this 
House-— namely,  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Oity  of  London  (Sir 
Bobert  Fowler).  I  have  given  the 
hon.  Baronet  private  Notice  of  my  in- 
tention to  cidl  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  subject,  in  order  that  he 
may  be  in  his  place  to  hear  my  state- 
ment, and  not  be  taken  in  any  way  by 
surprise.  It  is  not  a  pleasant  task ;  but 
I  hope  to  be  able  to  do  what  I  consider 
to  be  my  duty  in  a  way  that  shall  not 
be  personally  offensive  to  anyone,  in  or 
out  of  tliis  Uouse.     The  article  alluded 
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fto  hon«  Baronet  and  others  to  show 
that  the  obarges  made  are  unfounded, 
and  tiiat  the  money  alleged  to  have 
been  spent  was  not  spent  in  the  manner 
deecribed.    My  assumption  of  liie  gene- 
ral aoenraoy  of  &e  published  accounts 
matt  not,  howerer,  be  regarded  in  the 
L'ght  of  a  reiteration,  because  I  am  not 
rasponaible  for  the  statements,  nor  for 
their  publication.      But,    Sir,    before 
^ki^g  action  with    reference    to    this 
maitter,  I  asked  permission  to  inspect 
the  documents  upon  which  the  allega- 
tion are  fbunded.    I   ha^e  seen  the 
doeaments,  and  I  am  bound  to  tell  the 
Hoase  that,  in  my  opiidon,  they  tell  a 
veiy  sad  tale  indeed.   They  indieate,  on 
the  face  of  them,  a  oorrupt  expenditure 
of  publio  money  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
moting a  bogus  moyement  and  the  ma- 
oafaetnre  of  fictitious  publio  opinion,  in 
ofd»  to  defeat  aai  important  measure 
before  this  House — a  proceeding  which 
Ishould  tihink  is  ahog^er  unpimlleled 
in  the  politioal  history  of  this  oountry. 
Iiefhdn  from  going  into  all  the  details 
ol  the  expenditure  which  I  have  exa- 
mhied,  as  I  do  not  wish  to  weary  the 
House.    I  shall  only  refer  to  a  few  sam- 
ples of  the  expenditure.    But  I    may 
itete  that  in  the  space  of  one  year  some 
£15^000  were  spent  by  the  Special  Oom- 
mittee,  and  other  items  in  the  previous 
year's  aooounta  show  some  £5,000  more, 
or  a  total  expenditure  of  some  £20,000. 
I  hare  been  over  those  acooonts,  and  I 
think  thai  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
b^for  the  City  of  London  should  give 
some  exi^aaation  in  relation  thereto — 
he  being  a  leading  Member  oi  tiie  Spe- 
cial Oommittee  inaoh.  was  responsible 
for  &e  eocpenditure.    I  will  refer  to  a 
few  speoific  items*- 

1.  An  entry  appears  in  the  published 

accounts  thus — 

£      $.  i, 

Kr.  Bemembranoer,  Dis- 
bursements by  order  of 
the  Special  Oommittee    6,800    0    0 

OWa  Clerk,  Sir  J.  B, 
Momkton,  ditto,  ditto, 
extra  assistance         • .       200    0    0 

(Sty  SoUcitor,  Sir  J. 
Nelson,  ditto  .  •         . ,     2,950    0    0 


Total 


£8,950    0     0 


VOL.  COOXI.    [thim)  sbbibs.] 


I  leave  flie  other  exp^iditure,  and 
take  these  items  speoifioiulv,  because  Mr. 
Bemembrancer,  and,  I  think,  the  other 
officials  named,  have  a  peculiar  relation 
to  this  House,  with  regard  to  public 
measures  afiPecting  the  City ;  they  are 
able  officiaUy  to  appear  in  opposition  to 
Bills — a  privilege  not  aocoraed  to  any 
other  MunioipaHiy  in  the  United  King* 
dom.  Now,  let  us  see  how  the  expencU- 
ture  of  this  sum  of  money  is  accounted 
for.  The  chief  items  of  expenditure 
xnay  be  classified  as  follows : — 

(1)  Hire  of  halls;  (2)  printing  and 
stationery;  (3)  payment  of  speakers; 
(4)  Committee  expenses;  (5)  cost  of 
stewards  (query  chuckers  out) ;  (6)  hire 
of  audiences ;  (7)  cost  of  advertising  the 
resolutions  passed  at  the  bogus  meet- 
ings and  conferences ;  (8)  remuneration 
of  the  Secretary,  £80  per  mouthy  very 
moderate  salary  of  £960  a*year ;  (9)  re- 
mimeration  of  reporters. 

The  meetings  to  which  I  shall  caU 
attention  are — 

(1)  Battersea— Bolingbroke  Hall,  May 
17,  1884;  (2)  Brixton  Hall;  (8)  Fea- 
oock  Tavern,  Islington ;  (4)  Conferences 
— Bouverie  Street,  June  2,  1884;  and 
of  delegates  from  West  London  Work- 
KMn's  Organisation,  May  13,  1884; 
^5)  Hibemiui  Club,  lisson  Ghrove,  Pad- 
lington,  June  8 ;  (6)  Prince's  Hall, 
Piccadilly.  May  12,  1884;  (7)  the  Ken- 
nington  Town  Hijl  meeting.  May  24, 
1884 ;  and  (8)  Westminster  Town  Hall, 
June  18,  1884. 

Let  UB  see  how  this  works  out — 

a.  Hire  of  halls — 

&    9.  d.    £    «.  d. 
Battersea — Boling- 

broke  Hall,  May 

17,  1884  ..  2    2    0 

F.  Sabine,  or- 
ganizer        ..500 

W.  A,  Coote,  ser- 
vices ••         ..330 

>.W.     O'PheLin, 

speaker         ..220 
C.       Wilson, 

speaker         ..220 
—  Twist,  speaker  2    2    0 

Captain  Ffounds,  , 

F.B.G.S.,  ditto  2    2    0  16  11    0 

e.  Services  of  Oom- 
mittee .,13    0    0 
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£,  B.    i.  &   9.    d. 
d.  Services  of  etew- 

ardB  ..         ..  1  10    0  18  10    0 

/  .  Attendants      to 

make  meeting  10    0    0 

y.  Payments  to  re- 
porters ••  3  IJ    6 
A.Fektj<mshasp«r 

book..         ..  7    7  11* 


Total    •.        ..    4568    4    5* 


Printing  and  stationery  seems  not  to 
have  been  required  in  this  case. 

Advertkements  of  this  meeting  ap- 
peared in  Thi  TisMij  Daily  Nmi,  Tm* 
graph,  Morning  Fo$t,  Standard^  Advert%s$ry 
OUhe,  Ech9j  and  other  papers. 

Sesolntions  were  also  forwarded  to 
Members  of  this  House—- as>  indeed, 
they  should  be  from  so  important  a 
meeting  and  expression  of  puUio  opi- 
nion. 

£  4.  d. 
2.  Brixton,  Hire  of  HaU  ..880 
J.    J.   Bootik,    for    £   i.  d. 

Lecture . .         .  *     8    8    0 
A.J.]>ad0oii,Oln]f- 

maa  ..230 

F.Sabfne..         ..     2    t    0 

W.  OTheka       . .     2    2    0  12  li>    0 

W.  A.  Ooote        ..220 

—  Twist. .         ..110 


Beporters. 


12  12    0 
2    2    0    2    2    0 


Expenses    of   attendants  to 

I:  make  meeting  .«  18  18    0 


Total £81  12  0 


8.  P^aooek  Tavern,  Islington.  ^  The 
entry  of  expenses  for  this  meeting  is 
twy  rimple,  as  follows:— T.  Donati, 
meeting  at  Peacock,  £6  4m.  The  reason 
being,  perhaps,  that  the  inhal»tants 
of  the  neighbourhood  knew  xothing  of 
it ;  but  the  resolutions  supposed  to  hare 
been  passed  were  widdy  advertised, 
lengthily  reported  in  Ths  (Sty  Freu,  and 
copies  sent  to  &e  Membeia  of  this 
House. 

4.  Paddington,  Hibernian  (3ub,Lisson 
Grove. — June  8,  entry  in  accounts, 
O'Phelan,  Hibernian  Olub— see  8L 
JamtU  Oatett0—£5.  This  was  the  ex- 
pression of  Irish  opinion,  and  cheaply 
done,  compajred  with  other  meetings. 

Mr.  ffoweU 


8.  «.  Oonference  of  London  BemiOTats, 
held  at  29,  Bouverie  Street,  Fleet  dtreet, 
under  the  presidency  of  W.  E.  Sal»ii6* 
stored  in  the  accounts  tixus — Jtme  2, 
Democratic  Oonferenee,  SabiBe  and 
friends,  £6 ;  Price  (reporter),  £1  It. 

As  the  resolutions  passed  at  this  distin- 
guished conference  were  several  andim- 
Krtant,  of  course  the  cost  was  a  mere 
gatelle— only  £6  Is.  Five  persons 
on^  were  presoit. 

i.  Oonf etenoe  of  Delegates  from  Weit 
London  Workmen's  Organizations*  held 
at  the  Monl^lier  Tavern,  Uay  12| 
1884.  At  this  im]^rtant  confereooe  ft 
<<  Mr.  Peters"  presided,  the  same  per- 
son,  presumably  who,  in  a  letter  pub- 
lished in  the  newspapers,  is  addresJBed  as 
"My  dear  Peters,"  by  Lord  Salisbuiy. 
At  1^  conference  13  persons  were  pre- 
sent. The  prominent  spellers  were,  in 
addition  to  the  distinguished  chairman, 
Mr.  Kelly,  My.  Price,  Mr.  Murray,  and 
Mr.  Chandler.  An  eye-witness  of  tbi« 
oonferenfie  avers  that  drinks  were  freely 
paid  for  at  tiie  bar,  and  at  another  publio- 
house,  by  tiie  two  chief  speakers. 

6.  Prince's  Hall,  PiocadUly,  May  li, 
tB84  :--^This  was  an  important  meeting. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Devonport  pre- 
sided. The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  the  Ealing  IMvision  of  Middlesex 
delivered  a  vigorous  and  lengthy  epeedi. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Preston  abo 
assisted  on  the  occasion  ;  as  did  alM 
Lord  Algernon  Percy,  recently  a  Member 
of  this  House.  Very  important  letters 
were  also  read  from  prominent  and  lead- 
ing statesmen  in  this  House.  The  oc- 
casion, it  appeaM,  wastofaearaBaddren 
by  Mr.  Oakey  Hall,  fbnneiiy  Mayor  of 
New  York,  and,  it  is  alleged,  one  of  the 
ftoious  TamaumT  Bing.  The  expsnaee 
in  this  instance  oetoken  a  public  meet^ 

^«-  £..  A 

TheHattoost          ..         ..  18  10  0 

Printing       84  14  0 

Bill  Posting  and  Boardmen  41  16  8 

Advertfring 57  1»  0 

Total 147  19  8 

And  paid  to  Kenny— 1 82men    32  10  0 
Services  of  Ooounittee  and 

•.     12    0  0 


Expenses  . . 
Stewards— outsiders 

QroasTotal  .. 


..      2  16   0 
..  196    4    8 
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NnnuDOiift  olfaer  itoms  ol  •speniitoro 
06  reoorded,  aostlj  for  breaking  up 
peaeaftble  meetings  and  mcmng  amend- 
meBts  by  hired  speakers,  supported  by 
Iiirsd  bands  of  men  imported  purposely 
from  other  distriots.  For  ezam^,  on 
May  20«  1884,  a  determined  attempt 
was  made  to  break  up  a  meeting  at  the 
Bridge  House  Hot^  the  platform  being 
stormed,  but  unsucoessfully.  For  this 
vork  £26  15«.  werepaid,  the  particulars 
of  which  are  set  forth  in  the  accounts. 
On  Uay  29  and  30  similar  interrup- 
tions were  attempted  at  Bermondsey  and 
Walworth,  and  £15  Ss.  are  entered  for 
services,  &o.  bv  Mr.  (^Fhelan,  Mr. 
Ooote,  and  Mr.  Sabine. 

7.  The  supreme  effort  was,  however, 
reserFed  for  the  Kensington  Town  Hall 
meeting,  on  May  24,  1884.  The  total 
cost  01  fbis  organized  disturbance  is 
entered  at  £93  12«.  6d,;  but  I  shall 
further  remark  on  totals  immediately, 
let  us  see  what  the  accounts  set  fortili 
first. 

£   $.    d. 
Organizers,  Speakers,   Oan- 

vassers,  and  Stewards  . .  25  7  0 
Bepcrters,  Shorthand  Writers 

and  Olcnrics                      . .     12    0    0 
Assistants^— Imported    Dis- 
turbers           26  19    • 

PisrsonalExpenses  andPe^y 

Oasb         19    e    3 

Wngoaette 110 

Ba  Poster 12    0 

Printer         d    6    0 


82    1     8 

Wilhsegwrdto  the  nataare  of  tiiis  di«- 
tarbaiHsv  we  have  now  some  eividenoe. 
IkaFehere  the  deeumaniary  efidenoe 
of'  wiiassses  who  saw,  aa  they  ayer* 
bstdies  of  msa  paid>  primed  with  be^, 
and  their  fares  paid  from  the  Temple 
Station*  With  the  details  of  this  I  need 
lot  trouble  the  House.  If  «a  iM^uiry  is 
institutod  this  evidence  can  be  sifted 
and  tB8t%d.  She  AMaociBJtmn,  which  p^>• 
noted  these  irregular  and  unlawful  pro- 
^^^^gs^  engag^  in  another  mode  of 
attack.  The  men  referred  tQ  endeavoured 
to  ptomote  bogus  movemeuts  in  favour 
of  the  inoorporation  by  Charter  of  Ghreen- 
wich  and  Westminster » and  otberplaaes. 
I  leave  Greenwich,  as  a  political  oppo- 
aeat  of  my  own  had  to  do  with  ihiat, 
and  rate  ooly  to  Weetmini^er.  The 
\-  in  tibe  Town  Hidl,  Westminster, 


<m  June  18,  1884.  appears  to  have 
cost  the  "Associatiozi"  nearly  £100. 
£^  12«.  6i.  seems  to  have  been  pidd  for 
stewards,  &q,,  £10  10<.  for  Committee ; 
Mr.  Heame,  for  organizing,  superin- 
tending, and  speaking,  £14  14«.  I  need 
not  further  allude  to  details.  Now,  Sir, 
it  might  be  said  that  ttie  expenditure  for 
those  confer«[ices,  meetings,  importation 
of  workmen  foreign  to  the  locality  to 
disturb  peaceable  meetings,  and  the 
Mke,  was  found  by  the smallAssociaiion, 
with  a  high-sounding  name— namdy, 
*'  The  Metropolitan  £irtepayers*  Protec- 
tion Association,"  more  properly  de- 
scribed as  tihe  Metropolitan  Peaceable 
Meetings'  Disturbance  Association,  i£ 
we  may  judge  by  the  action  of  its  more 
prominent  oileers  and  agitators.  One 
fact  will  dispel  the  iUnsion  as  to  funds. 
The  offices  w^re  at  42,  Palace  ChanberSi. 
Westminster;  the  Council  nambaced 
among  its  members  maiqr.  eminent  men 
— Members  of  this  House — and  otheos* 
The  hm&Jide  subscriptions  and  donations 
amounted  to  £26 1  It  expended*  aeeoird- 
ing  to  its  books  and  aocounta,  in  1884 
down  to  July  81,  £3,040  U«.  Xhe 
difference  between  thA  coBtcibutiona 
and  the  expenditure  was  paid  to  the 
honorary  Secretary  of  the  Association  by 
cheques.  I  have  seen  the  bo^i  and  the 
bankers'  pass-book,  and  I  think  we  can 
trace  the  cheques  and  certain  signatures. 
I  mentioned  just  now  that  I  should  refer 
to  the  total  amounts  further  on.  The 
published  statement  to  which  X  have  ra^ 
fetred  dees  not  give  a  full  account  of  all 
the  payments.  For  this  reasonr-4hal 
some  ol  the  cheques,  manv  of  them  per^ 
haps,  were  paid  not  to  we  '*  honorary 
Seeretanr"  of  the  Association,  with  a 
salary  of  £80  per  month,  but  were  p^aid 
direct  by  the  C^ty  Corporation  officials 
to  some  of  tiie  men  whose  names  are 
mentioned*— tiie  patriots^  whose  servieea^ 
are  givrai  for  and  against  so  many  move- 
ments^ in  the  interest  of  the  wodung 
elaases.  The  payments  to  the  Press  for 
advertisements  amount  to  a  veiy  large 
item.  One  pap^e^eeiaUy  seems  to  havet 
been  lavourecL  Its  reports  were  long 
and  gnshing.  FortunatiBly  its  influenoe 
is  not  great,  outside  a  narrow  area.  I 
neednot  pursue tbesul^ectfurther.  Ithas 
not  been  a  {feasant  task  to  me.  I  have, 
bvoug^  it  before  the  House  as  ^  matter 
of  public  duty.  Puritj  and  himesty  in 
public  life  are  dear  to  me,  and  alwi^ya 
ha«!e  been.  The  fair  fame  of  thia  Hous^, 
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IB  dear  to  me,  as  dear  as  to  any  Member 
of  this  House.  I  am  anxious  also  for 
the  fair  fame  of  our  Municipal  and 
Looal  Institutions.  For  these  reasons  I 
ask  that  explanations  shall  be  given,  or 
that  an  investigation  should  tiJce  place 
into  all  the  allegations.  It  appears  that 
a  member  of  uie  Common  Oounoil  — 
Mr.  A.  0.  Morton  —  has  demanded  an 
aoooimt  of  the  expenditure  of  the  publie 
money  bj  the  Special  Committee  to  which 
I  have  referred.  He  is  reported  to  have 
said  that  the  Special  Committee  were 
ashamed  or  afraid  to  report  to  the  Council 
as  to  how  the  money  was  expended.  In 
my  opinion  it  will  be  for  the  public  ad- 
vantage that  the  expenditure  should  be 
explained.  Why  refuse  ?  If  nothing  is 
wrong,  publioitv  will  allay  suspicion. 
But  the  refusal  to  explain  will  not 
smother  the  scandals  which  are  afloat ;  on 
the  contrary  suspicions  will  be  confirmed, 
and  the  last  days  of  the  Corporation  will 
be  overcast  by  doubt  and  mistrust.  I 
earnestly  urge  that  the  matter  should  be 
cleared  up,  in  the  interests  of  all  con- 
cerned. I  thank  the  House  for  the 
indulgence  and  attention  accorded  to 
me.  I  hope  that  I  have  not  in  any  way 
transgressed  the  rules  of  fair  criticism 
in  my  speech  or  allusions.  I  hope, 
further,  that  I  have  said  nothing  to  hurt 
the  feelings  of  any  hon.  Member  of  this 
House,  or  of  any  right  thinking  person 
outof  it.  I  make  no  charges  personally ;  I 
insinuate  nothing ;  I  take  the  allegations 
as  they  are,  and  simply  challenge  expla- 
nation, or  invite  inquiry.  A  complete 
vindication  of  the  honour  and  purity  of 
our  public  life  will  give  me  more  satis- 
faction than  such  disclosures  can  do.  I 
commend  the  matter  to  the  earnest  at- 
tention of  this  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.'* — 
{Mr.  SoweU.) 

SiE  EOBEBT  POWLEE  (London) : 
Sir,  I  have,  in  the  first  place,  to  thank 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Howell) 
for  his^  courtesy  in  giving  me  Notice, 
some  time  ago,  that  he  intended  to 
bring  this  matter  forward.  I  received 
a  note  this  afternoon,  intimating  that 
he  proposed  to  select  the  present 
occasion  for  doing  so.  I  would  venture 
to  suggest,  Sir,  that  the  more  natural 
course  would  have  been  for  the  hon. 
Member  to  move  for  a  Committee  of  In- 
quiry in  this  House.  In  regard  to  the 
matter,  I  have  listened  with  great  care 

Mr.  Eowell 


and  attention  to  tiie  remarks  of  the  hoiL 
Member.    I  do  not  apprehend  that  he 
stated  that  he  is  personally  aoqaainted 
with   the  allegations  he  has  brought 
forward,  nor  has  he  given  the  names  of 
any  persons   who    are   personally  ac- 
quainted   with   them.      He  has  only 
spoken  of  eye-witnesse&    Well,  Sir,  I 
•an  only  regard  the  statements  that  are 
made  as  anonymous  tittle-tattle,  which 
deserve  the  reply  that  was  made  in  aa 
earlier    portion  of  the    evening  to  a 
Question  put  to  a  right  hon.  Oentletnaa 
below  me  m  regard  to  anonymous  state- 
ments.   I  thizik  that  charges  contuned 
in  anonymous  statements,  whether  af- 
fecting a  Minister  of  the  Crown  or  a 
great  public  body,  ought  to  be  made 
with   Uie  names   of  those   who  make 
them  attached  to  them.    I  think  that 
they  ought    to    be  supported  by  the 
names  of  those  who  make  them.    The 
hon.  Member  has  interested  the  HouBe 
with  the  statement  he  has  made;  and 
if  he  likes  to  move  for  an  inquiry,  I 
can  assure  him,  on  behalf  of  the  Cor- 
poration of  London,   that  we  do  not 
shrink  from  inquiry.    There  is  only  one 
thing  that  I  think  we  have  a  right  to 
stipulate  for;  and  that  is  that  u  this 
House  thinks  the  paatter  is  sufficiently 
deserving  of  attention  to    justify  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee,  that  that 
Committee  should  be  one  which  should 
possess  the  confidence  of  the  House  and 
of  the  public.    I  feel,  Sir,  that  we  ha?e 
a  right  to  ask  that  three  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen from  the  Treasury  Bench  and 
three  right  hon.  Gentlemen  from  the  Op- 
position Bench  shall  take  part  in  such  a 
Committee,  and  that  it  shall  be  a  Com* 
mittee  composed  of  eminent  Members  of 
the  House,  in  whom  not  only  the  House, 
but  the  public  and  the  Corporation  of 
London  will  have  the  fullest  oonfidenee. 
Sir,  having  said  so  much,  I  will  not  de- 
tain the  House  longer.    I  have  described 
the  statements  as  '<  anonymous  tittle- 
tattle,"  and  after  that  I  do  not  think 
I  need  take  up  the  time  of  the  House. 
I  am  well  aware  that  many  hon.  Oentle- 
men  opposite  would  not  complain  if  the 
whole  evening  were  taken  up  with  this 
question;  but  after  what  has  been  stated 
about    Obstruction  I  do  not  think  I 
should  be  doing  my  duty  if  I  were  to 
further  take  up  the  time  of  the  House. 
Me.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
The  hon.  Baronet  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  carefully  refrained  from  denying  the 
accuracy  of  any  oneof  the  specific  charges 
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made,  and  I  am  very  glad  ^hat  he  has  so 
refrained.  There  were  two  statements 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  whe  moved 
the  adjournment  from  which  I  absolutely 
disagree.  One  was,  ''I  do  not  assert 
that  these  allegations  are  true;"  and 
the  other,  ''  I  feel  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  could  not  have  been  aware  of 
the  expenditure.'*  On  my  responsibility 
as  a  Member  of  this  House,  I  accept  the 
challeBge  put  forward  by  the  hon.  Baro- 
net. I  am  ready,  if  an  inquiry,  witii 
power  to  examine  witnesses  on  oath,  and 
to  compel  the  production  of  bankers' 
books  and  cheques,  be  granted,  to  prove 
fl^at  money  has  been  corruptly  expended 
in  the  direction,  if  not  in  all  the  details, 
put  forward  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
moved  the  adjournment ;  and  I  under- 
take specifically  to  connect  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  (Sty  of 
London  with  the  issue  of  Oity  funds 
under  conditions  which  compel  know- 
ledge on  his  part  that  they  were  oor- 
mptly  used  for  the  i>urpose  of  influencing 
the  decision  of  this  House.  I  do  not 
think  that  I  should  be  consulting  the 
dignity  of  this  House,  after  having  made 
a  specific  charge,  if  I  were  to  utter  any 
word  of  taunt ;  but  I  do  not  pretend  to 
tiiink|  with  the  hon.  Member  who  moved 
the  adjournment,  that  it  may  be  possible 
for  the  hon.  Baronet  to  acquit  himself. 
If  the  means  of  investigation  on  oath — 
[Oppo$iivm  eheeri  and  laughter.'] — yes ;  no 
one  more  than  the  hon.  Baronet  should 
insist  on  the  oath.  I  only  said  '<on 
oath  "  because  I  have  read,  in  connection 
with  one  of  the  names  referred  to,  evi- 
dence given  which,  if  correctly  reported, 
was,  within  my  own  knowledge,  imtrue, 
and  was  associated  with  cheques  which 
I  can  trace.  On  an  inquiry  such  as  I 
ask,  I  will  show  expenditure  from  the 
knowledge  of  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  Oitv  of  London 
cannot  disconnect  himself.  I  will  not 
do  more  than  make  that  distinct  and 
dear  pledge ;  and  I  am  sure  that  if  such 
an  inquiry  be  granted,  which  I  under- 
stand the  hon.  Baronet  to  challenge, 
lean  prove  the  statement  up  to  the  hilt. 

Mb.  L  ABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  has  said  that  the  state- 
ments made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Betbnal  Green  are  mere 
anonymous  tittie-tattle,  and  has  said  that 
anybody  responsible  for  them  should 
give  his  name.    Well,  Sir,  I  am  respon- 


sible for  them,  and  I  giro  my  name.  I 
was  asked  to  publish  these  statements, 
and  I  natmrally  asked  for  information 
and  evidence  respecting  them.    I  was 

S'ven  the  book  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
etropolitan  Batepayers'  Association, 
of  which  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Ealing  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  was 
the  Chairman.  This  book  was  in  Short- 
hand. It  contained  all  the  statements 
of  the  payments  made  to  individuals, 
with  their  names,  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Metropolitan  Ratepayers'  Associa- 
tion. I  was  also  given  a  bank-book  of 
the  Secretary,  showing  how  that  mone^ 
was  paid,  and  through  what  bank  it 
was  paid.  I  was  informed— and  I  be- 
lieve truly  informed — that  the  money 
was  placed  at  IJie  disposal  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Metropolitan  Ratepayers' 
Association  by  the  late  Sir  Thomas 
Nelson,  the  City  Solicitor.  Now,  I 
naturally  turned  to  the  accounts  of  the 
City.  Mie  accounts,  I  believe,  are  not 
given  to  the  public,  but  there  is  no  great 
difficulty  in  obtaining  a  copy  of  them. 
I  found  what  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Beihnal  Green  has  stated,  that 
there  were  the  payments  in  the  City 
accounts.  My  hon.  Friend  has  pointed 
out  that  the  sum  of  £5,800  was  dis- 
bursed by  order  of  a  Special  Committee 
appointed  to  act  against  the  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)— dis- 
bursements by  the  City  Remembrancer 
of  £5,800;  besides  disbursement  for 
Parliamentary  agents  of  £630;  coun- 
sels' fees,  £500;  printing  and  adver* 
tising,  £750.  In  addition  to  these,  i^ere 
were  —  Printing,  £200  ;  hall-keeper, 
£100;  Town  Clerk,  £200;  Sir  Francis 
Wyatt  Truscott,  Chairman  of  the  Special 
Committee,  £100 ;  and  this  particular 
sum  of  £2,950  to  Sir  Thomas  Nelson. 
I  was  further  given  letters  from  C&ty 
officials  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Metro- 
politan Ratepayers'  Association,  in  order 
to  show  the  connection  there  was  be- 
tween the  City  Corporation  and  this 
Metropolitan  Ratepayers'  Association. 
I  have  these  letters,  this  book  of  pay- 
ments, bankers'  book  and  other  papers 
of  the  Secretary,  locked  up  in  a  bursar- 
proof  safe,  and  there,  Sir,  they  will  re- 
main until  we  come  to  some  agreement 
respecting  this  Committee,  which,  I  un- 
derstand, the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  says  he  will 
agree  to.  It  seems  to  me  the  only  dif- 
ference is  that  my  hon.  Colleague  asks  t 
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that  the  eyidenee  shall  be  taken  upmi 
oath.  I  suppose  the  hon.  Baronet  will 
not  object  to  that.    

Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER :  Not  so  fttr 
as  I  am  ooncemed. 

Mb.  LABOnOHERE :  I  hope  before 
this  debate  is  closed  we  shall  have  some 
declaration  from  some  Member  of  the 
Government — nossibly  from  tiie  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Eating^-^hat  the 
Goremment  aesents  to  tMs  Committee. 
I  will  lay  before  the  Committee  these 
books,  and  they  will  form  their  own 
judgment  with  respect  to  them.  Bnt  it 
seems  to  me  fliat  after  ^e  statements 
made  by  my  hon.  Friend,  and  the  flacts 
I  hare  given,  and  the  positive  fiact  that 
I  have  mese  docaments  in  my  possession, 
some  inooiry  ought  to  be  made  into  this 
abominable  expen^ture. 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Pinsbury,  B.) 
said,  that  his  hon.  Friend  tibe  Member 
for  Bethnal  Green  would  be  only  too 
pleased  to  accept  iiie  Committee  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  wished  for.  He  was 
surprised  that  the  City  Corporation 
should  from  1884  down  to  the  present 
thne  have  allow^  aoousations  wil^  re* 
gard  to  these  bogus  meetings  to  be  made 
against  it,  and  to  have  appeared  in  print, 
without  attempting  to  disprove  them. 
"La  1884,  a  publication,  with  responsible 
men  at  its  back,  had  made  these  charges 
as  to  the  expenditure  of  City  moneys  in 
support  of  bogus  societies.  As  secretary 
of  the  Islington  branch  of  the  Municipal 
Reform  League,  he  had  had  some  expe« 
rience  of  what  was  done  at  meetings  in 
1888-4.  One  meeting  held  by  the  Me« 
tropolitan  Ratepayers' Association  at  the 
Peacock  Hotel,  I^ington,  was  of  a  most 
bogus  character,  while  at  one  of  the 
League  gatherings  they  had  to  send  for 
the  police  to  remove  roughs  brought 
there  from  all  parte  of  London  to  break 
up  the  meeting.  He  did  not  suppose  that 
hon.  Members  from  the  eountiy  knew  of 
the  serious  magnitude  of  this  question ; 
but  there  certainly  was  a  very  definite 
reason  why  it  should  be  dealt  with  at 
that  particular  moment. 

Mb.  CONYBBARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  he  wished  to  supplement 
the  information  given  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bethnal  Qreen  (Mr. 
Howell).  The  gentleman  to  whom  his 
hon.  Friend  referred,  but  whose  name 
he  did  not  give,  was  Mr.  Stoneham,  who 
was  engaged  in  obtaining  a  Charter  for 
Greenwi<£. 


the  Press  at  the  time  that  be  Teo»lv«d 
money  from  the  City  of  London  for  fb» 
purpose.  At  that  moment  h%  was  OhaiN 
man  of  the  Coal  and  Wine  Dues  Oom- 
mittee ;  and  he  appeared  not  vsry  long 
ago,  in  oonjunetion  with  the  hon.  Baronet 
ths  Chairman  of  the  Metropoliten  Board 
of  Works  (Sir  James  M'Gaiel-Hogg), 
as  the  head  of  a  deputatioa  to  the  soUe 
Lord  the  Member  ^  Paddington  (Lord 
Randolph  CSmrohiH)  on  the  mbjeet  ef 
ihose^ee.  It  was  wisAied  by  thedepi- 
tation  to  oonttn^ie  dues  that  were  repug- 
nant to  the  f eeUngs  of  tiw  great  mBjp- 
rity  of  the  peo^  of  London. 

TBI  PIkST  lord  of  thb  ADMI- 
RAI/rT(Lovd  GsOBOs  Hixmroir)  (MM- 
dlesex,  Esilhig^ :  Perhaps  it  will  be  juM 
as  weii  that  this  disonssiOB  ehonld  oImb. 
Therefore,  I  will  state  in  half-a^doten 
wtmis  what  oottree  "Her  Mi^esty's Mio- 
viemmentwiU  be  piispared  to  s&nctkm. 
Serious  charges  have  been  made  hy 
1m»i.  G-enlAemen  opposite;  These  cdutrges 
haw^  so  far  as  my  hon.  FzMid  tiie 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  is  eog- 
nkaat  oi  them,  been  denied  by  him. 
[Onst  of  "No!"]  At  any  rate,  my 
hon.  Friend  intended  to  do  so.  I  thought 
he  had  done  so ;  but  if  his  -words  were 
not,  in  the  opinion  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  oapable  of  that  interpre- 
tation, he  has  sinoe  then  given  me 
authority  to  make  that  statement  on  his 
behalf.  The  Government  will  be  ready 
to  assent,  if  the  House  wishes  it,^  to  a 
full  inquiry  inters  matterv-^an inquiiy 
which  will  not  confine  itself  to  the  opera- 
tions of  any  one  partioular  Assoeialion. 
With  that  statement  I  should  be  ooAtent 
to  sit  down  if  the  senior  Member  lor 
Northampton  had  not  pointedly  alluded 
to  the  €aet  that  I  was  Chairman  of  an 
Assooiation  known  as  the  Mett^c^iolitan 
Ratepayers'  Protection  Assodation.  It 
was  an  Assooiation  whioht  no  doubt,  was 
a  rival  of  the  Municipal  Relerm  League 
Association.  The  hon.  (}mddemap  who 
opened  this  debate  said  he  had  a  great 
objection  to  Ihe  manufaeture  of  lK»giis 
public  opinion.  What  constitutes  bogus 
public  opinion?  A  bogus  agitation  is 
an  agitation  whidi  is  conducted  for  the 
purpose  of  misrepresenting  the  opinions 
of  those  in  whose  midst  the  agitation  is 
conducted,  and  of  deluding  Parliament 
as  to  what  are  the  feelings  of  the  people. 
The  subject  upon  which  this  agita&n 


took  place  was  in  reference  to  the  muni- 
As  to  him,^it  was  said  in  I  dpal  reform  of  the  City  of  London.  Now, 
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there  ate  60  Mainbert  who  represerBt 
Metropolitan  constittLencies,  and  60  of 
those  60  hold  my  views  and  10  hold 
the  yiewB  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
The  fael  is  that  an  agitation  was  carried 
on  in  many  parts  of  London  under  the 
an8pioest>f  the  Municipal  Eef  (Mrm  League 
which  was  absolutely  misleading.  It  so 
misled  HiB  late  Parliament  that  the  late 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Home  Secretary 
introduced  a  Bill  which  they  believed 
was  in  accordance  with  the  opinions  of 
the  majority  of  the  people  of  the  Metro- 
polis;  but  the  mcmient  the  Metronolis 
was  appealed  to^  It  rejected  the  BiU  by 
an  orerwhehning  majority.  Never  in 
my  expenenoe  of  Parliament-- and  I 
have  had  the  experience  of  30  years** 
has  there  ever  been  so  sncoessfnl  an 
attempt  to  mislead  the  Imperial  Parlia* 
mei^  as  to  the  opinion  of  a  locality  as 
was  effected  by  me  Municipal  Beform 
League.  The  Metropolitan  Ratepayers* 
Protection  Association  was  asi  organiza* 
tion  whdoh  was  started  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  the  other  side  of  the  question 
to  be  stated.  That  opinion,  as  hon. 
Qentlranen  kno#,  was  stated  with  con- 
8idenJ>le  energy  at  the  last  two  Elec- 
tions. Statements  have  been  made  that 
a  considerable  amount  of  money  was 
spent  in  corruption.  If  such  expendi- 
ture took  place,  l^ose  who  indulged  in 
it  ougkt  te  be  punished.  But  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Norttiam^ton  un- 
guardedly said  that  he  had  certain  books 
in  a  burglar's  saf o  ■    ■ 

Mb^LABOUOHEBE:  No;  I  said  a 
burglar-proof  safe. 

Lonx>  CnSOBGE  HAMILTON :  When 
tiie  hon.  Gtolieman  made  that  state- 
ment it  seemed  to  me  an  appropriate 
one,  for  I  read  a  statement  in  the 
journal  of  which  he  is  the  editor,  and 
which  we  may  well  know  is  called  IhUh, 
whidi  Indicated  that  the  person  who 
made  these  statemente  had  either  stelen 
or  purloitted  the  books.  Therefore,  I 
kq)e  1^  House  will  not  go  away  with 
the  impression  that  statemente  made 
upon  authority  like  this  are  reliable. 

Mb.  I/ABOnOHE£E:  I  can  assure 
tiie  noble  Lord  that  the  books  were 
neither  stolen  nor  purloined. 

Mb.  BBADLAUan :  I  may  remind 
the  noble  Lord  that  I  have  pledged 
myself  to  prove  the  charges  I  have  made 
before  a  Committee  of  Inquiry. 

LoBto  GBOBGE  HAMILTON:  I 
stated  that'  upon  evidence  which    was 


afibrded  by  the  article  in  Thith  these 
stetemente  are  not  of  a  reliable  character. 
No  names,  so  fai*  as  I  know,  are  p;iven 
in  support  of  the  allegations  which  it 
contained.  Therefore,  the  House  must 
not  be  under  the  impression  that  if  we 
assent  to  this  inquiry  we  do  so  because 
we  in  any  way  believe  these  allegations 
to  be  well  founded.  They  have  been 
made  publidy  in  the  House,  and  the 
person  against  whom  they  are  mainly 
directly  has  denied  them.  [Cfries  of 
'*  No  I  "3  At  anvrate,  he  has  challenged 
subetantiation  before  a  public  Com- 
mittee, or  some  body  specially  consti- 
tuted for  the  purpoee.  The  G-ovemment 
will  acquiesce  in  a  Motion  for  an  In- 


quiry; 


but  the  Motion  must  be  of  such 


a  nature  as  to  enaUe  those  upon  that 
Committee  to  go  thoroughly  and  im- 
partially into  the  whole  oiroumstenoesof 
this  agitetion  and  the  allegations  which 
have  been  made. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
took  no  share,  nor  did  my  Friends  who 
are  near  me,  in  promoting  the  discus- 
sion of  this  subject  at  the  present  time, 
because,  although  we  perceived  at  once 
that  t&e  matter  was  one  of  the  greatest 
importance,  yet  we  did  not  feel  satisfied 
that  it  was  one  which  ougbt  to  be  brou^t 
forward  to  the  prejudice  of  all  other  im- 
portant matters  and  the  Business  before 
the  House.  But  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bethnal  Green  (Mr.  Howell)  has 
steted  his  case  to  the  House  in  a  manner 
which  I  should  have  thought  it  was  im- 
possible to  mistoke.  As  I  tmderstand 
it,  Sir — and  if  I  am  wrong  I  shall  be  cor- 
rected— my  hon.  Friend  did  not  propose 
that  there  should  be  an  inquiry  into  tihe 
whole  proceedings  by  all  persons  who 
may  have  taken  part  in  agitation  on  one 
side  or  the  other  with  respect  topromoting 
or  opposing  the  passing  of  a  particular 
measure.  Of  course,  if  we  are  to  have 
an  inquiry  into  the  general  proceedings 
it  must  be  an  inquiry  into  the  proceed- 
ings of  botih  sides;  but  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's proposal,  if  I  understand  it  aright, 
has  nothing  to  do  with  such  an  inquiry. 
As  regards  what  is  termed  the  manu- 
facture of  public  opinion,  a  use  of  illegiti- 
mate argument  might  be  deemed  manu- 
facture of  public  opinion,  and  probably 
each  Party  in  this  House  might  indulge 
rather  largely  in  this  belief — that  the 
Party  with  which  he  does  not  agree  is 
viery  much  given  to  the  manufacture  of 
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puUio  opbian.  That  ie  an  important 
subject,  and  it  embraces,  as  it  appears  to 
me,  almost  all  proceedings  upon  almost 
all  questions  by  almost  all  parties  in 
this  country  at  almost  all  times.  My 
hon.  Friend  proposed,  if  I  understood 
him  rightly,  a  perfectly  definite  matter ; 
and  so  he  was  understood  apparently, 
and  I  think  indubitably,  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  followed  him.  What  I 
understand  the  Mover  of  this  Motion  for 
Adjournment  to  contend  was  this— that 
he  had  proofs  in  his  possession,  or  he 
believed  that  it  could  w  shown,  that  the 
publio  funds  had  been  used  by  a  public 
body  for  a  purpose  which  was  undeni- 
aUy  illegitimate  «id  apparently  cor- 
rupt. It  is  a  misuse  of  trust  by  Ihe 
greatest  Municipal  Corporation  in  the 
country ;  that  is  the  matter  now  charged. 
I  agree  entirely  with  the  noble  LokI  in 
the  opinion  that  it  is  desirable  that  this 
discussion  ^ould  cease ;  but  I  am  bound 
to  say  I  think  it  can  only  do  so  upon  one 
perfectly  distinct  and  definite  under- 
standing, and  that  is  that  Her  Majesty's 
Gbvemment  will  assent  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  to  examine  into  the 
specific  charges  wbidi  have  been  brought 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedinal  Green 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
against  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
liondon.  If  any  charge  amounting  to 
corruption,  if  any  diarge  inrolving  the 
betrayal  of  a  pnldic  trust,  can  be  brought 
against  the  Batepayers'  Protection  As- 
sociati(Hi  or  the  Municipal  Beform 
Lei^gue)  by  all  means  let  such  charge 
be  included  in  this  inquiry ;  but  there 
is  not  the  least  reas(m  to  suppose 
from  anything  stated  in  this  House 
during  tiie  present  debate  that  such 
charges  will  be  or  can  be  brought. 
If  my  hon.  Friend  can  prove  his 
case  it  still  would  not  be  proved,  as 
far  as  I  can  understand,  against  private 
persons — matter  of  which  serious  notice 
would  probably  be  taken  by  this  House, 
although  on  this  subject  I  will  not  ven- 
ture to  give  at  the  present  moment  a 
definite  opinion.  The  question  before 
us  is  the  misuse  and  misappropriation 
of  the  public  funds  of  a  great  Corpora- 
tion. That  which  the  House  desires  to 
know  is  whether  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment  are  disposed  to  assent  to  an  in- 
quiry with  that  object  in  view,  and  with 
a  field  so  defined.  I  would  venture  to 
suggest  to  my  hon.  Friend  that  he  should 
define  in  few  and  simple  words  what  is 
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the  charge  he  makes,  and  against  wham 
it  is  alleged,  and  then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  ^use  will 
be  in  a  position  to  judge  whether  he  can 
or  cannot  assent  to  such  an  inquirj  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Sir,  although  I  point  to  the  Municipal 
Corporation  of  the  Ci^  of  London  as  an 
object  of  this  charge,  I  entirelj  feel  hov 
exceedingly  wrong  it  would  be  if  we  re* 
cognized  at  the  present  any  fact  mote 
than  that  certain  Members  of  thisHonsfl 
have  made  certain  allegatioiia  which  ap- 
pear to  constitute  e^  priv^/aeisetmto 
as  to  require  an  answer.  I  will  not  as- 
sume that  anyone  is  to  blame;  but  con- 
sidering the  extreme  gttmty  of  the 
matters  laid  before  us  and  their  per- 
fectly definite  character  it  will  be  our 
duty  to  obtain  an  understanding  before 
this  discussion  closes  that  this  debate 
shall  not  evaporate  in  mere  generahtieo, 
and  that  we  shall,  as  beoomee  the  dia- 
racter  of  this  House,  put  matters  in  a 
train  which  will  insure  a  thorough 
search  into  allegations  of  the  gravest 
and  most  important  nature. 

Thb  FIRST  LOED  ov  the  TBEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.   H.   Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):   I  will  lose   no  time  in 
replying  to  the  challenge  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).    The 
Government  will  be  perfectly  prepared 
to  adopt  the  course  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  suRffested;  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  %thnal  Green  (Mr. 
Howell)  will  place  on  the  Paper  the 
charges  he  makes  and  the  Heferenoo  to 
the  Committee  which  he  desires  to  ob- 
tain, the  Gtovemment  will  at  onoe  con- 
sider the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  will  indicate  the  course  whioh 
they  intend  to  take.     [Criet    ^  ''Oh, 
oh ! "]    Hon.  Gentlemen  appear  to  sup- 
pose that  there  will  be  some  hesitatioii 
on  the  part  of  the  Gtovemment  in  secur- 
ing a  full  and  complete  inquiry  into 
allegations  which  affect  the  character  of 
a  ^preat   Corporation  and  of   an  hon. 
Fnend  of  mine  in  this  House.  Sir,  there 
will  be  no  such   hesitation;    but  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothiaa 
has  said,  it  is  only  fitting  that  we  ahoold 
see  the  precise  character  of  the  charge 
to  be  brought  and  the  Beference  which 
it  is  proposed  to  be  made  to  the  Commit- 
tee.   There  is  one  remark  whioh  I  wish 
to  make,  and  that  is  with  referenoe  to 

Digitized  by  VJ^VJVIC 


dlS        londm  Corporaium       (Mabcb  1,  1&87}      (Ckarff€i  of  Jft^enaiian).    914 


tbe  eonstitatioo  of  tlie  Oommittea.  The 
hoiir  BaTonet  behind  ine  has  snggested 
that  there  should  be  on  it  a  certain 
namber  of  Gentlemen  from  both  the 
Front  Benches.  It  seems  to  me  that  in 
a  matter  of  this  kind,  which  inTolves 
gxaFe  allegations  against  an  hon.  Mem* 
bee  of  this  House  and  against  the  Oor- 
pofation  of  the  City  of  London,  the  Oom- 
mittee  should  be  nominated  by  theOom- 
mittee  of  Selection,  and  that  no  Party 
deiaents  should  be  permitted  in  the  con- 
stitation  of  this  Committee,  which  is  a 
Oommittee  intended  to  try  a  question 
jodioially. 

Ma.  LIONEL  OOHEN  (Paddington, 
N.)  said,  he  most  utterly  repudiate,  and 
he  dssired  to  challenge,  the  assertion  of 
the  hon.  Gkntleman  the  junior  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
City  (SirBobert  Fowler)  could  be  sped- 
fiefldly  connected  with  a  corrupt  know- 
ledffe  of  the  way  in  which  the  money 
had  been  i^ent.  Such  an  assertion 
could  not,  by  any  possibility,  be  wdU 
founded.  No  man  had  more  conspiou- 
oady  received  the  oonfidence  of  the  citi- 
zens of  London  than  his  hon.  Friend, 
who  might  be  well  content  to  pitt  his 
past  life  against  the  assertions  of  the 
W.  Member  for  Northampton. 

De.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
he  would  urge  that  the  scope  of  the  in- 
quiry should  be  so  enlarged  as  to  include 
theproeeedingsof  the  Primrose  League, 
as  a  body  which,  by  corrupt  practices  and 
intimidation,  worked  in  antagonism  to 
the  wdiaxe  of  the  country. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  he  confessed  that  he  was 
not  quite  satisfied  with  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  who  had  given 
a  prmnise  which  was  fair- sounding  to 
the  ear,  but  which,  he  thought,  was  dead 
in  the  spirit.  What  he  wanted  to  know 
was  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  assent  now — not  at  some  future 
date-^to  the  terms  of  a  Motion  calling 
for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  certain 
definite  and  specific  matters  ?  He  would 
Bay  nothing  whatever  regarding  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  (Sir  Robert  Fowler),  for 
even  his  political  opponents,  as  well  as 
hU  supporters,  must  have  felt  consider- 
able pain  and  humiliation  at  the  spec- 
tacle which  he  presented  to  the  House. 
Bot  the  noble  Lord  llie  Member  for 


Ealing  (Lord  QecfTge  Hamilton)  had 
endeavoured  to  lead  off  the  House  on  a 
red-herring  trail.  The  question  which 
the  House  had  to  decide  was  not  merely 
the  abuse  of  public  funds  by  a  public 
body,  but  definite  charges  against  Mem- 
bers of  the  House.  The  noble  Lord  had 
been  very  eloquent  about  the  action  of 
hon.  Members  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side ;  but  when  a  Member  on  that  side 
sat  with  the  cast-^own  look  of  oonsoious 
and  trembling  guilt,  it  would  then  be 
time  enough  for  the  noble  Lord  to  use 
his  iu  ffuoquB.  No  such  charge  had  been 
brought,  and  the  Leader  of  the  House 
showed  less  sense  than  usual  of  the 
dignity  o!  it  when  he  tried  to  lead  his 
followers  away  from  the  real  charge. 

Mb.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness)  said, 
he  was  desirous  of  offering  a  few  re- 
marks to  the  temporary  absence  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Green  (Mr. 
Howell),  who  had  gone  out  of  the  House 
to  prepare  the  terms  of  the  Motion  which 
he  intended. to  make  presently.  He  de- 
sired also  to  protest  against  the  action 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Ealing 
TLord  George  Hamilton).  80  far  as  he 
(Bfr.  Caine)  was  concerned  he  would 
resist  to  the  uttermost  anv  proposal  to 
bring  the  Municipal  Reform  League 
into  the  inquiry.  That  League  was  an 
Association  supported  by  private  con- 
tributions ;  it  had  a  treasurer  and  audi- 
tors, it  published  an  annual  balance- 
sheet,  and  against  it,  up  to  that  moment, 
not  a  single  word  of  blame  had  ever 
been  uttered.  The  question  before  the 
House  was  an  alleged  misappropriation 
of  public  funds  on  the  part  of  the 
Corporation  of  London.  He  knew  that 
for  some  time  past  a  huge  conspiracy 
had  existed  against  a  certain  class  of 
meetings  in  t^e  Metropolis,  and  was 
glad  that  that  conspiracy  had  been 
tracked  home.  He  did  not  understand 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
City  (8ir  Robert  Fowler)  to  contradict  the 
charges  which  had  been  brought  against 
him,  but  the  charges  against  the  Cor- 
poration remained  uncontradicted.  He 
trusted  that  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Howell) 
would  insist  on  the  Reference  to  the 
Committee  being  confined  simply  and 
solely  to  the  one  issue. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
that  he  had  been  at  meetings  which  had 
been  broken  up  by  roughs.  He  contended 
that  an  organized  system  prevailed  for 
the  breaking  up  of  meeting  in  opposi- 
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tion  to  the  Bill  of  the  late  GbTemmeiit, 
and  that  the  Municipal  Beform  League 
was  connected  with  it. 

Mb.  0.  Y.  MOBGAN  (Battereea)  said, 
he  was  not  afraid  of  the  inqoiiy  taking 
a  general  scope.  He  would  be  glad  u 
the  inquirj  included  the  affairs  of  the 
Municipal  Beform  League— with  which 
he  was  connected — the  Primrose  League, 
and  the  OonserratiTe  Association  in  the 
City.  He  beliered  the  present  renre- 
sentation-**or  misrepresentation — of  the 
MetzopoUs  was  due  to  the  OonservatiTe 
AssooiatioQ  in  the  City.  He  would  make 
a  statement  that  would  be  borne  out  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Paddington, 
who  had  just  spoken  (Mr.  Lionel  Cohen). 
During  the  Section  of  1885  a  certain 
person  was  sent  to  a  constituency^,  and 
that  person  had  been  for  five  years  an 
uncertificated  bankrupt.  Charges  had 
been  made  against  this  man  by  lus  own 
father*in-lawof  misappropriating  Stocks. 
These  facts  were  known  to  the  governing 
body  of  the  Conseryatire  Association  in 
the  Ciiy,  and  yet  they  said  they  would 
go  on  with  their  man. 

Db.  CLABK  (Caithness)  said,  he 
thought   the  Committee    should   have 

Kwer  to  inquire  where  the  money  came 
>m  to  support  certain  Socialists  and 
other  candidates  at  the  last  Election  ? 

Mb.  HOWELL  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treadury  would  accept  and  agree 
with  the  terms  of  the  proposed  Befer- 
enoe,  which  he  begged  leave  to  submit, 
and  which  were — 

**That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  and  report  upon  certain  charaes, 
brought  under  the  notice  of  this  House  b;^  Sir. 
Howell,  Member  for  the  North  East  Division  of 
Betlinal  Green,  and  Mr.  Bradlaugk,  Member  for 
the  Borough  of  Northampton,  aUeging  improper 
use  and  malversation  of  public  funds  of  the 
Corporation  of  London,  by  or  with  the  consent 
of  members  and  officials  of  such  Corporation : — 
Hiat  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  that 
they  do  take  evidence  on  oath :— Power  to  send 
for  persons,  papers,  and  reoordi,'* 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
think  that  it  is  almost  without  precedent 
for  a  Member  of  the  House  to  call  upon 
the  Govemment  to  say,  during  the  short 
time  he  has  been  absent  from  the  House, 
whether  they  will  be  prepared  to  accept 
a  Motion  the  Notice  of  which  has  just 
been  read.  My  own  inclination  would 
be  to  accept  it ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  is 
reasonable  that  I  should  do  so  until  I 
have  seen  this  Notice  in  print,  and  thus 
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I  should  be  enabled  to  conmAvr  it,  sad 
to  state  the  course  which  the  Oovdn- 
ment  would  be  prepared  to  take  under 
the  circumstances.  In  sayine  this,  I  am 
sure  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  Uie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  will  not  sap- 
pose  that  I  wish  to  erade  any  reeponri- 
bility,  nor  to  lengthen  the  debate,  or 
desire  to  postpone  the  question.  I  ImL 
howerer,  that  I  have  a  reeponsiUe  poa- 
tion  here,  and  that  I  shoula  not  be  justi- 
fied in  at  onoe  assenting  to  a  Terbal 
statement  Therefore,  if  the  hen.  Msib- 
ber  will  put  his  Notice  on  the  Ptper, 
I  will  giTO  an  answer  on  Thnnday 
morning. 

Mn.W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  FMum 
I  may  be  permitted  to  say^as  I  mwe 
an  appeal  to  Her  Majesty's  Govora- 
ment— *that  I  think  the  demand  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  fedr  demand. 
This  is  a  serious  charre-^and  a%  on 
the  one  hand,  my  hon.  Fdend  may  see 
fit  to  amend  the  words  of  his  Metion, 
so  I  think  that,  on  the  other  hnd,  it 
is  quite  lair  that  the  rig^t  hon.  Osa- 
ileman  should  have  an  opportumtjof 
oonsidering^-*and  carefully  considenag 
—the  terms  of  Beference,  in  justice  to 
all  the  parties  concerned.  I  wouU, 
therefore,  suggest  that  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  (^  the  House  slroold 
be  withdrawn. 

Motion,  by  leave,  icithdratcn. 

ORDER    OF  THE  BAY. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (RULES  OF 
PROOEDUBE)— RULE  1   {CL08UBB  OF 
DEBATB).-.RESOLUTION. 
▲DJOUBinSD  DEBATS.      [siXTH  MIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  the  Main  Questioo,  ^ 
amended, 

<*  That,  after  a  Qaesticm  has  been  propovd, 
a  Motion  may  be  made,  if  the  oonsent  of  the 
Chair  has  been  preyionsly  obtained^  *Tb»t 
the  Question  be  now  put^  Sudi  MoUoa^ 
be  pvt  forthwith,  and  decided  without  AbmoI' 

ment  or  Debate : 

*«When  the  Motion  'That  the  QMttMS.^ 
now  put,*  has  been  canried,  and  the  Qnertun 
consequent  thereon  has  been  decided,  soy  ^ 
ther  Motion  may  be  made  (the  consent  of  the 
Chair  having  been  previously  obtained)  which 
may  be  requisite  to  bring  to  a  deciflion  tDJ^ 
Question  already  proposed  from  the  Chair ;  ^^ 
also  if  a  Clause  be  then  under  oonsiduntiflOi » 
Motion  may  be  made  (with  the  conssnt  d  ve 
Chair  as  aforesaid)  That  the  QueetieD,  Tb*^  «^ 
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in  (itJet  of 

(Jtum  ataad  iwrt,  or  be  added  to  the  Bill,  be 
BOW  pot.  Such  Motions  shall  be  pot  forthwith, 
and  decided  without  Amendment  or  Debate : 

"Provided  always.  That  Questions  for  the 
Closure  of  Pebate  shall  not  be  decided  in  the 
affirmatiTe,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  unless  it 
dodl  amiear  bf  the  numbers  declared  from  the 
QuuTttoat  suoh  Motion  was  supported  by  more 
than  Two  Hundred  Members,  or  waa  opposed 
ly  less  than  Forty  Members,  and  supported  by 
more  than  One  Hundred  Members."  —  {Mr, 
WittiMm  Hmry  iSmith,) 

Mam  Qneetion^  m  Amended,  again 
piopoeed. 

Debate  resumed, 

Mb,  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  I  beg 
to  mo^e,  BB  aa  Amendvient,  in  Bole  1^ 
in  line  1,  alter  *'  ptopoeed,"  to  insert^ 

**  Arldng  oitt  of  the  fiMt  oi:  second  Otder  of  the 
Day,  or  a  Motion  standing  first  or  seoond  on 
tbe  Notfea  Paper  of  the  Houae," 

ThB  reoeip^on  wbioh  the  Ooyemment 
give  to  this  Amendment  will  enable  the 
Hooae  to  see  whether  they  will  be  really 
Batiflfted  with  anything  less  than  the 
Host  airbitrary  power.  It  will  be  ap- 
parent that,  even  if  the  Amendment  is 
woepted,  the  OoTvmment  will  be  able, 
It  any  time,  to  apply  the  Bnle  of 
QoBnre  to  any  anhjeet  which  they  may 
•onsider  so  ni'gent,  or  so  important,  as 
to  entitle<  tbem  to  faronrable  conaidera* 
tion  at  the  hands  of  the  House.  This 
Amendm0nt  will  not  prevent  tbem  from 
applying  the  closure  to  the  Eules  of 
PixK^nre,  or  to  an  Order,  or  Coercion 
Act,  or  any  other  subject  or  Bill  on 
which  they  may  represent  the  Govern^ 
ment  opinion  of  the  House.  Upon  Fri- 
days, if  this  Amendment  is  accepted,  it 
win  still  be  possible  to  apply  the  closure 
to  any  proceeding,  even  m  Committee  of 
Sttpply.  Looking  back  at  my  experience 
of  the  House,  I  &ould  be  surprised,  in- 
deed, to  find  it  contended  that  after  two 
Motions  have  been  disposed  of  on  a 
Tuesday,  or  two  Bills  on  Wednesday,  any 
Member  would  feel  inclined  to  apply 
the  closure  upon  a  third  Motion  or  xSll. 
And  I  should  also  be  very  much  sur- 
prised to  hear  any  argument  put  forward 
to  convince  the  House  that  an  effective 
inajoritf  should  have  the  entire  control 
of  the  Business  of  the  House,  and  that 
no  Amendments  should  be  debated  that 
was  not  favoured  by  the  majority.  I 
iiuontain,  further,  that  on  the  merits  of 
the  question  I  have  a  conclusive  case. 
The  development  of  the  mind  of  the 
^vemment  on  the  question  of  closure 
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has  been  curious  and  instructiye.  I  see 
the  right  -hon.  Qontleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  in  his  place.  Very  little 
more  than  a  year  ago  the  right  hon. 
Centleman  was  personally  responsible 
for  bringing  forward  a  series  of  Eesolu- 
tions  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  in 
which  no  proposal  whatever  for  closure 
was  made.  What  has  happened  since 
then  to  effect  so  complete  a  change  in 
the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman? 
Is  it  because  the  Irish  Members  put  him 
into  Office  a  few  months  before,  and  be- 
cause they  turned  him  out  when  t^ey 
found  that  the  goods  were  not  according 
to  senile?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Hareourt)  also  brought  forward  £eso- 
lutions^  and  he  proposed  a  closure  which 
was  not  to  take  effect  at  any  time,  bat 
only  at  certain  times.  The  draft  Beso- 
lutions  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  when  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  March  last  contained  the 
following  proposal: — 

''At  half-past  6  of  the  dock  at  Morninfi:  Sit- 
tings, and  at  midnight  at  Brening  Sittings  on 
Mondays^  Tuesdays,  Thnrsdars,  and  I^idays, 
and  at  hall-past  ^  of  the  clock  on  Wednes- 
days, the  proeeedin^  on  any  Business  then 
under  consideration  Siall  be  interrupted,  or  the 
House  shall,  if  in  Committee,  receire  the  Chair- 
man's Bepcrt ;  and  such  Business  shall,  in  the 
case  of  Mondng  Sittings,  except  on  Wednes- 
days, stand  adjourned  until  the  Evening  Sit- 
tings on  the  same  day ;  and  in  the  case  of  the 
Evening  Sittings,  and  on  Wednesdays,  shall 
stand  adjourned  until  the  next  day  on  which 
the  House  shall  sit,  unless  at  the  tunes  before- 
mentioned  a  Motion  shall  be  made  that  the 
Question  then  under  consideration  be  now  put, 
whi^  Motion  shall  be  decided  without  Amend- 
ment or  Debate.'* 

Now,  in  the  first  place,  we  find  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland ,  when  puttin  g 
forward  Besolutions  on  behalf  of  the 
Tory  Party,  made  no  proposals  whatever 
for  closure,  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  proposed,  on  behalf  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  that  there  shonld  at  cer- 
tain times  be  a  closure.  The  S^ect  Com- 
mittee in  their  Beport  amended  the  pro- 
posal of  the  rignt  hon.  Member  for 
l>erby,  and  this  is  the  form  in  which 
they  put  it — 

<*That  at  midnight  on  Mondays,  Tuesdays, 
Thursdays,  and  Fridays,  and  at  half-past  5  of 
the  clock  on  Wednesdays,  the  proceedings  on 
any  Business  then  under  consideration  shall  be 
interrupted,  or  the  House  shall,  if  in  Committee, 
receive  the  Chairman's  Report ;  and  such  Busi- 
ness shall  stand  adjourned  until  the  next  day, 
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whfm  the  House  shall  sit,  unless  the  Business 
under  consideration  at  the  tones  hefore  men- 
tioned, shall  be  the  first  or  second  Order  of  the 
Pay,  or  a  Motion  standing  first  or  second  on  the 
Notice  Paper  of  the  House,  and  a  Motion  shall 
be  made  that  the  Queetion  then  under  con- 
sideration be  now  put  whioii  Motion  shall  be 
decided  without  Amendment  or  Debate." 

I  wish  to  call  attention  to  this  cnrions 
and  remarkable  fact    The  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  was 
that  at  certain  times  a  Motion  for  putting 
a  Question  should  be  put,   and   that 
Motion  was  limited  by  the  Select  Oom- 
mittee  to  a  proposal  t^t  the  Motion 
should  not  be  put  unless  the  Business 
under  consideration  at  the  time  should  be 
the  first  or  second  Order  of  the  Day,  or  a 
Motion  standing  first  or  second  on  the 
Notice  Paper  of  the  House.     How  was 
that  Amendment  dealt  with?    Three  of 
my  hon.  Friends  who  sat  with  me  on  the 
Select  Oommittee  supported  it  on  the 
Idth  of  May  last.    Has  anything  hap- 
pened since  then  to  induce  the  Goyem- 
ment  to  change  their  mind  in  reference 
to  the  question  theu  before  the  House  ? 
The  Motion  made  in  the  Select  Com- 
mitlee  was  that  the  Question  should  not 
be  put  unless  it  related  to  the  first  or 
second  Order  of  the  Day,  or  to  a  Motion 
standing  first  or  second  on  the  Order 
Book  of  the  House.     By  whom  was  that 
proposition  made?    On  referring  to  the 
Records  of  the  Oommittee,  I  fina  that  it 
was  made  by  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach, 
and  that  it  was  carried  in  the  Oommittee 
by  a  majority  of  1.     Among  the  15 
Members  of  the  Oommittee  who  carried 
that  Motion  I  find  the  names  of  Sir 
Walter  Barttelot,   Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach,  Sir  James  Fergusson,  Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke,  Sir  John  (Jorst,  Sir  John 
B.  Mowbray,  Sir   Biidiard  Paget,  Mr. 
Baikes,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  and  Mr.  £ 
Stanhope ;  so  that  among  the  15  Members 
of  the  Select  Oommittee  who  carried  the 
Amendment,  which  was  the    same  as 
that  which  I  now  propose,  will  be  found 
the  names  of  nine  Members  of  the  pre* 
sent  Government.    Therefore,  I  think 
that  unless  the  Ghovemment  can  show 
some  condusiye  ground  for  changing 
their  minds,  I  am  entitled  to  say  that 
they  are  bound  now  to  accept  from  me 
the  Amendment  which  a  few  months  ago 
they  themselves  introduced  in  the  Select 
Oommittee. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  by  inserting,  after  the  word  "  pro- 
posed," the  words  **  ari^tig  out  of  Uie  first  or 
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second  Order  of  the  Day,  or  a  Mellon  staadiiig 
first  or  second  on  the  Notice  Paper  of  the 
Hoiise.'*—(irr.  8exi^ 

Question  proposed,  ^'lliattiioee  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The    chief     SBOEETABY    pob 
IRELAND  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  As  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  has  done  me 
the  honour  to  quote  me,  it  is  desirable, 
perhaps,  that  I  should   address  a  few 
words  to  the  House  in  reeard  to  the 
Amendment.     The  hon.  Member  asks 
me,  in  the  first  place,  if  I  did  not,  in  the 
proposals  I  submitted  in  February,  1886. 
abstain  from  proposing  the  closure.    I 
certainly  did  not  propose  the  closure  on 
that  occasion.    At  that  time  I  thought 
that  the  existing  closure  would  be  quite 
sufficient  \  but  subsequently,  when  tiie 
proposal  was  made  to  the  Select  Oom- 
mittee that  there  should  be  a  fixed  hour 
for  adjournment,  I  recognized  that  ar- 
rangements must  be  made  for  the  ]^8- 
sible  application  of  a  thoroughly  efficient 
closure  at  that  hour.      Therefore,  when 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  fSir 
William  Harcourt),  acting  on  behalf  of 
the  late  Gbyemment,  included  this  pro- 
posal in  the  New  Bules,  I  accepted  it  in 
principle,  but  endeavoured  to  limit  its 
application,  so  as  to  guard  tiiie  rights  of 
minorities.      What  was  the  proposed  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?    It  was  not 
only  to  institute  a  fresh  kind  of  closure 
at  any  moment    during  the    ordinary 
period  of  our  debates,  but  it  was  also 
to  introduce  a  special  closure  at  the  time 
fixed  for  the  termination  of  Businees.  It 
appeared  to  me  and  to  my  right  hon. 
fViends  who  acted  with  me  on  that  Com- 
mittee that,  in  order  to  guard  against 
surprises,  there  ought  to  be  some  check 
upon  the  application  of  the  closure  at 
the  hour  fixed  for  the  termination  of 
Business.     We  thought  it  was  perfecdj 
possible  that  if  the  first  or  second  Order 
or  Notice  of  Motion  had  been  discussed 
for  a  certain  time  in  the  course  of  the 
Sitting  of  the  House,  that  at  no  more 
than  half -an-hour  before  the  termination 
of  the  Sitting  some  fresh  Order  or  Notice 
of  Motion  might  be  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House,  and  that  the 
closure  might  be  demanded  upon  that 
Motion  or  Bill,  and  applied  without  an 
opportunity  being  afforded  lor  reason- 
able discussion.     In  fact,  the  dosure 
might,  under  such  circumstances,  be  ap- 
plied without  hon.  Members^  who  did 
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not  liappMi  to  be  in  ike  Honae  at  the 
moment,  haymg  had  any  reasonable 
notice,  either  tluit  eueh  Motion  or  Bill 
vooM  oo«e  under  oonfioderation  at  all, 
or  that,  if  it  did,  the  cloaore  would  be 
applied  to  it.  Therefore,  I  proposed  to 
i£e  Gomoiittee  that  the  application  ci 
the  closure  should  be  confiued  to  the 
BUls  or  Notices  of  Motion  standing  first 
or  seooud  on  the  Order  Book.  The  hon. 
MstQber  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton) 
asks  me  why  I  and  my  Colleagues  have 
changed  our  opinions  in  the  matter.  I 
will  tell  him*  The  explanation  is  very 
simple.  The  Qoyernment  think  that 
they  have  discovered  a  still  batter  safe- 
guard against  surprise  than  that  pro- 
Tided  by  the  Amendment  which  was 
moved  in  the  Committee,  and  that  safe- 
guard Qonsistfi  in  the  necessity  of  obtain- 
ing the  consent  of  the  Chair  before  the 
dMare  oan  be  .applied.  That,  Sir.  is 
the  reason  for  our  change  of  opinion. 
Believing  it  to  be  better  than  the  pro^ 
posal  adopted  by  the  Select  Committee^ 
we  have  withdrawn  that  proposal  and 
substituted  for  it  the  present  one,  which 
requires  the  consent  of  the  Chair. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone.  Mid) :  I 
think  the  explanation  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
iaiid  is  altogether  unsatisfactory,  and  in 
no  sense  the  explanation  we  nught  have 
expected.  The  whole  system  of  divided 
responsibility  between  the  Speaker  and 
the  Minister  of  the  Crown  as  to  enforcing 
dosore  is  here  brought  out  in  the  worst 
shape.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  we  shall  have  a  safeguard  in  re« 
quiring  the  previous  consent  of  the 
Speaker  to  be  obtained  before  the  closure 
can  he  applied.  But  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  of  Committees  will  be  able  to 
get  up  the  moment  it  is  proposed  to  be 
applied,  and  the  consent  of  the  Chair 
can  thus  be  given  to  its  application 
at  once.  That  will  give  the  Leader 
o{  the  House  a  means  of  escape  and 
a  running  away  under  the  shelter 
of  the  Chair  from  the  censure  of  the 
House.  One  reason  which  is  given 
ui  justification  of  this  proposal  of 
closure  is  that  there  is  no  further 
necessity  for  the  provision  introduced  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  in  the  Committee  on 
Procedure  last  year,  and  which  my  hon. 
Priend  the  Member  for  West  Belfast 
(Mr.  Bexton)  now  submits  to  the  House 
^or  its  acceptance,  because  it  is  asserted 

th^t  tbei  Speaker  and  the  Chairmau  of 


Committees  will  always  be  proof  against 
Ministerial  influence.  It  is  because  I 
am  afraid  that  that  may  not  always  be 
so,  and  that  such  a  danger  may  arise,  and 
because  I  feel  strongly  of  opinion  that 
the  whole  reference  of  the  question  of 
applying  the  dosure  should  be  taken 
away  from  the  Speaker  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  that  I  and  my 
Friends  insist  now  that  proper  safe- 
guards should  be  plaeed  on  this  Bule^  so 
as  to  protect  persons  who  have  iatro« 
duoed  Bills  placed  ftir  down  on  the  Paper, 
and  for  the  purnosa  of  preventing  a 
measum  beingrusAed  through  the  Hio«ae 
without  adequate  discussion,  and  tooed 
into  law  without  Uie  opinion  of  the 
House  havinff  been  practically  taken 
upon  them.  I  think  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon*  Friend  is  one  which  deserves  the 
favourable  ooasideration  of  the  House, 
because  we  shall  be  called  upon  to  discuss 
most  important  Amendments  farther  on 
which  will  throw  the  whole  responsibility 
of  ^e  closure  on  the  Leader  of  the  House, 
or  some  Member  of  the  House  who  is 
not  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Com- 
mitteea.  That  being  so,  it  will  be  noces* 
sary  for  us  to  take  care  that  no  unfair 
application  of  the  closure  is  made  by  the 
Ministry  of  the  day,  and  there  is  no 
meana  we  can  think  of  which  will  have 
a  better  effect  in  securing  a  fair  disous- 
siooi  of  all  Bills  brought  before  the 
House  than  planing  beyond  the  opera* 
tion  (d  the  closure  those  Orders  of  the 
Day  which  oaanotpossibly  be  reached  in 
time  to  allow  the  House  to  discuss  them 
at  fair  length.  Take  the  case  of  Wed- 
nesday Sittings.  There  may,  perhapfs  be 
10  Orders  of  the  Day,  relating  to  Bills 
standing  for  Second  Beading.  We  know 
very  well  that  rarely  on  a  Wednesday 
more  than  two  Or<Jbrs  are  reached  ; 
generally  the  whole  of  the  day  is  occu< 
pied  in  discussing  the  first  Order ;  and 
frequently  we  have  experienced  in  this 
House  the  obstructive  operation  on  the 
part  of  cOTtain  hon.  Members  of  talking 
out  a  Bill  on  a  Wednesday.  What  would 
happen  if  there  is  no  such  provision  as 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Belfast  sugf2:ests  ?  We  might  go  on  dis* 
ousstngthe  Second  Iteading  of  a  Bill  from 
12  o'clock  on  Wednesday  until  a  quarter 
past  6 ;  a  Division  would  then  be  taken 
which  would  take  about  15  minutes ;  the 
second  Order  would  consequently  be 
reached  at  half-past  6,  and  having  only 
15  miuutea to. discuss  it  in,  the  closure 
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might  b«  morad  and  the  OuBfltion  put, 
and  the  Bill  forced  through  the  House 
without  the  aUghteet  discuamon  having  , 
taken  place  upon  it.  Ihave  been  toldbj  | 
a  gentleman  horn  South  Australia  how  i 
the  applioatloa  of  the  olosare  in  the  South 
Australian  Legislature  works*  On  one 
oooasion  a  question  of  some  importanoe^ 
which  was  made  the  means  of  turning 
out  the  Ministry,  was  raised.  AMotion 
was  brought  forward  in  a  8|)eaclLo{  con- 
siderable length  bj  the  Gentleman-  who 
mored  it,  and  immediately  upon  the  con* 
elusion  of  that  speech  »  Member  of  the 
Legislative  Assembly  got  up  to  inake  a 
reply.  But  not  one  word  of  that  reply 
was  allowed  to  be  heard,  and  a  Ditision 
was  taken  without  any  remacks  &om 
anybody  except  the  Moverof  the  Motion.. 
Now,  I  maintain  that  the  same  thing 
might  happen  in  regard  to  any  olirjee^ 
tionable  matter  intoduoed  into  this 
House  by  some.  hon.  Member  whose 
fbiends  aro  in  a  majoirity,  and  who  inn 
tneduced  it  on  a  Wednesday  with  iix% 
consent  of  his  Friends.  As  soon  as  the 
speeches  of  the  MoTer  and  Seconder 
were  finished  it  would  be  poasibl^topnt 
tbe  Question  and  to  close. the discassion^ 
This  would  be  prevented  if  the  Aanendr 
ment  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  PameU),  to  aflord  opportuni«^ 
ties  lor  debate  on  sll  Motions  that  may 
be  moved,  is  aee(^ted  a  but  otherwiae  X 
am  of  opinion  that  we  muat  fall  bade  on 
somethmg  of  this  kind.  I  trust  that  my 
hon.  Friend  will  persist  with  his  Amend* 
menti  and  that  he  will  take  the  sense  of 
the  House  upon  it  by  a  Division* 

Mn.  T.  M.  HEALZ  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  have  listened  attentively  to  the  spee<^ 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Seeretary  for  Lreland,  and  hiaozplan&- 
tien  of  l^e  change  of  front  on  the  part 
of  the  Qovemment  is  aertainly  of  a  aome^ 
what  singulaffi  character.  But)  in  my 
opinion,  I  do  not  think  it  a  proper  prin^ 
oiple  to  substitute  tdbe  personality  of  the 
Presiding  Officer  of  this  House  for  the 
written  law.  No  doubt  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  who  presides  in  the  Ohair  is 
alwi^sa  man  of  high  character  and  ez« 

Krienee ;  but  I  cannot  see  how  we  can 
ve  from  him  personally  the  same 
guarantee  in  regiud  to  ibB  performance 
of  his  duties  in  the  Ohair  as  we  should 
have  by  the  writtwi  words,  of  the  law.  I 
maintain  that  the  princiide  favoured  by 
the  Qovemn^nt-Ahis  golden  pcindlpje 
o£  Mie  pe«sguality  of  the  Speaker-^ia  of  a 
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hi^^y  invidioiis  and  dangemnsohttae* 
tor.  Let  me  remind  the  Govenunnst 
tkut  aH  the  priviisges  of  this  ooontry 
have  been  fought  and  wmi  by  nppositioa 
to  this  prinoiple  of  personality.  If  the 
principle  of  a  Sover^gn  is  to  be  entBr- 
tained  at  all  it  woukl  be  as  weil  to  dis- 
pense with  this  House  ahogethar,  sad 
go  back  to  the  good  old  times  when  the 
Sovereign  had  compile  noatroi  over  the 
State.  The  Tory  Pary,  when  not  k 
Office,  proposed  that  on  a  first  Mokiait, 
or  Older  of  the  Day  alone^  no  idotire 
should  be  s^^^fiiad.  The  T<ny  Psrtjr 
were  then  in  a  minority  in  this  Hoiisii» 
and  that  was  the  proposal  they  jnade  it 
the  Seleot  Oommitteec  Now;  hoverer, 
they  turn  round  and  say— ^^  We  havedk* 
oofieted  a  much  more  apiendid  prinsiple 
---namely,  that  the  Speaker  afaaM  be  ths 
judge  ^viiether  the  Queatioo  hasbeai 
adequately  discussed  or  not."  I  would 
ask  what  the  opinion  of  iha  nghthoo. 
Member  for  the  Sleafbrd  Division  d 
Linoolnshire  (Mr.  Ohaplin)*-*^keidm^ 
opposed  the  ol5tiBre^iB  with  regard  to 
iha  proposal  of  the  Government  P  I  ^ 
not  mink  he  was  a  Member  of  Ihe  Select 
Gommittee;  but  I  dioold  like  to  poiatoot 
to  him  what  may  happen  nnder  this  pro- 
posal of  oloturs.  A  debate  upon  a  iW 
Order  may  have  been  oarried  on  np  to 
10  o'^kek  at  night,  when  liie  Order  ii 
^sposedof  and  the  second  Order  reached. 
We  may  have  an  excited  Speaker  in  the 
Ohair^  ahhc»ngh  £  am  dDlu'  from  taking 
^at  the  Speaker  would  ever  beesdtei 
Then  si^pose  that  at  1 1  or  hatf-past  U 
o'clock  die  Speaker  was  of  opioMta  ftat 
the  second  Oaniar  o^  the  Day  had  bees 
adequately  discussed,  and  he  was  fve- 
pared  to  take  a  Divisionv  a  pEopoeitioB 
to  apply  the  cLotrare  would  then  be  mado) 
and  by  this  means  you  would  seonis 
the  manufaoture  of  wbatiaoa^lad  **il» 
evident  sense  of  the  ELouse."  Tbti 
would  be  very  easily  manufactunii  by  i 
number  of  Tory  Membera^HaUobeioo- 
ists  I  think  I  mayoall  them-tooniiDgloff 
the  spedal  purpose  of  getting  i^  a  rcf  • 
With,  a  man  of  ezoitea  temperament  ia 
the  Ohair,  a  most  unsatisfiactory  etate  ot 
things  might  be  brought  about  lake, 
for  instance^  the  JuiUcature  (Waad) 
Bill,  which  was  on  the  Paper  last  tdf^ 
It  is  a  measure  of  great  public  imp«^ 
ance.  Suppose  it  Imd  been  down  as  the 
second  Order  of  the  Day,  and  samKwe  it 
was  ripe  for  discussion  at  2  o'clow  i^^ 
morning,  which  was  the  hour  at  vtica 
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it  WM  reMhed.  I  would  jrat  it  to  the 
zigfat  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
^  Treasury  whether  he  ean  believe 
that  proper  justice  would  have  been 
done  to  the  Bepresentatives  of  Irish 
(pinion  by  talnog  that  measure  at 
i  o'olook  in  the  morning,  proyidiog 
that  1^  Government  were  anxious 
to  padb  it  forward  and  we  were 
dflsiroofl  at  resisting  it  ?  Would  it  have 
been  fair,  in  such  a  case,  to  have  imposed 
ths  doture  ?  Tet  that  is  what  may  hap- 
pei,  and  you  will  either  have  Gentiiemen 
on  tJis  Tmy  Benches  settling  up  an  altera 
cation  with  the  SpeaJeer,  or  whispering 
is  hb  ear.  I  do  not  say  that  yo«  will 
hare  thai  state  of  affairs ;  it  is  altogether 
foreign  to  our  present  mode  of  Ftooedure ; 
bat  what  I  nudntidn  is  that  you  may  have 
it^  and  m  the  year  1§00  it  might  be  most 
vrfortunate  fcnr  the  Fariiam«Eit  of  the 
day  to  have  men  going  behind  the  Chair 
and  ^dibpering  in  the  ear  ol  the  Speaker. 
When  enoe  you  have  begun  this  uniov* 
tanato  eyetem  you  wiU  open  the  door  to 
&  gleet  deal  of  abuse,  and  you  may  oon- 
staotly  have  the  Speaker  pronouncing  an 
opimon  that  a  state  of  things  has  arisen 
vhioh  would  justify  the  <d6iure«  There- 
ins,  the  only  safeguard  we  ean  have  is 
Ihat  &e  doinre  shall  only  be  applied  to 
the  irst  and  second  Orders  of  iJie  Day 
mleestbe  third  Order  shall  have  been 
taken  up  at  a  reasonable  hour  of  the 
Biglit.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  has  proposed 
an  Amendment  to  this  Bule  in  terms  of 
great  moderation,  and  he  said  very  little 
BB  to  the  change  of  front  which  has  been 
made  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
aad  which  shows  so  strong  a  contrast 
between  tkeir  present  attHt^e  and  ahat 
whioh  they  took  up  last  year.  But  the 
laodetation  ol  my  hon.  Friend  ought  to 
1^  to  a  gseater  desire  on  the  part  of  i&e 
Gknrernment  to  aeoept  the  principle  of 
his  Amendment.  If  they  are  unaoleto 
aooept  its  exact  terme,  I  thmk  I  can 
nggest  a  method  by  which  the  proposi- 
ti(m  d  my  hon.  Friend  can  be  carried 
out,  not^  pexhapB,  with  the  same  effective- 
Ma  as  if  it  remained  unmutilated,  but 
b  a  lorm  which  he  might  not  be  unwill* 
isg  to  accept.  My  suggestion  is  this — 
to  add  after  the  word  «'  debate,"  at  the 
^  of  the  first  dause,  the  words'— 

'*  BroYidMl,Thai  the  ddture  ahall  not  be  applied 
to  any  Order  of  the  Day  or  Notice  of  Motion 
Mter  10  o'clock,  after  the  firet  Notice  of  Motion 
orOtder  ef  the  Day  baa  been  «nder  dtaoneatoa." 
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I  think  that  would  meet  the  ^ew  which 
my  hon.  Frieod  has  in  proposing  this 
Amendment,  and  at  the  same  time  remove 
some  of  the  disabilities  which  have  been 
suggested  by  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman 
the  C^ief  Secretary  for  Irdand.  Having 
been  a  Member  of  the  Select  Committee, 
I  am  able  to  say  that  nobody  worked 
more  hard  upon  it  than  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Belfast^  except, 
perhaps,  ^e  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
Everybody  admired  the  manner  in  which 
the  right  hon«  Gentleman  attended  to  the 
discharge  of  hie  duties,  and  watched  with 
assiduousness)  for  the  benefit  of  his 
Party,  every  proposal  that  was  sub* 
mitted.  I  w^d  ask  the  right  hon. 
G^tleman  if  he  has  left  out  of  his  mind 
the  flaot  that  the  Ooneervative  Party  may 
some  day  or  other  be  out  of  Offiee  again  f 
Perhaps  he  expects  that  the  transcen- 
dent genius  of  the  Tory  Party  will 
enable  them  to  keep  the  ship  afloat  for 
an  interminable  time.  We  were  struck 
with  the  business  capacity  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Committee  ?  Why, 
then,  does  he  not  display  the  same 
business  capacity  in  this  House  ?  There 
was  a  Whip  issued  when  l^is  particolar 
Amendment  was  proposed  in  the  Com- 
mittee. The  Tory  Party  were  exceed- 
ingly anxious  that  it  should  be  adopted. 
So  anxious  were  they  that  the  Irish 
Members  were  whipped  up,  and  the 
Amendment  was  carried  by  our  votes. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  only  carried 
by  a  majority  of  1,  and  that  one  was  my- 
self, fbr  I  undertook  a  long  joui^ey  in 
order  to  vote  for  the  proposal  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  My  labours 
seem  now  to  have  been  altogetlier 
thrown  away,  and  we  appear  to  have 
wasted  our  sweetneee  on  a  d^ert  Com- 
mittee. Having  enabled  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  e&ot  all  they  desired,  now 
^at  they  are  in  power  thev  fling  us 
overboard.  I  trust  that  under  the  oir- 
oumstaaces  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  be 
prepared  to  meet  us  in  the  same  spirit 
as  that  which  he  manifested  in  the  Com- 
mittee. The  Irish  Members  were  then 
acting  as  an  auxiliaiy  of  the  Tory  Party 
against  the  right  hon*  Member  for 
Derby.  We  knew  that  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  extremely  anxious  for 
more  stringency  than  the  Tory  Party 
were  willing  to  assent  to.  We  were 
then  opposing  even  a  mild  form  of 
amendment  of  our  Bales.    Pet^hftps  we 
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were  wrong.  It  might  possibly  be  de- 
sirable that  we  should  have  greater 
stringency  in  the  Hules  of  this  House 
when  we  get  into  power,  and  then  right 
hon.  GenUemen  opposite  may  find  that 
a  very  unfortunate  state  of  things  exists. 
I  am  afraid  there  will  be  no  more  con- 
venient manufacturers  of  the  **  evident 
sense  of  the  House"  than  the  Irish 
Party  under  a  Home  Bale  Government 
I  can  well  conceive,  if  this  Amendment 
is  rejected,  the  vehemence  which  on 
some  other  occasion  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Belfast  and  other 
Irish  Members  will  exhibit,  and  the 
turbulent  spirit  they  will  display  in 
shouting  down  some  risiuff  Member  of 
the  Tory  Party  and  cfuling  for  the 
cloture.  I  can  imagine  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  or 
some  other  experienced  Member  of  the 
Irish  Party,  sitting  in  the  Chair  and 
dealing  with  the  Amendments  which 
may  be  mroposed  by  the  Tory  Party. 

Mb.  SPEAEEB  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  keep  strictly 
to  the  Amendment,  which  is  to  confine  the 
closure  to  questions  proposed  in  refer- 
ence to  the  first  or  second  Order  of  the 
Day,  or  a  Motion  standing  first  or  second 
on  the  Notice  Paper  of  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  have  no  desire 
to  detain  the  House  longer.  All  I  have 
attempted  to  point  out  is  the  desirability 
of  securing  full  and  complete  discussion, 
by  whatever  means  it  may  be  effected. 
What  I  wish  to  see  is  the  adoption  of 
the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  in  prin- 
oiple^that  without  adequate  debate  no 
cloture  shall  be  applied,  except  to  a 
question  arising  out  of  the  first  or  second 
Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Mo- 
tion. I  trust  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  will  endeavour  by  some  means 
to  indicate  what  his  views  on  the  matter 
are 

siaWILLIAM  H  AROOUET  (Derby): 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Longford, 
who  has  just  satdown,  has  described  how 
my  unfortunate  proposals  for  the  cloture 
in  the  Committee  upstairs  were  de- 
feated by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  who,  when  he 
found  that  it  was  impossible  to  exclude 
thecloture  altogether,  adroitly  introduced 
into  it  limitations  which  made  it  utterly 
worthless  and  unworkable.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  have  always  been 
openly  and  altogether  opposed  to  the 
cloture,  and  of  course  thoy  would  natu- 

Ur.  T.  3f.  Sealy 


rally  support  any  Amendmeot  proposed 
by  the  present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, the  object  of  which  waa  to  destroy 
the  working  efficien^  of  the  cloture  as 
proposed  by  the  late  Government.    I  am 
very  sorry  they  succeeded  in  the  Com.- 
mittee  in,  practically  speaking,  making 
the  pro]>osal  which  was  intended  to  fa^ 
cilitate  the  Business  of  the  House,  I  wiU 
not  say  absurd,  but  at  all  events  nn^ 
workable.  Having,  for  my  own  part,  a 
desire  to  institute  a  sincere  and  work- 
able closure,  I  did  my  best  to  resist 
that  proposal ;  but  the  alliance  of  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  with  the  Irish 
Members  was  too  strong  for  me,  as  it 
had  been  on  a   former  occasion.     An 
alliance  of  this  kind  has  on  more  occa- 
sions than  one  upset  Governments,  and 
therefore  it  was  quite  possible  that  it 
might    upset    the    closure;     and    that 
was    really    what    they   succeeded    in 
doing  about  a  year  ago.    But  I  adhere 
to  my  former  opinion  on  the  subject 
I  think  the  Amendments  then  introduced 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary   for    Ireland   were  very  bad 
Amendments,  and  I  opposed  them.  Hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  were  consistent  in 
supporting  them,  and  they  are  consistent 
in  supporting  a  similar  Amendment  now. 
I  am  consistent  in  opposing  the  Aonend- 
ment  now,  and  the  only  persons  who  are 
absolutely  inconsiBtent  are  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  who  are  abandoning  their 
previous  proposals. 

Question  put. 

The  House  ^tvtil^;— Ayes  83;  Noes 
209:  Majority  126.—{Div.  List,  No.  32.) 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) :  In 
the  absence  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  I  beg  to 
move  the  Amendment  which  stands  in 
his  name— to  insert  after '*  proposed  " 
the  words ''  and  opportunity  afforded  tot 
debate  thereon."  The  object  is  to  pro- 
vide that  whenever  a  Question  has  been 
proposed  in  the  House  it  shall  not  be  in 
the  power  of  this,  or  any  future  Gbvem- 
ment,  to  close  the  discussion  without 
allowing  any  opportunity  for  criticism  to 
those  who  may  feel  disposed  to  make  it 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  in  the 
course  of  his  observations  the  other 
night,  stated  frankly  that  it  was  not  his 
intention — and  he  could  not  believe  that 
it  would  be  the  intention  of  any  Go- 
vernment— to  exercise  any  power  placed 
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in  their  hands  in  an  arbitrary  manner. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  subsequently 
stated  that  he  intended  to  look  into  l^e 
matter  and  see  what  words  could  be 
iotrodttced  as  a  safeguard  upon  a  point 
wiiioh  we  looked  upon  as  one  of  the 
greatest  dangers  of  this  Bule.  Such 
woids  of  limitation  hare  not  yet  been 
introduced  into  the  Eule.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  G-entleman  has 
had  time  to  consider  the  qualified  assur- 
ance which  he  gave  to  the  House  on  the 
subject  or  not.  Of  course,  if  he  is  in 
the  position  to  say  that  after  the  remarks 
which  have  been  made  in  the  House  on 
this  particular  point  he  sees  the  value  of 
the  criticism  which  has  been  offered,  and 
is  prepared  to  insert  some  such  qualifica- 
tion as  is  stated  in  this  Amendment,  I 
shcmld  have  no  object  in  pressing  the 
Amendment  further ;  but  the  assurance 
given  by  the  right  hon.  G-entleman  was 
not  absolutely  definite,  and,  therefore,  I 
moye  the  Amendment  in  order  to  afford 
Mm  an  opportunity  of  explaining  the 
course  he  intends  to  pursue.  In  future 
it  is  quite  possible  that  this  enormous 
power  may  be  in  the  hands  of  a  Oovem- 
ment  who  may  be  less  eenerous  and  less 
just  in  their  action  than  the  present 
(bvemment.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  able  to  say  that  he 
is  prepared  to  carry  out  substantially 
the  qualified  assurance  he  gave  the  other 
night,  so  that  I  may  be  spared  the 
necessity  of  going  farther  with  this 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  by 
inserting,  after  the  word  ''proposed," 
the  WQ]^,  ''  and  opportunity  horded 
for  Debate  thereon." — {Mr,  MoUoy,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  have  no  hesitation 
whatever  in  giving  the  assurance  which 
the  hon.  Genueman  asks  for — that  there 
ifl  no  wish  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  stifle  debate,  or  to  prevent 
ad6<^uate  discussion,  on  any  question 
which  may  be  brought  before  the  House ; 
hat  I  am  of  opinion  that  if  these  words 
we  inserted  tiiey  will  tend  still  further 
to  delay  and  hinder  and  protract  the 
progress  of  Public  Business.  The  Go- 
venmient  will  undertake  to  introduce 
words  which  will  fully  protect  freedom 
of  debate.    It  is  their  intention  to  make 
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a  proposal  based  very  much  on  the  sug- 
gestions of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Wells  Division  of  Somersetshire 
(Sir  Bichard  Paget),  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Hants 
(Mr.  Sclater-Booth),  who  desires  to  pro- 
vide that  there  shall  be  such  discussion 
secured  for  the  minority  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Speaker  and  Chairman  of 
dommittees  is  necessary  to  preserve  the 
privileges  of  hon.  Members  of  this 
House.  There  is  no  desire  to  interfere 
with  them  in  any  shape  whatever.  I 
have  so  strong  an  opinion  on  the  subject, 
that  if  I  felt  that  these  Rules  could  be 
used  by  any  Government  to  put  a  stop 
to  proper  discussion  so  as  to  enable  them 
to  pass  a  measure  by  a  simple  majority, 
I  would  be  no  party  to  it.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve, however,  that  these  proposals  in- 
volve anything  of  the  kind.  They  are 
framed  solely  with  a  view  to  forwarding 
the  Business  of  the  House  in  a  reason- 
able and  practical  manner,  and  I  believe 
their  operation  will  be  to  secure  time  for 
the  discussion  of  questions  that  are  now 
wholly  neglected,  and  to  facilitate  the 
progress  of  Business  which  cannot  at 
present  be  undertaken  at  all.  I  trust 
that  after  this  assurance  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  withdraw  the  Amendment, 
and  allow  us  to  proceed  with  the  fur- 
ther Amendments  that  remain  on  the 
Paper.  Perhaps  it  would  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  that  I  should 
read  the  Amendment  now  standing  on 
the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Somersetshire. 
It  is  as  follows: — 

<*  A  Member  rising  in  bis  place  may  more 
'  That  the  Question  be  now  put,'  and  if  it  shall 
appear  to  the  Chair  that,  having  due  regard  to 
the  rights  of  the  minori^,  it  is  proper  that  the 
flense  of  the  House,  or  of  the  Committee,  dioold 
he  taken,  as  to  whether  or  not  the  subject  has 
been  adequately  discussed ;  he  shall  so  inform 
the  House  or  the  Committee,  and,  in  su<^  case, 
shall  forthwith  put  the  said  Question  'That 
the  Question  be  now  put/  which  shall  be  de- 
cided without  Amendooent  or  Debate.'' 

I  do  not  bind  myself  to  accept  those 
identical  words  but  I  will  bind  myself 
to  accept  the  spirit  involved  in  them,  and 
also  in  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  North  Hants — 

'<  That,  in  giving  the  consent  of  the  Chair^  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  (as  the  case  may  be) 
shall  have  regard  to  the  general  sense  of  the 
House  or  of  l^e  Committee,  and  likewise  to  the 
fair  and  reasonable  pmilegee  of  the  minority." 

Our  only  object  is  to  secure  that  there 
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•houkl  be  such,  an  amount  of  discnsBion 
as  in  the  judgment  of  the  House  will 
secure  a  reasonable  and  fair  elucidation 
of  any  question  brought  before  us. 

Mb.  WHITBEEAI)  (Bedford) :  I  am 
afraid  we  are  going  on  too  rapidly.  The 
rig^t  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  is  pre- 
pared to  adopt  substantially  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Somersetshire.  I  think  it  now  be- 
comes necessary  for  the  Goyemment  to 
tell  us  what  are  the  words  they  intend  to 
adopt,  because  the  words  proposed  by 
the  non.  Baronet  and  those  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  North  Hants, 
which  the  Gbvernment  also  intend  to 
adopt,  are  very  different.  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
has  just  told  us  that  he  intends  to  accept 
the  spirit  of  both,  I  think  he  ought,  in 
fairness,  to  giye  us  the  exact  words. 

Db.  GOMBilNS  (Boscommon,  S.): 
We  enjoy  at  present  the  right  of  debate 
— a  right  not  depending  on  any  casual 
Member  standing  up  in  his  place  and 
moying  that  the  debate  be  dosed,  but  a 
right  depending  on  the  grant  of  liberty 
of  speech  in  tms  House  which  we  have 
enjoyed  from  time  immemorial,  in  con- 
junction with  a  wise  discretion  exercised 
oy  the  Chair  in  regard  to  the  manner 
in  which  ererybody  may  exercise  that 
right.  It  is  now  proposed  to  take  that 
right  away  from  us,  and  to  leave  the 
liberties  of  individuals ;  nay,  more,  even 
of  Parties,  in  this  House,  entirely  at  the 
mercy  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasuiy , 
or  somebody  else  who  may  brine  for- 
ward a  Motion  for  the  prevention  of 
further  debate.  I  should  like  to  know, 
if  we  are  to  be  allowed  adequate  debate, 
what  means  of  securing  it  can  be  sug- 
gested better  than  those  proposed  in  the 
Amendment  which  has  been  placed  upon 
the  Paper  bv  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell).  Is  it  desired  to  take 
away  all  opportunity  for  debate  ?  If  it 
is  not  intended  in  any  circumstances 
that  may  arise  to  take  away  all  oppor- 
tunity of  debate,  and  to  deprive  Mem- 
bers, practically,  of  all  Ubeity  of  speech 
— ^if  it  is  not  intended  to  be  a  weapon  to 
silence  hon.  Members,  and  take  away 
all  the  ancient  Privileges  of  this  House, 
what  objection  can  there  be  to  the  in- 
troduction of  these  words  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  says — **  Trust  me  with  this 
weapon  for  closing  your  mouths ;  trust 
me  with  this  gagging  apparatus;  but 
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jovL  may  be  sure  that  I  shall  never  pal 
it  in  force  unless  the  carenmetances  are 
such  as  to  require  the  use  of  some  sueh 
stringent  measure?    If  it  is  not  in- 
tended to  make  use  of  this  g^,  why 
should  we  hand  it  over  to  the  ri^t  bciL 
(Gentleman  or  to   any  other   Govern- 
ment ?    If  it  is  not  intended  to  atop  dis- 
cussion before  there  has  been  an  ade- 
quate debate,  why  ask  for  power  to  do 
so  f    There  was  never  a  tyrant  in  the 
world  who  did  not  maintain  that   the 
tyrannic  power  he  ezerdsed  was  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people  he  ruled.    From 
Nero  downwards  I  never  heard  of  any 
tyrant  who  did  not  assert  that  the  most 
severe  of  his  measures  were  measures 
that  were  forced  upon  him  by  the  exi« 
gencies  of  the  case ;  and  if  we  pass  these 
Rules,  we  shaU  have  no  security  that 
they  will  be  exercised  in  a  rational  and 
proper  way,  and  without  injuiy  to  the 
liberties  of  those  whom  it  may  be  deaixed 
to  over-ride.  Her  Majesty's  dovemmeBt 
say  they  will  never  use  such  a  power  at 
all ;  but  what  may  happen  whoi  tkere 
is  strong   political  feeling  and  great 
Party  heat  upon  some  great  measure 
before  the  House — a  measure,  perhaps, 
endangering  the  existence  of  the  Govern* 
ment,  or  some  measure  which  tiie  Go* 
vernment  are  earnestly  bent  on  pushing 
forward  against  the  wish   of  a  large 
minority  of  the  House?    It  is  not  in 
quiet  days  like  these,  and  in  compara- 
tively unimportant  circumstances,  that 
a  Bule  of  this  kind  is  wanted ;  bat  it 
may  be  found  desirable  to  use  it  on  an 
occasion  when  the  heat  of  debate  is 
greater  than  usual,  owing  to  the  deep 
national  importance  of  thequestion under 
consideration.    We  want  an  ex^cit  de- 
claration on  the  Bules  of  the  House  to 
which  we  can  appeal,  and  ask  the  judg* 
ment  of  the  Chair.    We  are  ptej^iei  to 
trust  your  impartiality.  Sir,  and  we  wish 
to  have  this  declaration ;  otherwise  the 
liberty  of  the  individual  may  be  taken 
away,  and  the  liberty  of  this  House. 
We  desire  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  exhibit  in 
something  more  than   general  profes* 
sions  of  good- will  and  reepeot  for  our 
liberties  that  he  intends  to  cany  out 
what  is  proposed  by  this  Amendment, 
either  by  accepting  it  now,  or  stati&g 
that  he  is  prepared  to  accept  something 
equivident. 

Mb.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  S.) :  Ishould 
like  to  hear  some  explanat^n  of  the 
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•iaot  of  ihe  aeoeptance  by  the  (Jorern- 
ment  of  the  Ainendment  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Wells 
Ditiaion  of  Somerset  (Sir  Biohard 
Piget).     • 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Baronet  will  require 
some  modification,  but  I  will  give  the 
Hoose  the  full  meaning  of  the  idteration 
whidi  we  propose  to  make.  It  is  in- 
tended  to  give  Hihe  Speaker  and  the 
Chairman  a  eomplete  veto  on  the  Motion 
made  to  pnt  in  operation  the  cloture,  on 
the  ground  that  it  may  be  an  abuse  of 
the  Kales  of  the  House,  or  an  inMnge- 
ment  of  the  rights  of  the  minority ;  and 
in  order  to  provide  that  the  Ohair  shall 
mf<n*m  the  Houee  that  in  the  opinion  of 
the  House  the  subject  should  no  longer 
be  discussed.  In  this  way  the  closure 
wiU  be  put  on  the  responsibility  of  the 
mover,  subject  to  the  veto  of  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman,  who  will  be  able  to  say 
that  that  veto  is  given  on  the  ground  that 
the  Motion  is  either  an  abuse  of  the 
Bales  of  the  House  or  an  infringement 
of  the  rights  of  the  minority,  and  that 
the  subject  should  not  be  further  dis- 
cussed. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
Would  not  the  words  of  the  Amendment 
proposed  have  the  effect  of  excluding 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Ghentleman 
the  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread),  which  is  a  little  further  down  on 
the  Paper,  and  which  proposes  to  leave 
oat  the  words  ''  If  the  consent  of  the 
Chair  has  been  previously  obtained  ? '' 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  finds 
himself  unable  to  state  to  the  House  off- 
hand the  terms  of  his  Amendment,  and 
that  being  so,  afaritori,  it  must  be  ex- 
tremely difficult  for  other  hon.  Members 
of  the  House  to  understand  his  proposal. 
Everyone  must  feel  the  preponderating 
importance  of  the  Amendment  we  are 
discussing.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  position 
in  which  he  has  placed  the  House.  An 
Amendment  is  moved  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell},  which 
Amendment,  as  well  as  that  ox  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford,  raises  the  distinct 
que^ion  of  whether  the  consent  of  the 
Chair  shall  or  shall  not  be  required. 
These  two  Amendments  have  been  on 
Ike  Paper  f6r  some  days  in  succession, 
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and  to*day,  for  the  first  time,  we  see  on 
the  Paper  an  Amendment  standing  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Somerset  (Sir  Eichard  Paget). 
We  have  had  hardly  any  time  to  con* 
aider  that  Amendment,  although  it  may 
absolutely  exclude  us  from  discussing 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford.  Then,  whilst^ we  are  endea- 
vouring to  find  out  the  meaning  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  down 
comes  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  proposes 
an  Amendment  to  the  Amendment,  the 
terms  of  which  he  cannot  give  to  the 
House.  I  am  sure  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  the  last  man  in  the  world  who 
would  wish  to  take  an  unfair  advantage 
of  a  political  opponent ;  but  if  he  desired 
to  take  advantage  of  the  natural  lack  of 
alacrity  of  his  opponents  to  understand 
an  Amendment  not  on  the  Paper,  he 
could  not  have  done  more  |than  he  has 
done.  One  of  my  hon.  Friends  proposes 
that  we  should  adjourn  for  an  hour.  If 
the  rifi^ht  hon.  Q^ntleman  will  consent 
to  such  adjournment,  and  will  under- 
take, at  the  expiration  of  an  hour,  to 
understand  his  own  [Amendment  and 
explain  it  to  the  House,  our  position 
would  be  clear.  At  the  present  moment 
we  are  in  a  perfect  fog. 

Mb.  SOLATEB- booth  (Hants, 
Basingstoke) :  I  confess  I  should  prefer 
the  Amendment  as  I  originally  put  it  on 
the  Paper.  The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Somerset  does 
not  appear  to  me  particularly  happy  or 
complete,  and  even  if  that  objection 
could  not  be  taken,  they  are  not  the 
words  the  Oovemment  are  finally  pre* 
pared  to  adopt. 

Mb.  speaker  :  There  is  great  in- 
convenience in  discussing  an  Amend- 
ment on  a  subsequent  part  of  the  Paper, 
and  I  would  siiggest  'to  the  House  that 
the  discussion  should  now  be  taken  on 
the  first  words  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Wells 
Division  of  Somersetshire  (Sir  Bichard 
Paget)— namely,  ''A  Member  rising 
in  his  place.''  That  would  not  pre- 
clude the  subsequent  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bedford. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Member  who  hasmoved  the  Amend- 
ment now  before  the  House  and  inti- 
mated his  willingness  not  to  press  it  on 
to-night  on  my  being  prepared  to  give 
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an  undertakmg.  I  hare  not  moved  any- 
thing, nor  has  the  hon.  Bcuronet  (Sir 
Biohard  Paget)  yet  moved  anything,  and 
Ii  therefore,  do  not  know  that  I  am  qnite 
in  Order  in  referring  to  what  we  may 
subsequently  propose,  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork  (Mr.  Pamell^  will 
withdraw  his  Amendment  we  will  meet 
him  in  the  sense  I  have  described,  and 
this  undertaking,  I  think,  will  fully 
meet  the  engagement  I  have  entered 
into.  We  shall  then  approach  the  first 
words  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Somersetshire, 
which  practically  raises  the  question  in 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bedford.  I  understand 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  objects  to  the 
interposition  of  the  Chair.  Well,  the 
words  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  are,  '<  if  it  shall  appear  to  the 
Chair ; "  and,  if  the  Amenoment  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  precedes  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford,  the  latter  will  be 
able  to  obtain  his  point  by  challenging 
these  words  I  have  quoted.  I  should 
be  pr^[>ared,  if  it  were  in  Order  to  do 
BO,  to  postpone  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  until  we  have  taken  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford ;  but 
that  is  a  matter  for  the  House  to  con- 
sider, and  is  a  matter  concerning  the 
Order  of  Procedure  of  which  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  are  the  best  judge.  I  would 
point  out  that  I  am  not  entirely  respon- 
sible for  the  difficulty  that  has  occurred. 
When  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  is  removed  we  shall  be  in  a 
position  to  deal  with  the  greater  ques- 
tion that  has  been  raised. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOUET 
(Derby) :  I  understand  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  suggests  that  the  gene- 
ral discussion  as  to  the  inteiposition  of 
the  Chair  should  be  taken  on  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bedford,  and  I  must  say  that 
that  appears  to  me  the  natural  and 
proper  course.  If  the  House  agrees 
witn  the  hon.  Member,  there  is  an  end 
of  the  question;  but  if,  on  the  oUier 
hand,  it  difiPers  firom  him,  then  would  be 
the  time  to  consider  what  modifications 
should  be  introduced  into  theBule  as  at 
present  proposed. 

Me.  MOI4LOT :  On  the  question  of 
the  withdrawal  of  this  Amendment  I 
am  i>laced  in  rather  a  serious  difficulty. 
I  said  I  would  withdraw  it  if  the  en- 
gagements of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

Mr,  W.  JSr.  Smith 


were  fulfilled;  but  I  naturally  mesnt 
fulfilled  in  the  sense  of  hon.  GkntleDien 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  If  I  were 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment,  it  would 
be  altogether  gone,  and  I  do  not  know 
what  the  proposal  of  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  tiie  Tret' 
sury  would  be.  It  is  now  a  quarter  paat 
8  o'clock,  and  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  ia 
a  short  tbne  be  leaving  for  the  ususl  in- 
terval. I  think  in  that  intenral  the 
terms  of  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  shonld  be 
shown  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bedford,  in  which  way  some 
conclusion  might  be  arrived  at  K  I 
were  to  withdraw  the  Amendment  nov 
I  should  be  guilty  of  tiie  f  oolidi  act  of 
giving  up  a  mrd  in  the  hand  fSor  two  in 
the  bush.  

Thb  CHANCELLOBofths  EXOHE- 
QIJEE  (Mr.  Gosohen)  :  There  are  three 
proposals  before  the  House— that  of  tiie 
hon.  Member  for  Cork ;  that  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Somersetshire; 
and,  finally,  the  largest  question  of  all, 
whether  there  is  to  be  any  interposftkni 
of  the  Chair  at  all.  I  entirely  agree 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  opposite  that 
we  shall  gain  time  by  dea&g  fbet 
whether  the  Chair  is  to  interpose  at  afl. 
After  that  is  decided  we  could  proceed 
to  consider  what  ot^er  safeguards  mij^ht 
be  put  in.  We  bould  leave  the  subject 
of  adequate  discussion  until  the  question 
of  the  interposition  of  the  Speaker  is 
decided. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABOOUKT:  The 
proposal  is  th^t  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bedfbrd  Aould  be 
moved  as  an  Amendment  to  the  propoial 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  fbr 
Somersetshire. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  most  shnde 
course  would  be  to  go  on  with  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Somersetshire,  formally  raising  the  qnee- 
tion  contained  in  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  on  &0 
words  "  and  if  it  shall  appear  to  (he 
Chair.'' 

Mb.  WHPTBEEAD  (Bedfbrd) :  The 
hon.  Member's  Amendment  is  an  Amend- 
ment in  itself,  and,  if  tiiat  is  taken,  I 
shall  not  have  an  opportunity  of  raising 
my  Amendment  at  all.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  tfenfber 
for  Somersetshire  raises  a  variety  of 
issues ;  but  I  only  desire  to  raise  one, 
and  it  would  be  a  much  more  A&^ 
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eoone  to  allow   my   Amendment    to 
be  pot  as  it  appears  on  the   Notioe 
Paper. 
Ma.  SCLA.TEE.BOOTH:  It  is  im- 

C'ble  to  take  the  Amendment  of  the 
Barcmet  the  Member  for  Somerset- 
shire in  a  different  order  to  that  in  which 
it  appears  on  the  Notioe  Paper.  If  the 
hon.  Baronet  is  not  here  when  his  name 
is  called,  the  other  Amendments  can  be 
proceeded  with. 

Ub.  sexton  (BelJhet,  W.)  :  As  the 
House  has  got  into  an  inextricable  en* 
tanglement,  I  would  ask  jou,  Sir,  if  you 
would  be  kind  enough  to  follow  a  praoti- 
oal  suggestion  and,  as  this  is  about  the 
Bsaal  hour  for  you  to  retire,  now  allow 
the  House  half-an-hour  of  recess  ? 

CoLOHBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Membor  for  Somersetshire  (Sir  Bichard 
Paget)  will  indude  so  much  new  matter 
that  I  think  it  would  be  well  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  to  moTe  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate.  If  we  do  not  adopt  such  a 
coufse  but  deal  with  the  Amendment  in 
a  haphazard  manner,  we  shidl  get  into  a 
state  of  interminable  chaos. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  seems  to  me 
there  is  more  misapprehension  than  real 
mistake  in  the  minds  of  hon.  G^otlemen 
opposite.  The  Amendment  before  the 
House  is  that  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Cork.  When  that 
is  [disposed  of,  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  will  come  on 
ior  consideration.  He  wiU  not  move  it 
in  the  form  in  which  it  stands  on  the 
Paper,  aa  that  would  now  be  impossible, 
but  I  would  give  him  a  fair  opportunity 
by  moving  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Uember  for  Somersetshire  as  far  as 
this — 

"  A  Member  rising  in  his  place  may  olaim  to 
BWYo  *  That  the  qnefltion  be  now  put,*  and  un- 
leii  U  iball  appear  to  the  Chair  that  snch 
Motion  is  an  abuse  to  the  Bulee  of  the  House." 

What  we  desire  to  affirm  is  that  the 
Chair  shall  have  a  positive  duty  to  dis- 
charge in  connection  with  putting  the 
dotare  to  the  House.  That  is  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Government ;  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bedford 
wishes  to  dissent  from  that  view,  and  it 
appears  to  me  that  he  will  be  able  to  do 
8o»  and  to  move  his  Amendment  when 
we  anive  at  the  words  "  unless  it  shall 
c^pear  to  the  Qhair.^'  The  hon.  Mem- 
oar  sw  more  to  leave  out  these  words, 


and  such  Motion  will  be  equivalent  to 
that  he  has  put  upon  the  Paper — namely, 
to  strike  out  the  words  **  u  the  oonsent 
of  the  Ohair  has  been  previously  ob- 
tained." I  may  say  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  that  I  un- 
dertake to  bring  up  words  to  meet  the 
case  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Somerset. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT:  I 
would  suggest  that  the  simplest  way 
out  of  the  impasat  would  be  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  use  his  influence  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Somerset- 
shire to  get  him  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment, so  as  to  enable  that  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bedford  to  be 
proceeded  with.  That  will  be  the  most 
natural  course  to  take,  for  the  reason 
that  anything  the  hon.  Baronet  desires 
to  do  can  be  equally  well  done  if  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bedford  is  defeated.  It 
seems  to  me  that  we  have  here  an  in- 
genious manoeuvre  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Sonereet- 
shire  to  obtain  precedence  over  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford. 

Sib  EIOHAED  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells) :  I  object  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman imputing  motives.  He  says  this 
is  an  <' ingenious  manosuvre."  I  can 
assure  him  that  I  contemplated  no  such 
thing.  I  saw  a  difficulty,  and  this 
Amendment  suggested  itself  to  my  mind 
as  likely  to  overcome  it.  I  framed  my 
Amendment  myself  and  put  it  down  my- 
self, and  it  should  be  decided  on  its 
merits.  I  am  not  prepared  to  with- 
draw my  Amendment,  at  any  rate  with- 
out further  consideration. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  It  might,  perhaps, 
be  convenient  for  me  to  make  a  sug- 
gestion, though  I  do  not  say  that  what 
I  propose  will  be  sufficient.  If  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Somersetshire  were  moved 
as  a  substantial  Amendment,  any  Amend- 
ment could  be  moved  to  it,  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bedford 
could  move  to  strike  out  of  the  Amend- 
ment words  similar  in  effect  to  those  he 
proposes  to  strike  out  of  the  Besolu- 
tion — the  words  ''  unless  it  shall  appear 
to  the  Chair."  That  would  raise  the 
whole  question  of  the  intervention  of  the 
Ohair — the  whole  point  in  dispute. 

Mb.  WHITBREAD  (Bedford) :  But, 
Sir,  the  Amendment  I  should  have  to 
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more  to  amend,  it  seems,  would  not  be 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Somersetshire,  but  that 
Amendment  coupled  with  one  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  sits  behind 
him  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth).  The  Govern- 
ment put  this  before  us,  and  ask  us  to 
discuss  it  at  a  minute's  notice,  without 
seeing  the  words.  The  most  convenient 
course,  it  seems  to  me,  would  be  for  the 
hon.  Baronet  to  postpone  his  Amend- 
ment, and  allow  me  to  move  the  one  I 
have  had  on  the  Paper  for  a  long  time. 
It  is  not  imlikely  that  we  should  finish 
the  discussion  on  that  to-night,  then  to- 
morrow the  hon.  Baronet  could  put  his 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  and  we  should 
be  in  a  position  to  give  it  proper  con- 
sideration. 

Thb  Marqubss  of  HAETINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Bossendale) :  The  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  adopting  that  course  is 
that  we  cannot  get  to  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Genueman  the  Member  for 
Bedford  without  passing  the  words,  ''  a 
Motion  may  be  made,''  which  were  in 
the  ori^al  Rule,  but  which  will  not  be 
in  the  Kule  as  the  Government  propose 
that  it  shall  stand.  If  we  take  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford,  and  it  is  negatived,  the  words 
**  if  the  consent  of  the  Chair  has  been 
previously  obtained,"  would  stand  part 
of  the  Rule.  That  is  not  the  present 
proposal  of  the  Government.  I  am 
afraid  there  is  no  possible  alternative 
but  to  adopt  the  usual  course  of  taking 
the  Amenaments  as  they  stand  on  the 
Paper. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY :  Would  it  not  be 
possible  to  postpone  the  Government 
Amendment,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  House  just  now 
suggested  ?  It  would  be  found  very  easy 
to  bring  it  on  after  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford. 

Thb  SECRETARY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.)  : 
There  is  a  difficulty  in  the  way  of  the 
course  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Derby,  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny),  whereas  there  is 
none  in  the  way  of  the  course  suggested 
by  you  yourself.  Sir,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House.  The 
plan  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  House  would 
enable  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  to 
raise  the  whole  question  he  desires  to 
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raise.  The  words  the  Govemmoit  wodU 
propose  to  move  are — 

"  A  Member  rising  in  his  |»laoe  mxj  dsm  to 
move  '  That  the  Question  be  now  put,*  tad  un- 
less it  shall  appear  to  the  Chair  tikat  sudi  Mo- 
tion is  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  Hooie,  or 
an  infringement  of  the  rights  of  the  minority, 
and  the  Chairman  shall  so  inform  ihe  House  or 
Committee,  thereupon  the  Question,  *  l^atthe 
Question  be  now  put,'  shall  be  pot  forthwith, 
and  dedded  upon  without  ijnendment  or 
Debate." 

The  whole  question  of  whether  ot  not 
the  Chair  shall  be  allowed  to  interpose 
can  be  raised  on  that. 

SiE  WILLIAM  H  AECOUET :  What 
is  it  we  are  going  to  amend — ^the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Somersetshire  on  the  Paper,  or 
some  shadowy  Amendment  to  be  sub- 
stituted for  that,  to  be  evolved  out  of  the 
inner  consciousness  of  the  (Government  ? 
We  cannot  carry  the  words  of  the  Go- 
vemmeot  Amendment  in  our  memory. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  should  be  glad 
to  take  the  Division  on  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  were 
it  possible ;  but  Mr.  Speaker  has  ruled 
that  it  cannot  be  taken.  Let  us  tlien 
proceed  to  dispose  of  the  AmendmentB 
which  remain  on  the  Paper  ^  in  their 
natural  order ;  and  then,  if  it  be  pos- 
sible to  meet  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford,  and  to  give  him 
the  clear  issue  he  wishes  to  raise,  I  can 
only  say  that  I  shall  be  most  ready  to  do 
it. 

MR.WHITBREAD:  Would  it  not  be 
possible  for  me  to  move  to  omit  all  the 
words  of  the  Besolution  down  to  the 
words,  "consent  of  the  Chair  having 
been  previously  obtained  ?  "  That  would 
leave  a  door  open  for  the  hon.  Baronef  8 
Amendment,  and  allow  me,  in  the  first 
place,  to  raise  a  clear  issue. 

Sib  RIOHAED  PAGET :  I  have  no 
desire  to  prevent  a  clear  iBsue  being 
raised ;  but  it  can  be  done  in  the  waj 
that  you,  Sir,  have  already  pointed  out 
If  the  Amendments  are  taken  in  the 
sequence  in  which  they  are  on  the 
the  Paper,  the  hon.  Member  for  Bed- 
ford can  take  issue  on  my  Amendment 
at  the  point  where  it  breaks  away  from 
his  own. 

Mb.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford.  E.): 
Any  confusion  that  may  have  arisen  i« 
altogether  owing  to  the  light  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  House  himselt 
for  a  more  clouded  statement  than  ^ 
which  has  fallen  from  him  I  never  heird. 
He  proposes  to  amend  the  Amendment 
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of  the  hoQ.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Somersetehire,  and  then  to  invite  Amend- 
ments  to  his  Amendment  from  this  side 
of  the  House.  The  more  the  sabjeot  is 
eoDsidered  the  more  it  will  be  seen  how 
necessary  it  is  to  have  the  words  of  the 
Gbvemment  proposal  on  that  Paper. 
With  regard  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hen.  Member  for  Cork,  I  should  think 
it  would  commend  itself  to  anyone  who 
cares  for  the  freedom  of  debate.  If  the 
Bales  are  passed  as  they  are  the  inde- 
pendenoe  of  the  Chair  will  to  some  extent 
snfier,  and  we  shall  be  unable  to  look  to 
it  for  protection,  as  we  have  been  ao- 
customed  to  do  in  the  past. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  Amendments  of 
the  bon.  Member  for  Bedford  and  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Somerset- 
shire could  be  brought  abreast  by  allow- 
ing the  words  of  the  original  Eesolution 
to  stand  down  to  ''made,''  in  line  2. 
After  that  word  it  would  be  competent 
for  the  hon.  Baronet  to  move,  ''by  a 
Member  rising  in  his  place."  The  hon. 
Member  for  ^dford  would  then  be  able 
to  move  first. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  If  a  majority  of  the 
House  voted  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  we  shoidd  not 
be  able  to  take  a  clear  issue  on  the  other 
point.  The  issue  the  hon.  Member  de- 
sires to  raise  could  be  taken  on  the  words, 
**  unless  it  8hall  appear  to  the  Ghair," 
in  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Somersetshire. 

Me.  speaker  :  If  the  Amendment 
now  before  the  House  were  withdrawn, 
I  should  call  upon  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
to  move  his  Amendment,  and  on  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  could  move 
his  Amendment.  I  now  leave  the  Ohair 
for  the  usual  time. 

Mb.  MOLLOY:  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hardly 
know  what  position  we  are  in.  I  pro- 
posed an  Amendment,  and  thereupon 
certain  suggestions  were  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House.  In  fact,  I  appealed  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  not  to  put  me  in  a  posi- 
tion of  discussing  an  Amendment  if  the 
assurances  he  had  given  to  the  House 
were  going  to  be  fulfilled.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  rose,  and  we  have 
been  occupied  nearly  an  hour  and  a-half 
upon  an  Amendment  which  he  is  about 
to  introduce.   So  far  as  I  know,  the  last 

{proposition  was  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
or  Bedford. 


Mb.  SPEAKBE  :  The  course  that  has 
been  pursued  has  been  somewhat  irregfu- 
lar.  The  only  course  now  is  to  proceed 
with  the  Amendment  on  the  Paper  until 
we  reach  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Somerset. 

Mb.  MOLLOY:  I  cannot  withdraw 
the  Amendment  I  have  proposed,  be- 
cause no  agreement  has  been  come  to 
concerning  the  safeguards  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  has  announced  his  inten- 
tion of  introducing.  The  power  which 
is  given  under  the  Kule  as  it  now  stands 
is  &e  power  of  crushing  out  debate  alto- 
gether. It  is  a  matter  for  the  serious 
consideration  of  the  House  whether  tiiey 
are  prepared  to  give,  not  only  to  this 
Government,  but  to  future  Governments 
in  this  House,  the  power  and  the  right 
to  prevent  all  discussion.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  we  are  not  passing  a 
Rule  which  is  to  obtain  during  the  pre- 
sent or  the  next  Sestton  only;  we  are 
now  legislating  for  the  future. 

Mb.  speaker  :  This  is  a  second 
time  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  on 
his  own  Amendment.  It  is  quite  irregu- 
lar for  him  to  do  so. 

Mb.  MOLLOY :  You  will  remember. 
Sir,  that  you  called  upon  me. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  called  upon  the 
hon.  Gentleman  because  I  thought  he 
was  going  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  MOLLOY :  I  beg  your  pardon. 

Mb.  PARNKLL  (Cork,  City) :  I  de- 
sire to  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  in  my 
judgment  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House  is 
entirely  insufficient  and  illusory,  and 
not  such  a  one  as  would  justify  me  in 
withdrawing  any  of  my  Amendments 
whicb  propose  to  go  in  the  direction  of  see- 
ing that  there  shall  be  ample  discussion. 
This  Amendment  which  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Birr  (Mr.  Molloy)  has 
moved  for  me  becomes,  in  view  of  the 
unsatisfactory  nature  of  the  safeguards 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intends 
to  propose  when  the  time  is  reached, 
more  than  ever  necessary.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  told  us  that  he  does 
not  object  to  affording  opportunity  for 
debating  before  the  closure  is  applied ; 
but  if  he  does  not  so  object,  why  does 
he  not  put  it  in  his  Rule.  We  examine 
this  Rule  from  top  to  bottom  and  we  do 
not  find  a  single  safeguard  in  it;  we 
simply  see  the  Members  of  the  House  ^ 
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of  Commons  and  the  rights  of  minorities 
left,  or  proposed  to  be  left,  at  the  meroj 
of  the  Ministry  and  the  majority  of  ihe 
day.  Sir,  if  this  Bnle  is  passed,  and  if 
we  are  beaten  in  our  Amendments,  we 
shall  die  fighting  hard.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  has  not  met  us  in  the  way 
we  might  hare  expected  he  would  have 
met  OS  from  his  antecedents  and  from 
his  courteous  demeanour.  I  fear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  be^i  led  away 
from  the  paths  of  conciliation  and  con- 
cession to  his  political  opponents  since 
the  advent  into  this  House  of  the  right 
hon.  Geatleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Gbschen).  I  can  only 
liken  the  right  hon,  Oentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  iiie  Treasury  to  Faust,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  to  Mephistopheles ; 
and  I  fear  very  much  that  the  counsds 
and  seductions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
have  already  produced  their  effect  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury ;  short  as  has  been  the 
time  since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  occu- 
pied a  seat  at  the  elbow  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury had  been  told  five  years  ago,  or 
even  last  autumn,  that  he  was  going  to 
agree  to  such  a  Bule  as  this,  much  less 
that  he  was  going  to  propose  it  himself, 
his  hair  would  have  stood  on  end  in 
horror  at  the  sug^stion.  But,  Sir, 
when  Members  of  Tarliament  get  into 
Office  their  old  nature  foresakes  them 
and  they  become  different  beings.  They 
seem  to  forget  that  a  time  may  come 
when  they  may  be  in  Opposition,  and 
when  they  will  bitterly  regret  that  the 
love  of  power  prompted  them  to  throw 
away  the  safeguards  of  the  rights  of 
minorities.  The  minorities  in  the  House 
ought  to  strive  for  such  protection  as  I 
propose;  even  the  so-called  Unionist 
Party,  those  who  have  announced  that  it 
is  above  all  things  their  intention  to 
have  one  Parliament,  and  to  have  Lrish- 
men  represented,  and  fully  represented, 
in.  ihAt  Parliament — have  shown  that 
they  look  upon  Irish  Members  as  being 
not  so  good  as  themselves,  as  being  tm- 
worthy  of  having  the  same  measure  of 
justice  meted  out  to  them  as  ought  to  be 
meted  out  to  an  English  Partv  in  Op- 
position. I  have  seen  that  the  nur  {day, 
and  the  justice,  and  the  toleration  whidi 
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you  extend  to  your  British  poUtioal  op^ 
ponents  are  not  exteoded  to  yourlndL 

Klitical  opponents.  P^  Oh,  oh ! "]  Hob. 
Bmbers  will  have  full  opportaiiity  of 
debating  this  question,  and  I  thii^  ihtt 
if  they  have  got  anything  to  say  against 
the  reason  and  justice  of  what  I  am 
urging  they  ought  to  say  it  when  the 
proper  time  oomes,  and  address  obser* 
vations  to  the  Chair  instead  ol  making 
inarticulate  noises.  So  far  during  tiie 
course  of  this  debate  they  seem  to  havs 
engaged  in  a  conspiracy  of  aileBce,  aad 
therefore  they  are  not  entitled  to  inter- 
rupt me,  I  maintain  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  attitude  always  main- 
tained towards  the  Irish  Party,  it  is  our 
duty  to  leave  no  stone  unturned  in  tiT- 
ing  to  impress  the  conscience  of  the  rig^ 
hem.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Hooss 
as  to  the  necessity  of  inserting  suitsUs 
safeguards  in  this  Bule.  We  know  how 
this  Bule  will  operate.  The  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Bouse 
wiU  bring  in  a  Coemon  Bill,  and  pmh 
it  through  the  House  by  main  force  re- 
gardless of  our  protests.  Now  is  ov 
time,  before  we  have  been  gagged  and 
silenced  by  the  action  of  the  Front 
Bench  and  the  tyrannical  power  of  the 
majority,  to  rise  and  struggle,  and  to 
strDce  and  resist  with  all  our  might  sad 
main  before  this  Bule  is  passed.  I 
should  like  to  know  once  more  where  is 
the  urgency  of  or  necessity  for  this  new 
Bule ;  for  I  must  confess  I  am  totaUj 
ignorant  on  the  subject.  I  trust  that, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Amendment 
as  announced  by  the  right  hon.  Gende- 
man  the  Leader  of  the  House  contains 
no  single  word  or  suggestion  whatever 
that  there  should  be  adequate  debate, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  the 
necessity  of  agreeing  to  the  Amendment 
which  has  been  moved  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Birr;  and  of 
modifying  his  subsequent  proposal  in 
such  a  way  as  to  secure  that  Uxt  plsf 
for  minorities,  which  is  entirely  absent 
from  the  Bule  as  it  stands. 

Mr.  O'DOHEBTY  (Donegal,  N.): 
It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
Government  are  logically  committed  to 
the  words  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Meo- 
her  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  by  the  ww* 
which  they  propose  to  add  guaranteeing 
the  rights  of  mincmties ;  though  it  ia 
also  apparent  that  while  there  are  sootf 
minorities  they  will  proteet,  there  aie 
oUier  minorities  they  will  not  piotM^ 
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The  Oovemment  have  made  great  strides 
ia  retpeottoolosiire ;  last  jear  they  were 
onfy  fkvoarable  to  its  application  at 
hatf-past  It  o'clock  at  m^,  and  at 
half-past  6  on  Wednesday  aftemoons, 
and  only  Bt  these  times  upon  certain 
Motions.  Bat  the  advance  which  has 
been  made  sinee  last  year  absolutely 
amooats  to  this,  tiiat  the  closnre  may  be 
potinibreeatany  stage  or  moment,  and 
ahuoet  upon  any  subject  before  the 
Heoae;  after  one  or,  perhaps,  two  per- 
son have  dnoussed  a  subject  the  closure 
can  be  iqiplied.  It  seems  to  me,  there- 
foie,  timt  the  words  suggested  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oork  are 
peffeetly  oonmstent  with  the  spirit 
eraced  by  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House,  and  in  my 
opinioB  would  canr  out  ^e  right  hon. 
Gentiema&'a  object  better  than  his  own 
woids« 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  (Edinburgh,  8.): 
[Hie  Amendment  which  has  been  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  fmr  Oork 
(Mr.  Psraell)  is  a  very  simple  one,  and 
I  think  may  be  discussed  by  us  now 
without  regard  to  the  controversy  which 
may  follow  as  to  the  action  of  the 
Speaker.  I,  therefore,  treat  the  Amend- 
ment as  <me  proposed  in  reference  to  the 
pioposed  Bule  as  it  now  stands,  and  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  it  appears  to  me, 
looking  at  it  eahnly  in  that  way,  that 
the  Amendment  eicpresses  a  true  prin- 
ciple. The  object  of  the  Bule— as  I 
tmnk  it  will  be  agreed  by  both  sides — is 
this,  that  when  a  question  has  been  fully 
debated  it  should  oe  in  the  power  of  the 
House,  with  or  without  certain  safe- 
guards, to  close  debate.  If  that  is  the 
object,  it  is  only  right  it  should  be  stated 
that  the  closure  may  be  applied  only 
after  the  question  has  been  so  debated. 
It  should  not  be,  at  any  rate,  the 
effect  of  the  Bule  that  the  closure 
should  be  applied  when  only,  perhaps, 
one  speaks  had  spoken,  and  when, 
clearly,  tiiere  has  been  nothing  which 
could  possibly  be  caUed  debate.  If  that 
be  so,  surely  it  is  well,  in  providing  for 
what  we  mean,  to  introduce  some  such 
words  as  are  now  proposed.  They  can- 
not possibly  do  any  harm ;  I  think  they 
express  really  what  is  the  intention  of 
the  House,  and  that  intention  ought  to 
be  expressed  if  this  Bule  is  to  be 
acospled  by  all  Parties  in  the  House.  I 
Attcertaimy  disposed  to  say  that  the 
woris  proposed  1^  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Oork  are  fair  and  reasonable,  and  that 
we  should  do  well  to  accept  them. 

Mr.  LABOUOHEBE  (iTorthampton) : 
As  we  understand  these  Boles  they  are 
intended  to  act  a^^ainst  deliberate  ob- 
struction, and  against  undue  prolixity. 
But  the  silence  of  hon.  G^nt^emen  on 
the  Ministerial  Bendlies,  and  the  refusal 
on  their  part  to  discuss  this  Amendmmit, 
very  dearly  shows  what  is  the  intention 
of  die  Government.  I  ask  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  whethw  liiey  contend  that 
a  decision  ought  to  be  taken  without 
due  opportunity  being  afforded  for  de- 
bate ?  That  is  practictdly  what  they  say 
by  their  silence.  If  they  think  so,  let 
them  have  the  courage  of  their  convic- 
tions. This  is  how  we  understand  the 
refosal  of  the  Government  to  accept 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Oork  (Mr.  Pamell).  I  trust 
my  hon.  Friend  will  go  to  a  Division.  If 
we  are  beaten,  we  shall  be  beaten,  but 
at  least  we  shall  have  an  opportunity  of 
protesting,  not  only  against  tfiis  new 
theory  or  doctrine  which  is  set  up,  but 
against  this  conspiracy  of  silence  which 
refuses  even  to  discuss  it.  It  is  all  very 
well  to  talk  about  safeguards  against 
obstruction  and  prolixity,  but  we  want 
safeguards  against  the  majority  riding 
roughshod  over  the  minority. 

Mb.  OHAPLIN  (LiDcolnsfaire,  Slea- 
ford) :  We  also  want  a  safeguu^d,  axtd 
we  find  a  safeguard  in  tbo  words  of  tho 
Bule,  ''If  the  consent  of  the  Speaker 
has  been  previously  obtained."  I  put 
it  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  whe- 
ther he  really  believes  that  any  Gentle- 
man who  maybe  elected  to  the  Speaker's 
Ohair  will  arbitrarily  allow  this  Bule  to 
be  put  in  force  in  regard  to  a  subject 
which  ought  to  be  debated  ? 

Sin  GEOBGE  OAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) :  It  seems  that  what  we  require 
is  that  in  some  form  or  other  there 
should  be  safeguards  for  adequate  and 
sufficient  debate.  I  do  not  express  an 
opinion  with  regard  to  the  wording  of 
the  clause,  or  as  regards  the  question 
whether  Uiis  is  the  proper  point  at 
which  such  a  clause  should  be  intro- 
duced ;  but  I  do  desire  to  express  my 
opinion  that  in  principle  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  is  right.  We  should  put 
it  in  sudi  w(»ds  as  imply  that  when  the 
Speaker  gives  a  decision  that  decision 
shall  be  that  in  the   opinion  of  the 
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Speaker  toffieisnt  debate  has  been 
Iiad. 

Thb  0HAN0£LL0B  or  the 
DUOHY  OF  LANCASTER  (Lord  Jomr 
MiinfSRs)  (Leioeetershire) :  I  think  the 
koB.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labonehere)  can  hardly  have  been  in 
the  Hoiue  dnring  the  ^^ecuseion  earlier 
in  the  evening,  or  else  he  would  know 
that  the  viewe  of  the  OoTemment  were 
fairlj  expressed  bj  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  House.  There 
is  no  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
Temment  to  shirk  this  question.  The 
view  of  the  Goyernment  has  been  stated 
most  clearly  and  most  distinctly.  We 
admit  that  safeguards  are  required,  and 
the  safeguards  which  we  propose  have 
been  dearlyindieated,  and  in  the  opinion 
of  her  Majesty's  Government  the  inter- 
Tention  of  the  Speaker  is  most  certain 
to  act  as  a  safeguard  of  a  proper  and 
most  legitimate  character,  and  one  most 
o«*tam  to  be  exercised  for  the  due  pro- 
tection of  minorities  in  the  debates  of 
tills  House.  I  have  noticed  in  this 
debate  that  several  hon.  Gentlemen 
have  insimiated  that  occasions  may 
arise  when  Speakers  may  be  unduly 
influenced,  and  that  the  rights  of  mino- 
rities will  be  sacrificed  by  the  Speaker. 
I  have  to  speak  very  frankly  on  this 
subject.  I  lutve  sat  now  in  this  House 
more  than  46  years,  and  I  have  sat 
under  the  Speakership  of  four  different 
Speakers,  every  one  of  whom  was  se- 
lected from  the  Party  with  which  I  had 
no  connection,  and  against  whom  I  was 
opposed.  Looking  back,  I  say  distinctly 
that— *so  far  as  my  memory  serves  me — 
I  have  no  complaint  whatever  to  make 
agaiast  the  impartiality  and  fairness  of 
any  one  of  those  Speakers.  I  repose 
the  most  implicit  confidence  in  the  fair- 
ness and  impartiality  of  any  Speaker 
who  is  likely  to  be  selected  by  the  great 
majority  in  this  House  to  fill  that  Chair ; 
and  my  deliberate  conviction  is  that  in 
the  consent  or  the  refusal  of  the  Speaker 
to  pennit  the  closure  to  be  put  in  force, 
the  minority  in  this  House  has  the  best 
security  which  it  can  have  for  a  fair  and 
legitimate  discussion  of  a  question  in 
which  it  may  be  concerned. 

Me.  T,  C.  HAEMNGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour):  I  can  only  account  for  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Ohan- 
^eaUor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Lord 
John  Manners)  that  the  views  of  the 
Government  were  clearly  stated  by  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  <rf  the 
House,  by  the  fact  that  the  noble  Loid 
was  not  in  the  House  when  the  views 
of  the  Gk>vemment  were  made  known. 
I  venture  to  say  that  Uie  noble  Lord  is 
the  only  person  in  the  House  who  will 
Btand  up  and  declare  that  the  views  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  upon  tkis 
question  have  been  made  dear.  It  ifi 
quite  evident  that  everyone  iraa  com- 

Eletely  muddled  by  the  statement  made 
y  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House,  and  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  was  not  able  to  retd 
the  notes  he  had  written  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  him  to  state  the  views  of 
the  Government.  The  noble  Lord  has 
said  that  guarantees  were  given  by  die 
Leader  of  the  House  that  the  Chair 
would  intervene  for  the  purpose  of  se- 
curing due  debate  on  any  subject 
Now,  that  was  not  at  all  the  promise 
made  to  us  by  the  Leader  of  the  House 
— it  was  quite  of  the  opposite  character 
to  that.  It  simply  went  to  save  the 
Government  from  the  obstruction  which 
might  naturally  arise  out  of  a  BesoliitioB 
of  this  kind  if  individual  Members  or 
minorities  in  this  House  had  recourse  to 
a  practice  which  the  Gh>vemment  wish 
to  retain  only  for  thems^vee — namelj, 
if  minorities  should  take  it  into  tiMnr 
heads  to  exercise  the  privilege  of  getting 
up  and  moving  ''  That  the  Question  l)« 
now  put."  Of  course,  we  have  no  such 
guarantee  as  that  which  is  proposed  hj 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell), 
which,  upon  the  very  face  of  it»  is  a 
reasonable  guarantee,  and  one  which  no 
argument  can  be  advanced  against  So 
far  as  I  can  see,  it  is  quite  possible  that 
the  very  moment  that  a  Question  is  pro- 
posed in  this  House  any  hon.Memberm&y 
stand  up  and  move  *'  That  the  Question 
be  now  put/'  and  the  concession  which 
the  Leader  of  the  House  wishes  us  to 
believe  he  has  made  to  the  House  as  an 
equivalent  for  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  is  simply  this — ^that 
where  it  appears  to  the  Speaker  that 
the  Motion  is  an  abuse  of  the  Privileges 

of  the  House 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  confining  himself  to  the 
Amendment  before  the  House,  bat  to 
an  Amendment  to  be  proposed  another 

\b..  T.  C.  HAEBINGTON:  I  wiH 
only  say,  in  conclusion,  that  if  the  60* 
vemment  have  any  real  intention  of  as- 
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raxing  to  hon.  Members  of  this  House 
liie  right  to  debate  sabjeots  brought  for- 
ward, I  fail  to  see  why  they  ehoidd  have 
any  objection  to  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork. 

Mb.  BBADLATTGH  (Northampton) : 
I  do  not  think  the  right  hon.  Ghentleman 
the  Member  for  linoolnshire  (Mr.  Ohap- 
lin)  can  be  aware  of  what  was  said 
eariier  in  the  eyening,  beoanse  if  he  had 
he  would  not  have  said,  in  answer  to 
my  Colleague,  that  we  have  the  safe- 
ffuard  that  an  opportunity  will  be  af- 
forded for  debate  in  the  terms  of  the 
Rule  as  proposed,  inasmuch  as  it  is  ne- 
eessaiy  to  obtain  the  consent  of  the  Chair 
before  the  closure  is  applied.  [Mr. 
Oeatltn  :  I  was  not  here.  J  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House,  in  the  course  of  the  somewhat 
irregular  conyersation,  hadfpromised  to 
amend  so  as  to  do  away  with  that  con- 
sent. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self did  not  seem  yery  dear  as  to  the 
course  be  intended  to  pursue;  but,  at 
any  rate,  the  only  guarantee  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chaplin)  re- 
lies on  has  dean  gone,  and  therefore  I 
trust  we  shall  haye  his  support  in  the 
Lobby. 

Mb.  JOHN  COONNOR  (Tipperary. 
8.) :  I  congratulate  the  House  on  having 
escaped  from  a  very  serious  dilemma, 
and  I  congratulate  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread)  upon  the^firmness  he  showed  in 
demanding  to  see  the  Amendment  of  ^the 
Government  in  black  and  white  before 
we  proceed  to  discuss  it.  We  are  as- 
sured that  the  Eule  if  allowed  to  stand 
as  originally  drafted,  will  not  be  put 
into  execution  to  the  disadvantage  of 
minorities.  Upon  what  grounds  are  we 
to  trust  it  will  not  be  put  unduly  into 
operation  against  minorities?  We  have 
the  assurance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle  < 
man  the  Leader  oi  the  House  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith).  I  am  prepared  to  attach 
some  importance  to  the  assurances  of  the 
rifcht  hon.  Gentleman,  judging  from  the 
urbanity  he  has  displayed  in  the  conduct 
of  the  Business  of  the  House.  I  have 
no  doubt,  so  long  as  the  present  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  occupies  his  pre- 
sent position  on  the  Front  Government 
Bendi,  that  this  Bule  will  not  be  unduly 
pnt  in^oroe  affainst  minorities.  Now,  we 
are  also  asked  toftrust  to^the  Speaker, 
ftnd  We  are  told  that,  judging  m)m  the 
impartiality  and  fairness  which  you,  Mr. 


Speaker,  and  your  inunediate  Predeces- 
sors have  shown,  the  Bule  will  not  be 
improperly  enforced.  But  we  must  re- 
member that  neither  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  nor  yourself,  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  occupy  your  respective  positions  al- 
ways. It  has  been  found  necessary  in 
the  past  for  this  House  and  the  country 
to  place  restrictions  upon  kings  and 
upon  people  in  high  stations,  and  there- 
fore it  is  absolutely  neeessary  lor  the 
present  generation  not  to  abandon  their 
liberties  into  the  hands  of  any  indi- 
viduals whatever.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Lord  John  Manners)  has  said  he  has 
had  experience  of  four  Speakers,  and 
that  they  have  always  been  seleeted 
from  the  Party  to  whidi  he  was  opposed: 
But  the  noble  Lord  has  never  had  ex- 
perience of  a  Badical  Speaker;  and  it  is 
quite  possible  that  in  the  near  future 
the  Badical  Party,  numerically  small  at 
present,  may  be  in  a  position  to  elect 
the  Speaker.  We  have  received  the  as- 
surance that  there  will  be  adequate  dis- 
cussion permitted  before  the  Question 
before  the  Chair  is  put ;  but  I  hold  it 
does  not  rest  with  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  or  the  Speaker  to  say  when 
adequate  discussion  has  taken  place.  It 
is  provided  by  the  Bules  that  the  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  should  control 
both  the  GK>vemment  and  the  Speaker. 
What  is  the  evident  sense  of  the  House? 
Is  it  the  opinion  expressed  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers who,  when  the  bell  rings,  rush  in 
from  the  Library  or  the  Smoking  Boom 
to  outvote  those  who  have  paid  atten- 
tion to  the  course  of  the  debate  ?  Or 
is  the  evident  sense  of  the  House  the 
opinion  of  those  who  return  firom  con- 
vivial dinner  parties,  and  with  their 
full- dressed  imaginations  declare  they 
know  more  about  the  subject  than  those 
who  have  been  sitting  through  possibly 
a  wearisome  discussion  in  order  to  arrive 
at  a  just  conclusion  ?  The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  is  a  very 
reasonable  one,  and  we  can  do  no  better 
than  discuss  it  to  its  fullest  extent,  and 
then  take  by  a  Division  what  will  be 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House  in  regard 
to  it. 

Mb.  HANDMi  C0S8HAM  (Bristol, 
£.):  I  think  that  tiie  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
has,  at  any  rato,  the  advantage  of  being 
exceedingly  opportune.  If  the  object 
to  be  attained  is  that  there  should  be  j 
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adequate  debate,  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  words  like  the  hon.  Member's 
should  be  introduced  in  the  Bule.  There 
is  nothing  on  which  the  House  can  better 
exercise  its  talents  than  the  protection 
of  the  rights  of  minorities.  I  cannot 
imagine  why  the  Goiremment  should 
object  to  the  addition  of  these  words  if 
they  really  desire  that  there  should  be 
adequate  debate  allowed.  It  appears 
to  me  that  one  of  the  reasons  why  the 
Ooremment  are  so  anxious  to  prevent 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  being  adopted  is  that  they  are  very 
recent  conyerts  to  the  closure,  and  being 
Tory  recent  conyerts,  they  are  in  a  fog 
as  to  how  to  put  the  closure  in  motion. 
I  hope  that  even  at  the  last  moment  the 
Gt>yemment  will  listen  to  the  arguments 
used  and  accept  this  Amendment. 

Ma.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.): 
Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  a  notorious  fact  that 
many  hon.  Members  who  will  take  part 
in  the  Division  have  not  heard  one  word 
of  the  argument  The  question  at  issue 
is  simply  whether  the  House  of  Com- 
mons is  going  to  retiun  for  itself  the 
privilege  of  discussing  any  question 
that  is  brought  Intimately  before  it. 
Now,  the  words  of  the  .^jnendment  are 
sufficiently  elastic  to  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sit  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  ample  opportunity  of  applying 
the  cloture,  while,  at  the  same  time, 
they  preserve  to  us  some  semblance  of 
the  rights  for  which  we  covenanted  when 
we  b^me  Members  of  tiie  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  adopted  a 
very  singular  course  in  tegaxd  to  this 
Amendment.  He  had  not  one  word  of 
intelligible  argument  to  offer  against 
the  spirit  of  the  Amendment,  and  yet 
he  said  he  could  not  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment. Why?  Simply  because  it  was 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell).  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  on  to  say  the  Government 
would  adopt  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Somersetshire 
(Sir  Bichard  Paget),  but  in  the  form 
th^  themselves  preferred.  He  got  fast 
in  his  elucidation  of  the  intentions  of 
the  Government,  and  left  the  House  in 
complete  ignorance  of  what  he  really 
proposed  to  do.  Now,  will  the  House 
assent  to  the  principle  that  there  must 
be  an  onportunity  of  debate  afforded 
before  a  Question  is  put  from  the  Chair  t 
It  is  all  very  well  to  tfdk  about  the  pro- 
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tection  that  is  afforded  in  the  &ir  desl- 
inp^  of  the  Speaker  or  Chairaian  of  Codl- 
mittees.  That  is  a  most  illusory  pro- 
tection^  because  there  will  be  thegreiiM 
possible  temptation  to  future  gevsRi- 
ments  to  elect  a  Party  Speaker  and  a 
Party  Chairman,  in  order  that  theymav 
rush  their  own  wishes  at  a  gallop  throngb 
the  House.  There  can  be  no  reaaonaUe 
objectien  to  the  insertion  of  the  words 
proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Meoh 
ber  for  Cork.  What  is  the  alternative 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  to  this  Amendment  f  It 
is  that  words  be  inserted,  pnmding 
that  due  regard  be  had  to  the  protec- 
tion of  ''the  minority."  I  ask  tiie 
House  to  particularly  mark  the  words 
"  the  minority."  There  is  no  body  re- 
cognized in  the  House  but  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Opposition.  Indeed|Itlnnk 
we  should  be  asked  to  adopt  tiie  words, 
<  <  minorities  and  Members  of  the  House, " 
so  that  ''the  minority"  and  the  "Go- 
vernment of  the  day  "  shall  not  be  the 
only  elements  of  consideration.  I  mam- 
tain  that  every  hon.  Member  has  inhe- 
rent rights  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  look  upon  every  Member  as  a  possible 
minority  in  the  House,  and  I  tfaerdore 
consider  that  the  rights  of  individial 
Members  ouffht  to  be  protected.  We 
do  not  ask,  by  this  Amendment,  that 
the  words  "after  debate,  "<»  after 
adequate  debate,"  should  be  inserted; 
but  that  the  words,  "and  opportunily 
afforded  for  debate  thereon,"  shall  be 
inserted.  The  House  will  make  a  great 
mistake  if  it  omits  to  insert  these  words, 
which  will  secure  ample  opportunily  for 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.) : 
This  is  the  third  time  I  have  listened 
in  the  hope  that  a  gleam  of  proba- 
bility would  appear  that  the  right  of 
speech  in  this  House  would  be  fenced 
aroimd  with  some  kind  of  saleguard. 
And  again  we  have  been  met  with  what 
I  may  call  the  sole  energy  of  the  Go- 
vernment— the  energy  of  silence.  The 
Government  are  silent.  I  ask  if  they 
are  simply  mutes  following  with  pre- 
tended sorrow  the  funeral  of  Consdta- 
tional  privileges.  A  time  may  come 
when,  possibly  in  this  House,  we  may 
look  above  the  Gangway  and  see  disas- 
trous incompetency  enthroned  as  states- 
manship ;  while  below  the  Gangway  we 
may  see  faction  take  the  rJaoe  of  loyal^ 
to  Party.   I  ask  where  then  will  be  the 
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Ftrtj  trUo  will  protect  freedom  of  debate 
and  the  expression  of  opinion  ?  If  this 
opportunity  for  debate  be  not  giyen,  it  is 
posfiible  that  measures  of  great  import- 
ance may  be  passed  whilst  our  mouths 
are  shut.  The  Ministry  of  the  day  may 
tiiink  discussion  in  this  House  in  times 
of  great  international  complications  is 
not  proper ;  but  I  ask  if  discussion  is  to 
be  stopped  for  such  a  reason.  Are  the 
Ooremment  in  such  times  to  be  not 
mefely  the  libertines,  but  the  autocrats 
of  debate  ?  If  that  is  not  the  intention 
of  hon.  Members  I  call  on  them  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  WHITBREAD  (Bedford):  I 
lise,  Sir,  to  express  a  hope  that  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
will  expedite  the  Business  before  the 
House. 

Ms.  SPEAKBB:  The  hon«  Member 
lias  ahreadj  spoken  on  this  question. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  with  regard 
to  the  position  in  which  this  House  is 
placed  by  the  explanation  of  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  opposite  ^Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith).  The  only  position  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  has  left  us  after  a 
debate  of  two  hours,  in  which  the  Irish 
Party  have  unselfishly  stood  up  for 
liberty  of  debate  in  this  House,  is  a  posi- 
tisn  of  absolute  darkness.  We  shall 
oorselyes  very  soon  be  out  of  all  liberty 
of  debate,  so  that  it  matters  very  little 
what  we  do ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  we 
are  bonnd  to  make  a  certain  stand  even 
though  in  doing  so  we  show  undue  dero- 
tion  to  the  Oonservatiye  Party  with  whom 
wehaye  been  foolish  enough  to  act  in 
the  past,  and  from  whom  we  have  met 
with  a  base  return.  The  Government 
seem  to  suppose  that  being  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  they  will  remain  there  for 
ever— such  is  the  state  of  beatitude  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  now  lying  on  a 
bed  of  roses ;  last  May  when  he  was  out 
of  Office  and  a  Member  of  the  Committee 
on  Procedure,  he  was  upon  a  bed  of 
thorns,  and  then  he  was  extremely 
anxious  to  maintain  the  rights  of  minori- 
ties,  and  that  nothing  should  be  done  to 
cripple  freedom  of  debate.  Again,  in 
1882,  he  was  asking  what  security  we 
had  in  mrnj^lj  appealmg  to  the  authority 
of  the  Chair.  Now  ne  tells  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  Uiat  he 
need  have  no  fear,  because  everything 
w31  be  safe  in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker ; 


we  are  to  place  full  confidence  in  the 
authority  of  the  Chair.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Chancellor  ofthe  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Lord  John  Manners)  seems  to  suppose 
that  because  we  have  full  confidence  in 
the  authority  of  the  Chair,  we  do  not 
need  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
But  we  have  no  voice  in  the  Election  of 
the  Speaker ;  if  we  had,  we  should  per- 
haps have  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
(Mr.  Bigsrar)  in  the  Chair.  Not  that  I 
say,  Sir,  for  one  moment  that  you  do  not 
make  an  excellent  substitute. 

Mb.  speaker  :  These  remarks  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  are 
scarcely  respectful  to  the  Chair. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  should  be 
sorry.  Sir,  to  institute  any  invidious 
comparison.  

Mb.  SPEAEEB  :  I  must  call  on  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  leave  that  line  of 
remark.         

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  shall  certainly 
be  most  happy  to  abide  by  any  ruling 
you  may  g^ve,  Sir.  It  is  suggested  by 
the  Government  that  we  should  rely 
upon  the  authority  of  the  Chair  instead 
of  something  stated  in  the  written  Bules. 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  is 
his  objection  to  import somethingwhich 
will  correspond  to  this  into  the  Kules  ? 
It  is  surely  desirable  that  when  Bules 
are  proposed  by  the  Government  they 
should  know  exactly  what  they  mean ; 
and  by  refusing  to  express  this  in  the 
Bules,  they  leave  open  a  point  which 
will  lead  to  interminable  conflict  with 
regard  to  matters  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance.  Instead  of  that  confidence  whi^aU 
Parties  in  the  House  have  in  the  au- 
thority of  the  Speaker,  you  will  have 
conflict  with  the  Chair,  and  a  spirit  of 
criticism  with  regard  to  the  Chair  such 
as  at  the  present  moment  we  have  no 
idea  of.  The  state  of  our  relations  with 
Mr.  Speaker  are  now  of  the  most  happy 
character,  and  you  propose  by  refusmg 
to  make  a  written  Bule  to  bring  about 
quite  a  different  state  of  relations.  I 
hope  the  Tory  Party,  however,  wUl  re- 
member their  Constitutional  position  in 
this  House,  where  they  have  been  fre- 
quently in  minority  and  will  be  so  again. 
The  Gt)vemment  have  not  endeavoured 
to  make  clear  what  it  is  they  want ; 
they  seem  to  suppose  that  we  diall  infer 
what  that  is ;  but  I  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  teU  us  the  safeguard 
he  proposes,  and  to  place  it  on  the 
Paper. 
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Mk.  W.  E.  OLADBTONE  (Edin- 
burg^yMidLotliiaii^:  Sir,I  do  not  entirely 
understand  why  it  is  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  find  it  to  be  their  duty  to 
oppose  the  introduction  of  these  words. 
I  own  I  should  have  thought  that  these 
words  were  completely  in  conformity  with 
the  spirit  of  those  Amendments  which  we 
are  approaching,  and  with  which  we 
have  had  the  distinct  intimation  that 
Her  Majesty's  Govemment  intend  to 
agree,  what  are  these  words?  They 
require  that  there  shall  be  an  oppor- 
tunity for  discussion.  But  that  does  not 
imply  that  there  should  be  discussion. 
Thisproposal  is  simply  an  intimation  to 
the  daair  to  the  effect  that  there  shall 
not  be  that  rapidity  of  action  which  is 
entirely  to  shut  out  the  opportunity  of 
raising  discussion  if  there  should  be  a 
desire  to  raise  it.  It  implies  that  there 
should  be  a  reasonable  pause  before 
the  Question  is  put,  in  case  an  hon. 
Member  should  wish  to  discuss  any 
Amendment  before  the  House.  The 
proposal  does  appear  to  me  completely 
in  the  spirit  of  those  Amendments  which 
I  hope  are  about  to  be  settled  without 
any  material  difference  of  opinion.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Famell) 
has,  I  think  with  very  sound  judgment, 
forborne  to  introduce  the  obvious  word- 
ing of  '^  sufficient  opportunity  or  ample 
opportunity ;"  all  that  he  says  is  that 
some  opportunity  should  be  given  for 
discussion,  and  I  am  sure  that  in  sup- 
porting the  insertion  of  these  words  we 
shall  he  doing  no  more  than  supporting 
a  suggestion  which  is  completely  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  spirit  of  the  Amend- 
ments which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  given  us  to  understand  they  are 
ready  to  admit. 

The  SEORETAIIT  op  STATE  fob 
WAB  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  Sir,  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  has  been  for  some  time 
absMit  from  the  House,  can  hardly  have 
any  correct  idea  of  the  object  of  the 
amendment  we  have  now  before  us.  We 
on  this  side  of  the  House  all  desire  that, 
whenever  any  reasonable  proposal  is 
brought  forward,  an  opportunity  shall 
be  afforded  for  its  discussion  at  a 
reasonable  length.  But  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  Qli.  Famell) 
assumes  that  on  an  Amendment  of  any 
character  proposed  in  this  House  there 
9haU  be  a  discussion.    What  does  that 


the  Bourn 


956 


mean?  It  means  that  on  eirerj  Ikie  nl 
every  Bill  tiiat  may  be  brought  forwaxi 
there  shall  be  discussion ;  that  an 
amendment  may  be  raised  on  eveiy  item 
of  Supply,  and  that  there  jshall  be  a 
direction  to  the  Speaker  that  dxacusnon 
shall  be  allowed  upon  every  snch 
Amendment.  That,  Sir,  is  a  amggestioa 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
wholly  unable  to  accept,  and  it  is  one 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
those  who  think  with  him  have  them- 
selves rejected. 

MK.ILLINGWOETH(BradfOTd,W.): 
Sir,  this  House  has  not  finally  decided 
as  to  whether  you  should  be  oalled  upon 
to  take  part  in  the  question  of  the  apph- 
cation  of  the  closure  otherwise  than  by 
simply  putting  the  Question.  But  surely 
there  can  be  nothing  more  moderate 
than  the  suggestion  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  I  re- 
fuse to  admit  that  there  is  any  refleotioii 
on  the  Chair  when  it  is  proposed  that 
there  should  be  some  security  for  the 
liberty  of  debate.  I  think  that  the 
highest  compliment  that  can  be  made  to 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  is  to  say  that 
absolute  confidence  should  be  placed  in 
him  in  interpreting  the  Bules  of  tiie 
House ;  and  I  object  altogether  to  tiia 
arbitruy  power  proposed  to  be  giv^i  to 
the  Speaker  when  it  is  said  that  there 
should  be  no  discretion  whatever  given 
to  him  as  to  whether  debate  should 
ensue  on  any  Motion  or  not.  I  think 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  WA  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  is  in  perfect  harmony 
with  the  assurance  given  by  the  Leader 
of  the  House  over  and  over  again ;  and  I 
am  amazed  that  there  should  be  bus- 
pidon  thrown  on  the  good  faith  of  those 
hon.  Members  who  have  no  hesitation 
in  accepting  this  Amendment.  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  £» 
Cork  is  clear  enough ;  there  is  secioity 
g^ven  for  debate,  and  liberty  for  debate ; 
and  it  will  fall  upon  you,  Sir,  or  your 
Successors  to  determine  whether  that 
liberty  has  been  abused  or  not.  I  ahoold 
be  sorry  to  pass  this  Bule  without 
having  security  given  to  us  that  &ere 
shall  be  absolute  freedom  left  in  the 
House  to  discuss  any  Question  which 
may  come  imder  discussion  in  the  inte- 
rest of  the  country.  For  these  reasons, 
I  shall  votQ  with  the  hon.  Member  fo 
Cork, 
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Qaettion  pnt. 

Thd  House  divided : — ^Ayes  186 ;  Noes 
241 :  Majority  55.-«(Div.  List,  No.  83.) 

Mb.  PABNELL  (Cork):  Sir,  the 
Ameadment  which  I  now  propose  to 
mofe  in  this  place  is  intended  to  pro- 
Tide  that  itkere  shall  be  an  opportunity 
afforded  for  the  making  of  an  Amend- 
ment before  the  dosure  can  be  applied. 
At  the  Eesolution  now  stands,  it  will  be 
posBiUe,  before  any  discussion  takes 
place  on  the  Main  Question,  or  after 
discmsion  has  commenced  on  the  Main 
Qoestion  and  has  proceeded  for  some 
little  distance,  and  before  any  Amend- 
ment has  been  moved  to  the  Main  Ques- 
tion, with  the  leave  of  the  Chair  to  ask 
that  the  Question  be  now  put;  and  if 
tl»  House  so  decide  by  the  necessary 
m^rity  the  Question  will  be  put,  and 
thai  without  any  opportunity  being  ac- 
corded for  disoussion.  This  will  very 
Tn}iistly  affect  the  right  of  minorities  in 
two  different  ways.  It  will  affect  it  in 
dabate  on  Bills  and  abstract  Motions, 
aid  it  will  affect  it  in  Oommittees  of 
the  Whole  House^and  in  Committee  of 
Supply;  but  it  will  more  injuriously 
aifeot  the  right  of  minorities  in  Oom- 
mittee  of  Supply  and  in  Oommittees  of 
the  Wh<de  House  than  in  any  other  way. 
Let  OS  oonsider  the  proceedings  that 
would  take  place  in  the  case  of  a  Bill  in 
Committee.  A  clause  is  moved,  the 
Qaestion  is  put  &om  the  Ohair,  and  the 
Qoestion  ''That  this  clause  be  added 
to  &e  Bill"  may  be  put  from  the 
Ohair;  tJie  cloture  may  be  moved  on 
the  Question,  and  the  Question  may 
be  decided  without  an  opportunity  being 
aoeorded  to  any  Member  of  opposing 
the  clause,  wmch  may  become  part 
of  the  Bill  without  any  Amendment 
whatever.  Against  such  an  abuse  as 
this  it  is  that  I  have  suggested  the 
adoption  of  this  Amendment.  By  it 
provision  will  be  made  that  the  cloture 
riiall  not  be  moved  to  the  original  Ques- 
tion, but  to  the  secondary  Question.  I 
admit,  of  course,  that  all  these  matters 
depend  rery  much  upon  the  character, 
di^oaition,  and  feelings  of  the  majority ; 
bnt  those  qualities  vary  month  by  month 
and  day  by  day,  and  they  vary  also  in 
individuals,  xou  may  have  a  Prime 
Minister  of  one  sort,  and  next  year  you 
may  have  a  Prime  Minister  of  a  d:bQ[e- 
ifent  sort ;  and  in  the  same  way,  a  ma- 
jority which  to-day  maybe  passive,  may 


to-morrow  be  burning  with  irritation 
against  its  opponents.  The  nature  of 
man  is  to  be  carried  away  with  the  feel- 
ings and  impulses  of  the  moment.  That 
is  what  we  have  to  guard  against  in 
these  oases ;  and  it  is  our  object  to  as- 
sure that  the  Rules  we  are  now  consider- 
ing shall  not  be  unfit  for  the  purpose  for 
which  they  are  intended.  What  are  we 
to  understand  is  the  pur^se  of  this 
Bule?  We  have  to  take  it  firom  the 
declarations  of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvem- 
ment  and  their  supporters;  and  it  is, 
they  say,  to  prevent  excessive  and  pro* 
tracted,  and  too  prolonged  debate ;  de- 
bate originating  in  the  purpose  of  ob- 
struction ;  they  say  that  it  is  not  intended 
to  stop  Amendments  to  clauses  of  Bills, 
or  to  Main  Questions  of  any  kind.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  has  repeatedly  declared 
that  he  would  desire  that  there  should 
be  full  opportunity  afforded  to  minori- 
ties to  move  Amendments;  and  I  am 
sure  tiiat  that  would  be  the  desire  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  although 
he  may  change  his  mind,  and  we  at  all 
events  are  not  obliged  to  believe  that  he 
will  be  always  of  the  same  mind  as  he 
is  to-night.  How  do  we  approach  this 
question  of  affording  to  minorities  the 
right  of  moving  Amendments  ?  We  ap- 
proach it  in  view  of  the  Beport  of  the 
Committee  of  last  Session,  it  was  care- 
fully provided  in  the  Beport  of  that 
Committee,  which  was  presided  over  by 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Bossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton),  that  there  shoula  be  no  advance 
upon  the  power  of  the  closure  already 
possessed  under  the  Hules  of  the  House 
until  the  House  had  been  sitting  till  12 
o'clock  at  night,  and  that  then  the  clo- 
sure should  only  apply  to  the  Orders 
which  were  at  the  bead  of  the  list  of 
Public  Business ;  in  other  words,  it  was 
seen  clearly  that  the  power  of  summary 
closure,  as  provided  by  the  Bule  before 
us,  was  liable  to  abuse,  and  the  whole 
right  was  given  to  minorities  to  move 
their  Amendments  and  speak  upon  them 
before  the  Minister  could  ask  that  the 
closure  should  be  applied.  That  is  the 
cloture  of  the  Select  Committee  of  1S86, 
which  gave  the  margin  of  a  whole  night 
to  the  minority  to  discuss  the  Main 
Question  with  Amendments.  Well,  Sir, 
with  all  that  margin,  it  was  considered 
to  be  too  stringent  and  too  dangerous 
by  the  Party  n«w  in  Office,  and  they 
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presented  a  minority  Beport  in  accord- 
ance with  those  views.  We  may  as- 
sume,  that  if  the  late  Gk>V6mment  had 
been  able  to  bring  forward  that  Closure 
Besolntion,  with  its  strictly  guarded 
provisions  and  its  safeguards  against 
abuse,  that  the  Bepresentatives  of  the 
present  Government,  including  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  theLeader  of  ue  House, 
wotdd  have  strongly  protested,  and  have 
spent  days,  and  weeks,  and  months  of 
the  time  of  the  House,  as  they  did  in 
1882,  in  protesting  against  the  insuffi- 
ciency of  the  safeguards  which  surrounded 
the  Closure  Bule,  safeguards  which  we 
should  gladly  welcome  as  being  far  in 
excess  of  what  I  am  asking  for  under 
the  Amendment  which  I  have  placed 
upon  the  Fapner.  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  think  that  he  is  acting  fairly 
towards  the  Opposition  in  the  stem 
attitude  of  nan  possumus  which  he  has 
taken  up  on  this  Question  ?  He  must  see 
by  this  time,  that  his  Bule  is  more  far- 
reaching  and  more  drastic  than  he  had 
any  conception  of  when  this  discussion 
commenced ;  andthat  many  Members  of 
the  House  view  with  alarm  the  conse- 
quences which  may  result  in  the  absence 
of  all  safeguards.  Does  he  think  it  is 
in  accordance  with  the  traditions  of  the 
Conservative  Party  that  a  Bule  like 
this— a  two-edged  weapon — should  be 
passed  without  some  addition  that  there 
shall  be  power  to  the  minority  to  move 
Amendments  P  Does  he  think  that  pos- 
terity will  hold  him  and  his  Party  blame- 
less in  giving  awavthe  rights  of  minori- 
ties? After  all,  this  is  not  a  question 
of  a  day  or  a  year.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  suppose  it  is  a  desirable 
thing  to  pass  a  stringent  regulation  in 
order  to  pass  through  a  severe  time; 
but  when  he  has  got  that  he  may  find  that 
he  is  no  better  off  than  he  was,  Just  as 
Governments  have  found  that,  having 
got  Coercion  Acts  passed,  they  have  been 
worse  off  than  before.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  remember  that  a  Mi- 
nister is  only  the  creature  of  a  day — a 
gaudy  buttemy  flying  round  the  lamp  of 
power,  who  may  find  his  wings  singed 
by  the  exercise ;  but,  however  that  may 
be,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  Leader 
of  the  Conservative  Party,  has  important 
traditions  to  preserve  in  this  matter. 
He  has  to  remember  that  his  Party  has 
been,  for  the  last  50  years,  in  five  cases 
out  of  six,  the  Party  of  minority,  and 
that  it  win  be,  in  all  probabiKty,  the 
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Party  of  minority  in  the  future.  I 
invite  him  to  give  us  a  holping  hand  in 
the  fight  we  are  now  making  os  behalf 
of  minorities.  It  is  not  a  matter  whidi 
can  affect  us  for  many  years.  I  suppose 
our  time  here,  however  matters  may 
turn  out,  will  be  limited;  but  it  is  a 
matter  which  concerns  the  Party  oi  &e 
right  hon.  Gentleman  very  deeply.  This 
House  has  many  privileges  and  many 
rights  to  guard— rights  of  prot)orty, 
inherited  rights — and  I  entreat  him, 
while  we  are  on  the  threshold  of  tMs 
great  question,  not  to  turn  his  back  upon 
this  Amendment,  but  to  see  that  there 
are  inserted  in  this  Bule  safeguards  fer 
the  protection  of  the  rights  of  minoritiei 
such  as  that  which  I  now  beg  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1»  1^ 
inserting  after  uie  word  *'  proposed  "  tttb 
words  **if  no  Amendment  has  been 
moved  thereto." — Mr.  PitnUU. 

Question  pix^sed,  '<  That  thoee  woaeii 
be  there  inserted." 

The  PIBST  LOHD  op  thb  TBEA- 
8UBT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smtth)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Pamell)  has  made  to  me  a  very  earnest 
appeal  to  endeavour  to  protect  the  rights 
of  minorities.  I  have  listened,  wx& 
very  great  attention,  to  the  speech  of  t3ie 
hon.  Gentleman ;  but  I-  will  repeat 
what  I  have  said  in  this  House  on  manj 
occasions — that  I  believe  there  will  b« 
ample  securitv  for  the  rights  of  minori- 
ties in  the  BuLe  now  before  us ;  and  Aat 
the  Bule  is  simply  directed  against  that 
licence  of  speech  which  has  existed  in 
this  House  for  several  Sessions  past.  I 
imderstand  that  tiie  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  require  tiiat  the  closuis 
shoxdd  be  moved  upon  every  Amend- 
ment, however  Mvoious,  however  fre- 
quentlv  repeated  in  substance,  so  that 
Amendments  in  Supply  on  items  of  the 
most  minute  character  would  necess^te 
repeated  Divisions  before  the  ultimate 
decision  of  the  Committee  could  be 
taken.  I  say  to  that  what  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  already  said — that  no  Member 
of  the  House  would  dare  to  propose  the 
closure  of  debate  arbitramy  without 
giving  the  House  ample  and  sufficient 
opportunity  for  debate.  On  the  other 
hand,  no  one  standing  in  the  position 
which  I  occupy  ought  to  furnish  to  those 
who  really  seek  to  turn  the  Bulee  and 
Orders  of  the  House  into  a  means  of  Ob- 
struction,   with    another    weapon,   or 
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meant  of  impediog  the  proffress  of  de* 
bate;  wh5ch,  if  this  ATDenament  were 
adopted,  would  certainly  be  the  case. 
We  have  occupied  much,  I  will  not  sav 
too  much,  time  w?th  the  discussion  ot 
this  Ru)e»  and  I  would  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  having  to  discuss 
qnestionfl  which  have  been  decided  on 
analogous  proposals,  has  only  the  effect 
of  closing  those  days  which  the  hon. 
Member.  I  belieye»  wishes,  and  which  I 
am  myseU  anxious,  should  be  available 
for  private  Members.  I  appeal  to  the 
kon.  Qentleman  to  consider  the  principles 
involved  in  the  Hule  before  the  House. 
If  he  will  do  that,  and  allow  the  House 
rapidly  to  arrive  at  a  decision  on  the 
main  principles  involved  in  this  Bule, 
the  House  will  then  speedily  regain 
control  over  its  own  time,  and  be  able 
also  fully  to  maintain  the  rights  and 
liberties  of  the  minorities. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford.  N.) : 
Sir,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  how 
anyone  can  imagine  the  speech  we  have 

i'ost  heard  pertinent  to  the  Amendment. 
i  has  sufficed,  however,  to.  let  us  see 
what  is  in  the  breast  of  the  Government, 
and  it  is  in  this,  that  in  applying  the 
cloture  to  an  Amendment,  we  shall  idso 
apply  it  to  the  Original  Question.  Strangle 
the  mother,  and  you  strangle  the  children 
also.  It  comes  to  this,  that  if  you  have 
an  Amendment  upon  an  Amendment,  bv 
patting  the  cloture  upon  that,  the  Origi* 
nsl  Question  must  be  put  straight  away. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  took  refuge  in  generali- 
ties, and  said  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  wished  to  put  the  House  back  again 
into  the  position  of  master  of  its  own  de- 
bates, and  he  spoke  of  vicious  licence 
which  had  prevailed  of  late  years.  Per- 
haps he  would  permit  me  to  point  out 
tbat  the  Member  to  whom  his  words 
would  best  apply  is  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Bandolph  Ohurchill) ;  who,  with  others 
like  him,  has  flourished  imder  the  shadow 
of  liberty  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  now  attempting  to  cut  down.  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  has  been  rightly  in- 
terpreted as  only  a  declaratory  Amend- 
ment, and  I  myself  should  be  surprised 
if  it  were  anything  else.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  nven  attention  to  this  question 
of  Procedure  for  many  years ;  in  fact,  he 
has  had  occasion  to  study  it  ab  initio.  It 
thould  be  conceded,  therefore,  that  he  is 
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likely  to  have  a  better  opinion  of  the 
stringency  of  the  Eule  than  most  Mem- 
bers. He  brings  forward  an  Amend- 
ment declaratory  of  what  ought  to  be 
the  law  of  the  House— stating  that  yon 
shall  not  cloture  the  Original  Question 
when  you  cloture  an  Amendment.  I 
think  it  a  matter  of  great  misfortune 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  when 
he  sought  to  reply  to  my  hon.  Friend, 
did  not  ffive  us  his  own  views  as  to  what 
would  be  possible  under  the  Rule  he 
proDOses,  either  with  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend  or  without  it.  No  one  can 
contend  for  a  moment  that  if  this 
Bule  is  passed  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  will  not  be  in  accordance 
with  its  spirit.  If  you  negative  the 
Amendment  you  will  therel^  place  in 
the  hands  of  the  Speaker  an  extraordi- 
nary weapon.  Let  us  suppose  the  Ad- 
dress in  rejply  to  the  Queen's  Speech  is 
under  consideration.  Tou  may  have  an 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Bor- 
desley  Division  of  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Jesse  CoUings)  on  the  Question  of  Allot- 
ments, and  if  that  is  carried  on  for  an  in- 
ordinately long  period  and  someone 
proposes  that  the  cloture  should  be  put 
on,  subsequent  Amendments  will  be  out 
of  Order.  Will  the  House  allow  that 
for  a  moment  ?  And  yet  that  would  be 
the  state  of  things  if  the  view  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  is  correct. 
That  would  be  an  enormous  misfortune^ 
and  I  beg  the  young  Democratic  Mem- 
bers of  the  Oonservative  Party,  who 
may  hope,  with  the  example  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
before  them,  to  rise  to  die  position  of 
ez-Ohanoellors  of  the  Exchequer,  to 
consider  carefully  the  position  they  will 
be  placing  themselves  in  by  supporting 
tiie  view  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury. [Criet  of  "Order!"]  I  would 
ask  hon.  Members  opposite  to  preserve 
some  kind  of  patience,  and  I  would  ap- 
peal to  them  to  have  regard  to  this 
Kule  as  it  appears  in  its  hideous  naked- 
ness. Are  we  to  be  told  when  we  know 
that  Governments  are  put  out  of  Office 
by  the  passing  of  an  Amendment  to  the 
Address,  that  by  carrving  a  proposal 
for  the  cloture  on  an  Amendm^it  you 
Mil  all  oUier  Amendments,  and  prevent 
further  discussion  on  the  Original 
Question  ?  It  appears  to  me  highly  in- 
judicious for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the    First  Lord   of   the   Treasury    by 
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answers  confined  to  generalities  to  at- 
tempt to  get  rid  of  an  inconyenient  de- 
bate.   

Me.  SCLATER  -  booth  (Hants, 
Basingstoke) :  I  am  going  to  vote 
against  this  Amendment  as  I  voted 
against  the  last,  not  because  1  nndef- 
value  the  importance  of  limiting  the  im- 
position of  tne  cl6ture,  but  because  I 
think  the  limitation  can  be  more  con- 
veniently discussed  on  an  Amendment 
which  mil  come  before  the  House  very 
soon.  I  think  the  House  is  hardly 
now  sufKciently  alive  to  the  import- 
ance of  some  limitation.  It  is  im- 
possible to  sever  one  of  these  pro- 
posals from  the  other.  BecoUect  that 
the  cI6tnre  which  hitherto  has  been  in 
abeyance,  having  only  been  exercised 
once  or  twice  in  the  course  of  as  many 
years,  will  in  future  be  a  matter  of 
every  night's  occurrence.  If  jrou  are 
to  limit  the  period  of  our  Sittings — if 
our  Business  is  to  conclude  when  the 
clock  strikes  1^  four  nights  .in  the 
week,  you  will  have  the  cl6ture  every 
nightthatthe  House  sits.  Itis  important, 
therefore,  that  the  exact  conditions  of 
the  cloture  should  be  settled,  and 
settled  carefully.  I  hope  the  House 
will  pass  away  from  the  Amendment 
we  have  before  us,  and  come  to  grapple 
with  the  question  at  issue,  which  will 
be  raised  as  soon  as  the  controversy 
is  settled  between  the  Government  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread).  I  proposed, 
originally,  that  the  question  of  the 
limitation  of  the  cl6ture  should  be  put 
in  a  proviso  at  the  end  of  the  Bule. 
The  Government  desired  that  it  should 
come  in  at  an  earlier  period,  and,  there- 
fore, they  proposed  to  adopt  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Wells  Division  of  Somersetshire, 
which  is  practically  mine.  They  do 
not  adopt  that  Amendment  in  its  en- 
tirety, but  have  adopted  variations  in 
its  language,  and  these  variations  I 
trust  they  will  put  on  the  Paper  before 
to-morrow  morning.  We  shall  then 
have  an  opportunity  of  seeing  what 
they  propose  ;  but  whatever  the  altera- 
tions m  the  hon.  Baronet's  Amendment, 
I  beg  of  the  House  to  consider  the  im- 
portance of  having  some  limitation  that 
every  human  being  can  understand,  for 
this  if  for  no  other  reason^  that  whereas 
the  cl6tnre  has  been  only  a  possible 
element  in  our  discussions  hitherto,  to 


be  availed  of  onl^  in  great  omergenaes, 
it  will  be,  if  this  Bule  is  adopted,  a 
matter  that  will  come  before  the  House, 
and  be  present  to  the  House,  on  every 
occasion  that  it  sits. 

Mk.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  &): 
From  the  Ministerial  Bench  has  come 
a  voice  of  warning.  I  do  hope  that 
the  voice  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Bclater-Booth)  will  not  be| 
to  that  side  of  the  House,  as  the  voice 
of  one  crying  in  the  wildwnesii.  We 
have  heard  generous  sentiments  from 
Gentlemen  opposite,  many  of  whom^  no 
doubt,  feel  that  the  priuciples  won  by  the 
blood  and  the  genius  of  their  forefathers 
should  not  be,  like  simple  gamblers' 
counters,  dissipated  to  the  winds.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  spoken 
in  terms  of  deprecation  of  what  he  oi& 
the  vicious  Hcenoe  of  speech.  Weil,  the 
same  observation  was  made  applicable 
to  a  great  name  in  English  literature— 
the  great  name  of  Milton,  when  be  pnb- 
lished  his  Defence  of  the  Liberty  vf  Un- 
lieeneed  Printing,  We  are  raising  oiir 
protest  against  attacks  upon  the  liberty 
pf  unlicensed  speech,  ^e  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  stated  that  it  is  his  be- 
lief that  liberty  of  speech  will  not  be 
afPeoted  by  this  B^le,  as  it  stendS)  with- 
out the  Amendment.  We  eaninot  see 
that  through  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
eyes.  We  must  look  through  the  ey^s 
of  practical  experience.  From  hon. 
ICemfoers  sitting  on  this  Bendi-^many 
of  whom  have  suffered  for  their  speeches 
•—has  oome  forth  muolt  evid^u»e  in 
defence  of  liberty  of  speech  in  this 
House  ;  consequentiy  1  shall  support 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  all 
through  his  argument,  and  the  many 
speeches  he  has  addressed  to  tb^  House 
^few,  perhaps,  in  comparison  with  the 
voices  of  warning  and  entreaty  which 
have  come  to  him  from  these  Benches- 
says  that  the  powers  he  seeks  will  not 
be  pushed  to  an  extreme  limit.  But  the 
same  argument  may  be  applied  in  cur- 
tailment of  every  liberty  we  possets. 
We  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
meet  us  in  a  spirit  of  compromise  as  an 
endeavour  to  maintain  one  of  the  feir 
remaining  safeguards  we  possess. 

Question  put. 

The  Ho^se  4*vided: — Ay^  116 ;  Noes 
802:  Majority  186.  — (K v.  li^  No, 
84.) 
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Mb.  PA3'NELL(Cork) :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  do  not  propose  to  move  the  next 
Amendment  standing  in  my  name,  as 
ike  principle  has  been  decided  by  the 
last  Question. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  next  Amend- 
ment standing  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Tyrone  (Mr.  M.  J.  Keony)  is  also  pre- 
claded  by  what  the  House  has  already 
done:  The  House  has  sanctioned  the 
adoption  of  the  cloture  while  the 
Speaker  is  in  the  Chair,  while  the 
House  is  in  Committee,  and  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply.  To  exclude 

'*thd  Hotion  for  the  Seeond  Beadisg  of  anjT 
Bill  intxodaced  on  the  retponaibility  ol  the 
Government/' 

seems  to  be  based  on  no  intelligible 
prind^e^  and  ie  in  opposition  to  what 
the  HouAeJbae  already  sanctioned. 

Mb.  PARNEIiL  (Cork)  r  The  next 
Amendment  ol  mine  is  one  for  whiehthe 
way  was  beared  -^ — 

Ma*  SP£A£EB;  As  I  understand, 
this  is  a  limitation  upcm  what  thaHomse 
has  abready  decided.  The  oloture  is  to 
he  apj^Uoable  wh/sn  the  Speaker  is  in  tiie 
Chair,  andinOommitteeOT  Supply  i  Now, 
the  hon.  Geatleman  (Mr.  Paonell)  pro* 
poses  to  eonflne  the  application  of  the 
cldtare  to  a  special  hour.  That  is  in 
opposition  to  what  the  House  has 
already  decided. 

Ma.  PABNELL :  Perhaps  I  may  be 

Krmittad  to  say  that  my  pre^KMal  to 
dt  the  application  of  the  cloture  to 

**  nddnight  on  Moadays,  Tuesdays,  Thursdays 
and  Fiidavi^  and  half-past  6  of  the  dock  on 
Wednesdays," 

is  based  npon  the  Beport  of  the  Select 
Committee  of  1886. 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
maa  had  moved  an  independent  Amend- 
ment to  the  effect  that  there  should  be 
an  aatomatie  closure  at  midnight,  that 
wotdd  be  an  entirely  different  thing ; 
but  it  appears  to  me  that  the  acceptance 
of  this  Amendment  would  be  a  direct 
stultification  of  what  the  House  has 
already  done.  The  House  has  decided 
that  the  dosure  should  be  applicable  at 
the  different  stages  I  have  mentioned, 
and  it  is  impossible  to  suppose  that  all 
these  stages  could  occur  at  midnight 

,  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  rose 
Ml  order  to  move  to  msert  after  **pro- 

Kwd"  in  line    1,   "on    a   Monday, 
^WKlay,  Friday,  and  Satufday." 
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Mr.  SPEAKER:  For  the  reasons  I 
have  just  given,  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  hon.  and  gaUant  Membw's  Amend- 
ment is  out  of  Order. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  My  Amendment 
is  simply  to  exclude  Tuesdays  and  Wed- 
nesdays from  the  operation  of  the 
closure,  and  1  submit  we  have  done 
nothing  to  prevent  me  moving  such  an 
Amendment 

Mb.  SPEAEEK  :  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  might  just  as  well  exclude 
Mondays,  Thursdays,  Fridays,  and 
Saturdays. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  submit,  Sir, 
that  we  have  done  nothing  yet  as  to 
what  days  the  Closure  Bule  is  to  be  put 
into  operation,  and  what  days  it  shall 
not  be  applied. 

Mb.  SPEAKEK  :  The  application  of 
the  cloture  to  a  particular  day  in  the 
week  would  be  inconsistent  with  what 
we  have  already  done.  After  what  has 
been  decided,  we  cannot  confine  the 
cloture  to  any  particular  hour  or  night. 
If  Amendments  of  this  sort  are  to  be 
allowed,  they  may  be  carried  to  any 
length. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  can  hardly  think  you  mean,  Mx^ 
Speaker,  that  if  we  agree  to  a  princi- 
ple, we  are  not  to  move  a  limitation 
of  that  principle.  All  I  imderstand  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Nolan) 
to  propose  is,  that  what  are  called  pri- 
vate Members'  days  should  be  exempt 
from  the  application  of  the  closure. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOTJET  (Derby) : 
I  will  riuse  no  question  upon  these 
Amendments,but  for  our  future  guidance 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  it  is  possi- 
ble, by  way  of  proviso,  for  instance, 
when  we  have  laid  down  a  general  Bule, 
to  resolve  that  the  Bule  may.  under  cer- 
tain circumstances,  be  suspended  or 
limited  to  particular  times  and  to  par- 
ticular days— in  fact,  whether  the  pass- 
ing of  a  general  Bule  would  exclude 
altogether  the  |passing  of  a  proviso 
which  would  limit  the  adoption  of  that 
Bule  in  some  w^or  other. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  that  a  special  proviso  might  not 
be  introduced,  relating  to  Tuesday  and 
Wednesday  sittings,  inasmuch  as  pri- 
vate Members*  Bills  and  Motions  would 
be  then  before  the  House;  but  I  am 
clearlv  of  opinion  that  the  ruling  I  have 
laid  cfown  is  a  sound  one— namely,  that 
the  House  having  sanctioned  a  general 
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psm^iple^  it  would  be  oni  of  Order  to 
attempt  to  reduoe  it  to  a  mmimum  bj 
a  senee  ot  minute  and  trivial  ezcep- 

tiOBS. 

OowMBii  NOLAN:  Will  you  allow 
me,  Sir,  to  alter  mj  Ameudment,  bo  as 
to  exempt  Tueedaja  and  Wednesdays. 
The  effect  of  such  an  Amendment  will 
be  esaotly  the  same  as  that  on  the 
Paper. 

Mm.  SPEAKSB:  The  House  has 
i^reed  that  the  cloture  shall  be  gene- 
vaUj  applicable.  I  think  ihe  exception 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  wishes 
to  make  might  be  made  by  way  of  a 
paKmsOy  considering  the  circumstances 
of  private  Members. 

OoLOKBL  NOLAN :  Then  I  will  move 
an  Amendment  in  the  shape  of  a  pro- 
viso, enacting  that  the  Bule  shall  not 
apply  to  Ti^esdays  and  Wednesdays. 

Ma.  SPEAKEH :  I  meant,  of  course, 
that  the  proviso  should  come  at  the  end. 
A  proviso  cannot  be  inserted  in  the 
middle  of  a  clause. 

Ma,  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
SootUnd) :  Would  I  be  in  Order,  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  moving  upon  this  Amend- 
ment the  adjournment  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  call  upon  the 
Hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
WeUs  J>ivision  of  Somersetshire. 

Sib  BICHAED  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells),  who  had  the  following  Amend- 
ment on  ^e  Paper : — 

"  Rule  1,  line  1,  kave  out  from  *  proposed,' 
to  end  of  line  4,  and  insert '  A  Member  rising 
in  hiB  place  may  more  '  1*hat  the  Question  Im 
now  put,'  and  if  it  shall  appear  to  the  Oiair 
that,  haying  due  regard  to  the  rights  of  the 
minority,  it  is  proper  that  the  sense  of  the 
House,  or  of  the  Committee,  should  be  taken, 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  subject  has  been  ade- 
quately discussed,  he  shall  so  inform  tiie  Housa 
or  the  Committee,  and,  in  such  case,  shall  forth- 
with put  the  said  Question  '  That  the  Question 
be  now  put,'  which  shall  be  decided  without 
Amendment  or  Debate/' 

saidt  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Amendment 
which  stands  in  my  name  raises  a  ques- 
tion of  very  coasiderable  importance.  I 
put  it  on  the  Paper  with  l^e  view  of 
lacilitating  the  Business  oC  the  House, 
and  of  arriving  at  a  solution  of  a  ques- 
tion of  considerable  difficulty.  In  the 
course  of  this  evening's  debate,  I  un- 
derstood you,  Sir,  to  suggest  that  it 
would  be  an  assistance  to  the  proceed- 
^s  if  the  Ijeader  of  the  House  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  were  to  reduce  my 
Amei^dment    to    such    words    as    he 

Mr*  Speaker 


thouffht  desirable,  and  ilM  fben  it 
should  be  open  to  the  hen.  Oenilei&an 
the  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread)  to  introduce  the  subjeGjb  in  which 
he  is  specially  interested^  In  view  of 
that  suggestion^ .  and  having  every  de- 
sire to  facilitate  the  Business  of  tbe 
House,  I  do  not  propose  to  move  my 
Amendment,  but  to  leave  it  in  the  hands 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Pivst  Xiord 
of  the  !&easury,  so  that  he  may  mote 
it  in  the  form  that  to  him  may  seem 
best. 

Thb  PIEST  LOED  of  t^e  ISEA- 
SUET  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Sti:snd, 
Westminster) :  From  what  the  hon. 
Baronet  has  just  said,  it  may  be  con- 
venient to  the  House  that  I  should  resd 
the  form  in  whioh  I  [Hropose  to  move  tbe 
Amendment.  Having  regard  to  the 
period  of  the  evening  (12.20),  and  to 
the  fact  that  the  Amendment  is  not  on 
tbe  Paper  in  the  precise  terms  in  which 
I  projpose  to  move  it,  I  will  only  now 
read  it,  and  then  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  in  order  that  the  Amend- 
ment may  be  taken  as  the  first  Business 
to-morrow  morning.  The  Amendment 
will  run  thus — ^To  leave  out  from  tbe 
word  **  proposed,*'  in  line  1,  to  the  end 
of  line  4,  and  insert  the  words — 

'*  A  Member  rising  in  his  pfatoe  may  daim  to 
move,  <  That  the  (Mention  be  now  put,'  sad, 
vnlfiss  it  shall  appear  to  the  Chair  that  each 
Motion  is  aa  abuse  of  tbe  Bales  of  the  House, 
or  an  infringement  of  the  rights  of  the  mino- 
rity, the  Question,  *  Hist  Ae  Question  he  now 
put,'  Anil  be  put  ^>rihwith,  and  deoided,  with- 
out Amendmeot  or  Debate." 

I  must  express  my  acknowledgments  to 
my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Richard  ?aget)  for 
having  waived  his  right  to  move  his 
Amendment.  I  believe  the  Amend- 
ment which  I  propose  will  substan- 
tially aocomplish  all  I  have  undertaken 
to  the  House,  and  will  afford  the  oppor- 
tuniiv  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)  which  I 
understand  he  deures  to  have, 

Amendtoent  propeeed, 

In  line  1,  by  leaving  out  from  the  word 
«  proposed/'  to  the  end  of  line  4,  and  inserting 
the  words^'*A  Measher  risuig  in  his  place 
may  olaim  to  move,  *  That  th«<iuAsNoB  be  bow 
put,*  and,  unless  it  shall  appear  to  the  Chair 
that  such  Motion  is  an  abuse  of  the  Kolei  of 
the  House,  or  an  infringement  of  the  rights  of 
the  minority,  the  Question,  ^  That  the  Qneslioa 
he  now  put,'  shall  be  put  forthwith,  sad  de- 
cided, without  Ameadment  or  J)ehats.'-(i^* 
William  B§nry  Smith.) 
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Q^^stkMii  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
'ftM^otion  j^i^y  b^  ogiade'  stand  part  of 
tbe^Oueetion.'* 

;  Me.  PARNELL  (Cork):  I  reaDy 
must  protest  against  the  course  which 
(he  right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has 
thought  proper  to  adopt.  Notice  was 
^'ven  of  this  Rule  in  due  course,  and  it 
18  to  be  assumed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  his  own  mind.  The 
debate  commenced  on  this  Rule,  and 
yarioois  Amendments  have  been  pro- 
posea.  The  question,  which  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  has  now  brought  for- 
ward to  meet  thier  Amendment,  was 
raised  sev^al  days  ago,  and  since  then 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  has,  I  sup- 
pose, been  carrying  about  this  Amend- 
ment concealed  upon  his  person,  and  he 
has  not  deigned  or  vouchsafed  until  this 
evening  to  inform  the  House  of  its  terms. 
I  submit  that  it  is  in  accordance  with 
precedent — that  it  is  in  accordance  with 
the  custom  and  usage  of  the  House  ^  that 
it  is  in  accordance  with  the  habits  of 
Members  of  the  House— to  give  due 
Notice  of  any  Motion  or  Amendment 
proposed  to  be  moved.  It  is  not  reason- 
able that  the  right  hdn.  Oentleman 
should  come  forward  with  an  Amend- 
ment of  thia  kind  just  as  the  House  is 
about  ta  adjourn,  and  announce  that  he 
will  propoee  it  at  12  o'clock  to-morrow. 
How  are  we  to  know  what  attitude  to 
take  regarding  thla  Amendment,  when 
we  have  had  no  Notice  of  it  ?  I  do  not 
wish  to  describe  the  caurse  of  ^x)ceed- 
ings  and  the  negotiations  which  we  may 
assume  have  taken  place  between  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  and  his  follower  (Sir  Richard 
Paget) ;  but  we  saw  that  an  Amendment 
was  put  down  in  the  name  of  that  hon. 
Geptleman,  and  that  if  it  was  put  down 
fbr  any  purpose  at  all,  it  must  have 
been  to  forestall  the  Amendment  which 
was  to  be  moved  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread).  When 
the  Amendment  baa  served  ite  purpose, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Richard  Paget) 
deotines  to  move  it,  and  thereupon  the 
Leaolerof  the  House  springs  an  Amend- 
m^t  upon  the  House  in  its  place.  I  do 
not  know  what  position  we  are  drifting 
into  in  the  consideration  of  these  Rules 
owing  to  the  shiftless  and  nerveless  cha- 
racter 4>f  the  Leadership  of  the  right 
hon.  Getideman.    It  seems  to  me  that 


we  are  carrying  on  this  debate  with  the 
probability  before  us  that  Amendments 
of  an  important  character  may  be  sprung 
upon  us  DT  the  Leader  of  the  House  at 
a  moment's  notice.  How  are  we  to  con- 
sider this  Amendment  between  now  and 
12  o'clock  to-morrow.  There  at*e  just 
11^  hours  left  to  us  for  the  purpose  of 
sleep  and  the  consideration  of  this  im- 
portant Resolution,  which  ie  to  remedy 
all  the  defects  in  this  extraordinary 
compilation  in  the  shape  of  Rules  of 
Procedure.  I  submit  that  the  i^fht 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  adjourti  this 
Debate  until  next  Friday,  in  order  to 
allow  Wednesday  to  be  devoted  to  the 
work  of  private  Members,  and  Thurs- 
day to  be  taken  up  with  Supply ;  and 
in  order  that  we  may  see  what  is  the 
nature,  tendency,  and  bearing  of  this 
Amenament.  It  may  be  that  l^e 
Amendment  will  settle  everything,  and 
that  everybody  will  be  satisfied — ^that 
the  lion  will  lie  down  with  the  lamb. 
At  all  events,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  give  his  Amendment  some  chance. 
The  only  chance  it  has  at  present  is  that 
of  being  misunderstood.  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^*  That  the  Debate  be  adjourned  till  To- 
morrow."—(Jfr.  WiUum  Henry  Smith.) 

M&.  FARN£ajL :  I  rise  to  move,  as 
an  Amendment,  that  the  debate  be  re- 
sumed on  Friday.  I  submit  that  it  is 
impossible  for  the  House  to  resume  the 
discussion  on  the  important  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  this  day. 
Surely  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  <loe8 
not  suppose  that  we  can  come  to  a  de- 
cision on  this  Question  at  so  short  a 
notice*  Does  he  intend  that  Members 
of  thia  House  shall  have  time  to  move 
an  Amendment  to  this  proposal,  or  does 
he  come  down,  like  Jupiter  from  the 
clouds,  and  tell  us  that  this  is  his  will, 
and  that  we  must  obey  it?  Is  he  the 
House,  or  does  the  House  oonsist  of  its 
Members  ?  Doea  the  tight  hon.  Gentle- 
man wish  to  have  everything  taken. on 
his  own  ip94  dwU  f 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **  To  morrow,"  in  order  to  insert 
the  word  ***  Friday."— (ifr.  ParnelL) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word, 
•^  To-morrow '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

I8ixth  Night'] 
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Mr.  CHAPLIN  (lincolDsliire,  Slea- 
ford) :  Sir,  I  must  say  that  the  stricturen 
which  the  hoii«  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  has  been  pleased  to  pass  on 
my  riebt  hon.  Friend  are  utterly  unde- 
seryed,  and  as  incoherent  as  they  are 
undeserved.  At  one  moment,  the  hon. 
Member  condemns  the  shifty  and  nerve- 
less action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  at  another,  he  spoke  of  him  as 
Jupiter  coming  down  nrom  the  clouds. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  the  Leader  of  the  House  has 
displayed,  in  the  most  remarkable  man- 
ner, qualities  of  tact,  patience,  and  firm- 
ness ;  and  it  is  because  those  qualities 
are  beginning  to  make  their  mark  upon 
tiie  House,  that  such  burning  indigna- 
tion has  been  called  forth  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  who  is  generally  so 
placid  and  calm  of  speech.  Let  me  ob- 
serve that  the  whole  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's speech  consisted  of  imputations, 
for  which,  I  venture  to  say,  there  was 
no  foundation  whatever.  He  says,  first 
of  all,  that  this  Amendment  has  been 
sprung  upon  the  House.  I  say  that 
the  moment  tiie  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Wells  Division 
of  Somerset  (Sir  Bichard  Paget]  was 
reached,  it  was  the  absolute  and  posi- 
tive duty  of  the  Leader  of  tiie  House  to 
deal  with  the  Amendment  and  to  state 
to  the  House  the  manner  in  which  he 
proposed  to  do  so ;  and,  accordingly,  in 
the  most  open  and  candid  manner,  he 
placed  the  views  of  the  Ghovemment 
oefore  the  House.  And  not  only  that, 
but  in  order  that  the  House  might  have 
an  opportunity  of  considering  it,  he 
stated  that  he  would  move  the  adioum- 
ment  at  once  and  proceed  with  the  de- 
bate to-morrow.  The  hon.  Member 
proposes  that  the  debate  should  be 
adjoomed  till  Friday.  I  venture  to 
say  that  we  have  had  too  many  Adjourn- 
ments already,  and  that  if  these  Biiles 
are  to  be  carried,  as  undoubtedly  they 
will  be  carried,  we  should  proceed  with 
them  with  the  smallest  possible  delay. 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
not  for  one  moment  entertain  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
I  venture  to  promise  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  the 
next  Cabinet  Ministership.  Everyone 
on  tfie  Treasury  Bench  must  admit  that 
he  has  deserved  it  by  the  encomium  he 
ha«  passed  on  the  First  Lerdof  the  Trea- 


sury ;  and,  for  my  part,  knowingr  his 
admirable  qualifications,  I  should  nave 
no  difficulty  in  conferring  it  upon  him. 
The  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  is  that  we  should  be  afforded  time 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Amendment 
which  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
has  just  put  forward.  That,  I  think, 
will  not  be  considered  a  strong  request, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  to-morrow 
is  a  private  Members'  day*  There  are 
many  points  in  the  AmendmBut  whioh 
are  difficult  to  understand.  One  part  of 
it  is  ungrammatical,  and,  although  we 
do  not  necessarily  expect  grammar  in 
Amendments,  we  do  expect  sense*  I 
ask  whether  anybody  can  understand 
the  wording  of  this  Amendment  ?  I  say 
that,  for  that  purpose,  time  is  neces- 
sary; and,  if  we  are  allowed  time  to 
consider  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  we  may  perhaps  be 
able  to  knock  the  bottom  out  of  it.  We 
may  have  an  opportunity  of  bringing 
argument  to  bear  upon  the  Government. 
One  of  the  great  qualities  displayed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  is  that  he  is  not  insensible  to 
argument ;  and,  therefore,  in  order  that 
he  may  not  be  persuaded  by  argument^ 
he  has  now  left  the  House.  I  hope  that 
we  shall  not  be  aaked  to  come  down  to 
the  House  to-morrow,  and  enter  upon 
the  discussion  of  this  Amendment,  which 
would  be  more  than  human  nature  could 
bear. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET 
(Derby) :  Sir,  although  I  cannot  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  the  bon.  Mem- 
oer  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell;  at  this  period 
of  the  Session,  when  time  presses,  yet  I 
cannot  but  agree  that  the  Government 
have  placed  me  House  in  veryconsidra- 
able  aifficulty,  for  no  one  can  deny  that, 
by  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  House  is  called  u^n  to 
discuss  an  entirely  new  Bule.  It  is  dif- 
ferent in  principle  from  the  Bale  deli- 
berately introduced  by  the  GovemmeDi 
some  weeks  ago.  I  think  it  is  a  very 
great  pity  that,  when  this  question  as  to 
the  part  which  the  Speaker  is  to  take  in 
the  application  of  the  closure  was  raised 
more  than  a  week  ago,  the  Government 
could  not  make  up  their  mind  as  to 
what  they  would  do  on  the  9ubject.  The 
question  has  been  very  much  discussed 
both  inside  and  outside  the  House,  and 
surely  the  Government,  with  that  before 
them,  ought  to  have  oomQ  to  «  4eci«iq^ 
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as  to  what  alteration  they  would  agree 
to  in  the  proposed  Bule.  It  will  not,  I 
think,  shorten  or  facilitate  the  Busineee 
of  the  House  that  the  Government, 
having  deliheratelj  placed  one  plan  on 
the  Paper,  should  now  come  down  and 
propose  a  different  plan ;  and  I  cannot 
but  coDsider  that,  in  doing  this,  the 
Government  have  taken  a  very  incon- 
venieot  course.  

TheCH  ANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  8miare^ :  Sir,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  William  Harcourt;  has,  as 
usual,  heen  extremely  amusing;  but  I 
doubt  whether  he  has  been,  at  the  same 
time,  extremely  fair.  He  blames  the  Go- 
vernment for  having,  as  he  says,  intro- 
duced anew  Rule — ^for  having  considered 
as  we  were  challenged  to  do,  the  various 
Amendments  that  have  been  proposed  in 
different  parts  of  the  House.  At  the 
oommenoement  of  these  proceedings  we 
stated  that  we  were  not  so  enamoured 
of  the  precise  form  in  which  these 
Rules  were  drawn,  as  not  to  take  into 
consideration  suggestions  made  in  any 
quarter  of  the  House  ;  and  I  should  like 
to  know  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  would  have  said  if  we  had  stood 
to  the  words  originally  proposed  and  had 
refused  to  listen  to  those  suggestions. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  he 
does  not  think  that  any  alteration  of  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  will  facili- 
tate the  progress  of  Business.  I  am 
certain,  however,  that  the  rejection  of 
ever^  proposed  alteration  would  not 
facihtate  the  progress  of  Business.  There 
has  been  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Shoreditch  (Mi.  Stuart) ; 
that  of  the  hon.  Baronet  behind  me  (Sir 
Richard  Paget),  and  the  Amendments  of 
other  hon.  Gentlemen,  which  we  have 
considered,  and  that  with  the  desire  to 
obtain  the  greatest  amount  of  ao- 
quiescence  from  the  House.  We  have 
acted  in  this  matter  with  the  ooncur- 
rence  of  Members  on  this  side,  and  also 
with  the  concurrence  of  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side ;  and  not- 
withstanding the  taunts  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  the  Government 
will  continue  to  listen  to  any  reasonable 
Amendments  which  may  come  from 
different  parts  of  the  House,  believing 
that  by  so  doing  they  will  promote  the 
transaction  of  Business. 
Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 

Scotland) :  Sir,  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 


man the  (Thancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is 
never  very  amusing,  very  rarely  fair,  and 
seldom  accurate.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  undoubtedly  misapprehended 
the  opinions  that  have  been  expressed 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment  which 
has  been  brought  forward  by  the  Govern- 
ment. No  one  has  complained — neither 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  nor 
any  of  my  hon.  Friends,  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  listened  to  Amendments 
which  have  come  from  different  parts  of 
the  House.  The  burden  of  complaint  is 
entirely  different.  It  is  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  given  the  House  timely 
Notice  of  the  Amendment  which  they 
intended  to  propose.  Let  me  state  to  the 
House  what  has  taken  place.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  after  a  hurried  con- 
versation with  a  rigi^t  hon.  Gentleman, 
sprung  this  Amendment  upon  the  House* 
I  am  in  the  recollection  of  the  House, 
and  I  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend  to  say 
whether  or  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
waa  in  absolute  ignorance  of  the  words 
•f  the  Amendment.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  have  now  the  courage  and  the 
unfairness  to  ask  the  House  to  consider 
at  once  the  terms  of  an  Amendment  of 
which  they  themselves  were  ignorant  a 
few  hours  ago.  [^Interruption,}  I  shall 
be  sorry  to  have  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate;  but  if  these  dis- 
courteous interruptions  continue,  I  shall 
take  that  course.  I  point  out  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  Member  for  the 
Basingstoke  Division  of  Hants  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)  was  on  the  Paper  as  far 
back  as  last  Thursday,  and  last  Friday 
the  Firet  Lord  of  the  Treasury  announced 
that  he  would  be  willing  to  accept  the 
spirit  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Shoreditch ;  but  we  have  not 
yet  had  on  the  Paper  the  exact  words  in 
which  the  Government  said  they  would 
carry  out  the  spirit  of  that  Amendment, 
and  I  think  it  is  treating  the  House  with 
disrespect  that  we  should  be  allowed  to 
spend  several  days  without  knowing 
what  were  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned/'— (IKr. 
T.JP.  &  Connor.) 

And  Mr.  Sjpbakrr,  being  of  opinion 
that  the  Motion  was  an  abuse  of  the 
Rules  of  the  Hooae,  ■  put  the  QueBtson 
forthwith. 
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The  House  divided: — Ayes  110  ;  Noes 
243 :  Majority  133.— (Div.  List,  No.  85.) 

Original  Question  proposed,  ''  That 
the,  word  *  To-morrow '  stand  part  ol 
the  Question," 

Mb.LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  am  glad  to  see  the  Tirst  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  back  in  the  House.  I  share 
entirely  with  him  the  desire  that  Busi- 
ness should  be  done  as  rapidly  as  pos- 
sible, and  the  rifi;ht  hon.  GFentleman 
is  himself  so  conciliatory  that  I  do  think 
I  shall  be  able  to  show  him  that  the 
most  desirable  thing  that  can  be  done  in 
the  interest  of  debate  is  to  agree  to  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Par- 
nein.  On  Thursday  last,  or  about  a 
weeK  ago,  I  think  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Basingstoke  Division  of  Hants 
was  placed  on  the  Table.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  then  said  that  he  would  accept 
the  spirit  of  the  Amendment.  Well,  I 
hardly  think  that  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  sprune  on 
us  does  accept  so  absolutely  the  spint  of 
that  Amendment.  We  may  suppose 
that  since  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  put  down,  the  Cabi- 
net have  .consulted  together  and  consi- 
dered in  what  way  they  could  receive 
it.  They  have  had  several  davs  to  con- 
sider it ;  and  we,  surely,  should  have  a 
little  more  than  twelve  hours.  It  can- 
not be  considered  extraordinary  if  we 
fail  to  realize  and  appreciate  the  Amend- 
ment|  seeing  that  we  have  only  just  had 
it  placed  before  us,  and  that  the  Cabi- 
net took  several  days  to  make  it  up. 
It  is  most  desirable  that  there  should 
be  a  conciliatory  spirit  shown,  in  order 
that  there  should  be  nothing  to  inter- 
fere with  healthy  debate  in  dealing  with 
Bules  of  Procedure.  Is  it  possible  that 
anything  will  be  gained  by  the  ris;ht 
hon.  Gentleman  insisting  upon  coming 
down  here  at  12  o'clock  to-morrow  in 
order  to  discuss  this  Amendment?  Why, 
Sir,  I  am  not  a  prophet ;  but  if  I  were 
one,  I  would  say  that  at  6  o'clock  to- 
morrow no  advance  will  have  been 
made ;  and  why  ?  The  reason  is  this — 
that  anxious  as  we  are  to  discuss  the 
matter,  everyone  knows  that  when 
Members  do  not  understand  a  thing 
they  find  it  difficult  to  make  progress 
upon  it.  I  assure  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  it  really  would  conduce  to 
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do  that  which  he  and  I  are  so  ahzioM 
fbr — namely,  get  us  rapidly  through 
these  Bules  of  Procedure,  and  enable 
the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman,  as  he  says  on 
his  side,  to  engage  in  the  Busfilieei  of 
the  Session,  and  enable  us,  on  our  i^de, 
to  know  what  the  Business  of  the  8esi> 
sion  will  be,  if  he  would  give  Vay  tn 
this  point.  We  are  both  aaidous  to 
make  progress,  and  it  really  will  eon- 
duoe  to  our  Retting  to  the  etid  of  the 
Procedure  Bmes  if  the  right  hos.  Gen- 
tleman will  concede  this  point,  wUdi  I 
think  is  a  fair  and  legitimate  ono^that 
we  should  have  a  day  to  consider  that 
which  the  Oabinet  itself  has  taken  a 
week  to  think  over. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  wish  always 
to  adopt  a  conciliatory  attitude  towai^ 
an  hon.  Member  who  is  so  oonoiluttory 
himself  towards  me.  The  hon.  Gei^le- 
man  has  said  that  no  progress  will  b4 
made  to-morrow,  and  he  says  he  is  not  a 
prophet.  Why,  Sir,  I  think  he  has  a 
wonderful  gift  of  prophecy.  I  can  only 
say  I  shall  deeply  regret  it  if  no  pro- 
gpress  is  made  to«morrow ;  but,  whether 
or  no,  I  certainly  think  it  my  dnty  to 
the  House  and  to  the  country  to  perse* 
vere  in  the  Motion  I  hare  made. 

OOLONBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  I 
only  just  wish  to  give  the  right  boo. 
Gentieman  the  First  Lord  of  &»  Trsa^ 
sury  a  practical  instance  of  the  extreme 
trouble  he  is  giving  Members  of  ^ 
House,  and,  perhaps,  ic  may  force  Urn 
to  reconsider  nis  decision.  I  have  given 
Notice  of  an  Amendment  to  Ae  effect 
that  an  hottr's  debate  shall  be  allowed, 
leaving  out  from  the  words  ^Hhatthe 
Question  be  now  put/'  I  have  not  sees 
the  Amendment  of  the  Government,  and 
I  have  had  to  hand  mine  in  prep4u*ed  ia 
a  very  slip-shod  flEishion.  If  we  had  had 
the  Amendment  before  us,  we  ^odd 
have  been  able  to  see  tho  whole  of  it) 
and  to  have  ]put  down  Notices  to  it.  I 
now  beg  to  point  out  the  extreme  incon- 
venience caused  by  the  eonrse  taken  by 
the  Government.  We  shall  all  be  groping 
in  the  dark,  and,  moreover,  we  shall  be 
greatiy  prejudiced  by  not  being  able  tD 
put  down  our  Amendments  to-night. 

Me.  J.  0'OONNOR(Tipperaiy,&): 
I  must  protest  against  tne  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lofd 
of  the  Treasury  that  it  is  to  t&e  inters^ 
of  the  country  to  resist  the  Motion  mads. 
For  my  own  part,  I  do  not  believe  it  to 
be  to  the  interests  of  the  country  that 
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ik»  Bepreseotatives  of  the  country 
should  be  hurried  or  flurried  in  these 
DiattMs.  It  is  impossible  for  Members 
to  discoaa  new  Axoendmentt  without 
ample  time  for  ponsideration.  As  the 
ri^bt  hoiu  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  has  pointed  out,  the  Amend- 
ineni  of  t^.  Qovemment  contains  new 
piinciplee  most  fatal  to  minorities.  I 
ttkink  that  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork  is  most  reasonable, 
sad  thai  tihe  House  and  the  country 
should  have  between  this  and  next  Fri* 
day  to  consider  the  Qovemment  Amend* 
aeot. 

Ma,  ILLINQWdRTH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  No  doubt  a  considerable  length  of 
^me  haa  been  devoted  to  the  considera- 
tion of  this  Bule ;  in  the  opinion  of  hon. 
Oentlemea  oppositoi  perhaps  an  undue 
length  of  time.  But,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  may  be  undue  haste  in  attempting 
to  force  through  the  House  a  serious 
alteration  in  the  Eule  the  Goyemment 
ha?e  proposed.  When  we  meet  to- 
morrow, we  shall  hare  had  very  little 
time  to  conaider  the  Amendment  which 
has  beeu  delibeirately  adopted  by  the 
Cabinet.  Why  was  not  the  House  tak^ 
into  the  confidence  of  the  Oovernment  ? 
Why  was  uot  ample  time  given  in  order 
that  the  House  might  be  able  to  con- 
aidei*  this  Amendment  as  it  has  had 
the  shanee  of  considering  other  Amend- 
iMnts?  If  this  Amea<kaent  has  been 
hastily  adopted^  then,  for  the  sake  of 
the  Oovernment  itself,  as  well  as  of  the 
House  at  large,  I  think  it  would  be  of 
ad?antage  that  we  should  postpone  the 
debate  until  Priday.  Why  is  it  that 
the  hoDt  Member  for  the  Wells  Division 
of  Somersetshire  has  withdrawn  his 
Amendnent?  He  has  done  it  in  con- 
cert with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House.  If  that  is  so, 
dearly  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  to 
provide  a  substitute,  and  it  is  evident  that 
he  had  not  consulted  his  Colleagues  as 
to  the  phraseology  of  the  alteration  of 
the  Bule^  for  he  brought  the  Paper  into 
the  Housoi  and  was  not  himself  able  to 
eomnumioate  its  terms  to  us.  This  im- 
portant modification  which  has  been 
stated  to  the  House  to-night,  I  think 
I  am  right  in  sayings  was  hastily  put 
tog^er  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
ohequer  in  consultation  with  the  First 
I^wd  of  the  Treasury.  To  ask  the 
House  to  proceed  in  such  a  hasty  and 


Procedure).  978 

irregular  manner  is  to  exact  too  much 
from  it.  It  is  not  an  ordinary  third  class 
Bill  that  we  are  considering,  but  the 
most  important  Bule  which  can  be  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament,  and  one  which  will 
influence  the  proceedings  of  Parliament 
for  some  time  to  come.  If  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  had  been  sitting  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  this  trick  had 
been  attempted  to  be  played  upon  them, 
they  would  have  been  loud  in  their  de- 
nunciations. We  want  time  to  consider 
the  words  of  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth).  I, 
for  one,  venture  to  think  that  no  antici- 
pation could  be  more  correct  than  the 
prophecy  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere).  Coming 
hastily  as  this  proposal  does,  it  must 
appear  suspicious;  and  I  think  the 
Government  would  be  adopting  the  best 
means  of  facilitating  Business  if  they 
postponed  the  discussion  till  Friday  and 
took  Supply  to-morrow. 

Mb.  OONTBEAEB  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  do  not  ilaxnk—^Loud  and  eon- 
itnued  cries  ij/"  •'Divide!"]  I  do  not 
think  the  House  has  any  ris^ht  to  com- 
plain of  my  rising.  This  is  the  first 
occasion  on  which — [^Cries  of  •* Divide ! **] 
This  is  the  first  occasion  on  which  I  have 
interposed  in  this  debate,  and  it  seems  to 
me  that  if  no  Members  are  to  speak  a 
single  word  upon  this  matter— [CrM#  of 
**  Divide !  "]  I  have  not  spoken  in  this 
debate  before.  I  am  addressing  myself 
to  Mr.  Speaker  and  not  to  you.  I  think 
I  may  fairly  ask  for  two  or  three  minutes 
of  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Members 
opposite,  who  claim  to  have  all  the  in- 
telligence if  not  all  the  courtesy  of  the 
House  on  their  side.  I  only  wish  to 
place  before  the  House,  in  a  few  words, 
my  reasons  for  supporting  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  in  respect  to 
this  matter.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Mr.  Goschen)  made  a  pointed 
reference  just  now  to  the  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage), 
and  gave  that  as  a  reason  for  the  action 
of  the  Government  in  this  matter.  It 
appears  to  me  perfectly  clear  that  the 
Gt)vernment,  finding  that  some  of  their 
Unionist  Supporters  were  likely  to  go 
against  them^  have  thrown  their  political 
somersault  and  sprung  this  Ameodment 
on  the  House.     It  is  impossible  to  con- 
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Bider,  at  a  moment's  notice,  this  revola- 
tionarj  ohange  in  the  attitude  of  the 
Government.  We  are  entitled  to  ask 
fbr  a  little  more  than  eight  or  10  hours 
in  which  to  consider  the  present  proposi- 
tion of  the  Government.  It  is  not  as  if 
this  were  a  mere  verbal  alteration ;  but 
it  is  an  entirely  new  proposal,  a  proposal 
absolutely  different  in  every  particular 
to  that  the  Gx>vemment  had  pinned  their 
faith  upon  during  the  last  week.  I  have 
no  doubt  we  shall  be  charged  with 
Obstraction;  but  we  are  not  the  real 
Obstructionists. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gende- 
man  is  not  oonfiniog  himself  to  the 
Motion  before  the  House. 

Mk.  OONYBBARE:  I  submit,  of 
course,  to  your  ruling,  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
did  not  mean  to  charge  hon.  Members 
opposite  with  any  offence.  I  will 
only 

Ma.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  oon6ne  himself  to  the  Motion 
before  the  House;  that  is  what  I  was 
referring  to. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE:  I  understand 
your  ruling,  Sir.  I  will  only  say,  in 
conclusion,  that  we  on  this  side  of  the 
House  are  entitled  to  as  much  considera- 
tion in  respect  to  this  proceeding  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  as  any  Members 
on  the  other  side.  The  claim  we  make 
for  only  a  few  hours'  delay  is  really  one 
that  we  are  entitled  to  press  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  If  it  were  7 
o'clock  in  the  evening  instead  of  half- 
past  1  in  the  morning,  the  case  would  be 
different.  It  is  perfectly  obvious  we 
have  had  no  opportunity  of  considering 
the  bearings  of  this  Amendment,  and 
therefore  I  heartily  support  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  (Mr. 
Pamell). 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .'-^Ajes  223 ;  Noee 
97 :  Majority  126.— (Div.  List,  No.  36.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

NATIONAL  PROVIDENT  INSURANCE. 
^  Ordered,  'JLTiat  the  Select  Committee  on  Na- 
tional Provident  iDSurance  do  consist  of  Seven- 
teen Members:— The  Committee  was  accord- 
ingly nominated  of,— Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Mr. 
Stuart-Woartley,  Mr.  William  Lowther,  Vis- 
count Folkestone,  Viscount  Grimston,  Mr. 
Norton,  Mr.  Llewellyn,  Mr.  Rankin,  Mr. 
Herbert  Gladstone,  Bifr,  A.   H.  Aclai^d,  Mr. 

Mr,  C<mybeare 


Abraham,  Blr.  Bernard  Coleridge,  Mr.  Walter 
James,  Mr.  Biddulph,  Mr.  Cameron  Corbelt, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  and  Mr.  Byrne. 

Ordei*edy  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  qaomm. 

House  adjourned  at  a  qoarier 
before  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Wednesday^  2nd  March,  1887. 


MINUTES.J—SuprLT— «on#<<2kv<r  in  C^mmittit 
BeaoluHont  [February  28]  repertwd. 
PiTBLio  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Fir^t    Jteadinf  — 

Bills  of  Ezehaoge  (Summary  JadlgmeBt)* 

(186] :  Jurors'  Deti»ition»  [186]. 
Second  Reading — Crofters*  Holdings  (Scotland) 

Act  (1886)  Amendment  (No.  2)  [KH^l  debtti 

adjourned. 
Second  Reading ^Bef erred  to  Select  Committee^ 

Bating  of  Machinery  •  [148J. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


WETMOtTTH  AND   MELCOMBB  fiEGB 
CORPORATION  BTLL. 

8EC02!rD   RBADtNO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made  and  UueBtion  proposed, 
<<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aeeond 
time."— (i/r.  Dilkoyn.y 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  This 
Bill  is  an  extremely  important  one,  and 
require!*,  I  think,  the  careful  considera- 
tion of  tike  House.  It  consists  of  more 
than  100  pages. 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  the  BiU  is  op- 
posed, the  second  reading  must  stand 
over. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  Te- 
morrow* 

ORDER    OF  THE  DAT. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (BULES  OF 
PROCEDURE)— RULE  1  (CLOSURE  OF 
DEBATE).  -RESOLUTION. 

ADJOURNED  DEBATE.      [SEVENTH  RieHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  Mam  Qaes* 
tion,  as  amended, 

<'  That,  after  a  Question  has  been  proposed, 
a  Motion  may  be  made,  if  tlie  consent  of  Xbn 
Chair  has  been  ptevionsly   obtainsd,  '1%at- 
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the  Question  be  now  put/  Such  Hotion  tihaU 
he  put  forthwith,  and  decided  without  Amend- 
ment or  Debate.: 

"When  the  Motion  *That  the  Question  be 
now  put/  has  been  carried,  and  the  Question 
consequent  thereon  has  been  decided,  any  fur- 
ther Motion  may  be  made  (the  consent  of  the 
Chair  having  been  previously  obtained)  which 
may  be  requisite  to  bring  to  a  decision  any 
Question  abready  proposed  from  the  Chair ;  and 
alao  if  a  Clause  be  then  under  consideration,  a 
Motion  may  be  made  (with  the  consent  of  f^e 
Chair  as  af  oiesaid)  That  the  Question,  Hmt  the 
Clause  stand  part,  or  be  added  to  the  Bill,  be 
DOW  nut.  $iic1i  Motions  shall  be  put  foorthwith, 
and  decided  without  Amendment  or  Debate : 

**  Provided  always^  That  Questions  for  the 
Closure  of  Debate  shall  not  be  decided  in  the 
affinaatii^,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  unless  it 
shall  appear  by  the  numbers  declared  from  the 
Chair,  that  such  Motion  was  supported  by  more 
than  Tw^  Hundred  Members,  or  was  opposed 
by  less  than  Forty  Membees,  and  snppoited  by 
more  than  One  Hundred  Members."  ^(i£r. 
IFUiiam  Eenry  8mit/i,} 

And  which  Ameudmeut  was» 
In  line  1,  by  leaving  out  from  the  word  "  pro- 
posed," to  the  end  of  line  4,  in  order  to  insert 
the  words — ^*  A  Member  rising  in  his  place  may 
daimto  move,  ^  That  the  Question  be  now  put/ 
and,  imlees  it  shall  appear  to  the  Chair  that  such 
Motion  is  an  abuse  of  the  JEtnles  of  the  House, 
or  an  infringement  of  the  rights  of  the  minority, 
the  Question,  *  That  the  Question  be  now  put,' 
shall  be  put  forthwith,  and  decided,  without 
Amendment  or  Debate. — {Mr.  WiUiam  Henry 
Smith.) 

QoeBtipn  agiun  proposed,  **  That  the 
irocda^  &  Motion  may  be  made'  stand 
part  of  the  Question/' 

Debate  tesumsd. 

Me.  LEAKE  (Lancashire,  8.E.,  Ead- 
cKffe):  The  first  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  stands  in  my  name— namely,  to 
amend  the  Amendment  by  inserting 
after  the  word  "  Member "  the  words 
"of  the  €bv©mment,  or  the  mover  or 
seoonder  of  the  Motion  then  in  Debate, 
or  the  laoyer  or  seconder  of  an  Amend- 
ment thereto."  When  the  Amendment 
was  first  placed  on  the  Paper  this  Bule 
was  in  a. different  position  from  that 
which  it  now  occupies.  At  that  time 
you,  Sir,  were  to  be  entirely  responsible, 
by  your  decision  for  every  assent  given 
from  the  Chair  to  the  closure  of  debate. 
It  was  my  wish,  acting  in  accord  with 
a  considerable  number  of  hon.  Members, 
that  the  Chair  should  be  shielded  from 
aaj^idue  call  for  t^e  exercise  of  its  judg- 
iQfiQt )  If  fkiQ  House  were  to  assent  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  Leader  of  the 
House  as  it  now  stands^  our  debates 
would  be  liable  to  interruption  from 
W9gBj  one  <>C  t^e  67Q  Meoib«r8.who  sifc  in 
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this  Houses  I  am  afraid  if  this  power 
were  entrusted  to  every  hon.  Member  of 
the  House,  judgiug  from  my  short  e^c- 
perience  in  this  Chamber^  that  it  mi^^ht 
at  times  be  exercised  in  a  somewhat 
eccentric  manner. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
oaldy  ,&c. ) :  I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  kuow 
whether  the  House  has  already  resolved 
to  leave  out  the  word  **  proposed  "  to  the 
end  of  line  4.  Would  the  hon.  Member's 
Amendment  be  regular  before  Uie  House 
has  had  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
whether  the  words  proposed  to  be  left 
out  by  the  Amendment  of  the  Leader  of 
the  House  should  be  left  out,  because 
the  leaving  out  of  those  words  makes  a 
radical  change  in  the  Bule  as  it  stands. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Th^  Amendment  is 
accurately  stated  in  the  question — 
namely,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
the  word  **  proposed  "  to  the  word  **  de- 
bate»"  in  order  to  admit  the  Am^dment 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  The 
question  is  imperfectly  stated  on  the 
Notice  Paper,  and  really  is  that  the 
words  ''amotion  may  be  made"  dhall 
stand  part  of  the  proposed  Eule. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  I  wish 
before  the  question  goes  further,  to  pro* 
test  against  the  leaving  out  of  these 
words,  because  theii  omission  will  make 
a  radical  change  to  the  Bule,  and  a 
change  which  has  been  sprung  upon  the 
House  very  suddenly.  I  am  altogether 
opposed  to  the  change,  and  I  wish  to 
have  the  safeguard  which  is  contained 
both  in  the  old  Bule  and  in  the  new  Bule 
just  proposed.  A  judicial  opinion  from 
the  Chair  that  the  question  is  ripe  for 
decision  is  wholly  and  absolutely  done 
away  with  by  the  proposed  Amendment, 
which  provides  that  any  Member  may 
move  that  the  Question  be  now  put ;  and 
you,  Sir,  will  have  to  take  upon  your- 
self to  decide,  not  that  the  question  is 
ripe  to  be  put,  but  whether  the  applica- 
tion of  the  closure  would  be  an  abuse  of 
the  forms  of  the  House.  That,  I  main- 
tain, is  a  radical  alteration  of  the  posi- 
tion. No  doubt  there  would  be  power 
to  put  down  Members  who  would  make 
Motions  of  that  kind  for  the  purpose  of 
mere  obstruction  ;  but  unless  the  Speaker 
took  upon  himself  a  very  responsible 
power  indeed^  I  think  it  would  be 
very  rare  that  he  would  feel  himself  in 
a  position  to  declare  that  a  Motion  made 
by  the  Leader  of  the  House,  command- 
ing a  majority  in  the  House,   was  an 
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abuse  of  the  Eules  of  f  lie  Houge  or  an 
infringement  of  the  rights  of  the  mino- 
rity. Therefore,  I  do  not  thini  we 
should  proceed  to  discuBs  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon,  Oentleman  the 
I^eader  of  the  House  until  we  have  first 
resolved  whether  we  are  prepared  to 
make  this  radical  alteration.  It  is  not 
desirable  that  the  migorily  should  be  en- 
trusted with  the  immense  power  of  over- 
riding minorities  which  might  possibly  be 
applied  habitually  in  rough-nding.over 
small  minorities.  If  the  fiouse  13  asked 
to  accept  a  provision  of  this  kind,  it  will 
probably  be  accompanied  by  a  further 
provision  that  it  should  not  be  enforeed 
except  with  the  consent  of  a  majority  of 
two-thirds.  In  no  case  will  one  great 
Party  ever  be  allowed  to  crush  the  other 
great  Party  by  the  exercise  of  a  bare 
majority^  It  is  small  minorities  that 
will  be  cruBhed.  I  am  satisfied  that  the 
Speaker  would  continue  to  act  with  im- 
partiality; but  by  this  change  we  will 
cease  to  entrust  to  him  the  protection 
of  small  minorities,  and  even  of  consider- 
able minorities.  It  has  been  pointed  out 
more  than  once,  and  the  sentiment  has 
been  cheered,  that  to  the  persistence  of 
small  minorities  we  owe  all  our  great 
reforms.  It  is  because  I  am  satisfied 
that  small  minorities  will  be  crushed  tf 
the  Amendment  is  accepted  as  it  stands, 
that  I  offer  n  most  strenuous  protest 
against  it. 

Mr.  80LATEE  -  booth,  (Hants, 
Basin  stoke):  On  Friday  last  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  l^irst  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  informed 
the  House  that  he  was  prepared  to 
accept  the  Amendment  I  had  placed 
on  tne  Paper,  or  rather  he  said  that 
if  the  language  were  slightly  modi- 
fied he  would  accept  it  in  spirit. 
Now,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
Amendment  now  put  on  the  Paper  is 
anything  but  that  which  I  proposed  to 
submit.  It  entirely  reverses  the  pre- 
sumption as  it  stood  before*  The  pre- 
sumption now  has  been  that  the 
Speaker  will  intervene,  and  exercise  his 
judgment  whether  or  not  it  is  reason- 
able that  the  closure  shall  be  applied. 
But  the  responsibility  of  the  Speaker, 
which  I  desire  to  strengthen  ana  estab^ 
lish,  has  now  been  entirely  taken  away, 
and  a  great  advance  has  been  made  to- 
wards the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread).  of  which 
I  disapprove.     I  desire  to  strengthen 
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the  bands  of  the  Speaker  rather  t)ian  tc 
weaken  them.  The  Speaker  la  now  only 
to  have  a  veto  if  he  finda  an  upusqal 
thing  is  being  done — ^that  is^  if  ha  fiwls 
that  the  Bulesi^f  the  House  are  ]being 
disobeyed.  The  person  who  makes  &e 
Motion  will,  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten,,  he 
a  Member  qt  tjia  Govjen^mei^  in  ctiazge 
of  the  Bill,  or  Order  of  the  Ddj,  or 
Motion  that  is  before  tbe  Hiuiae.  Ab 
was  pointed  ouJt  yesterday,  Vj.^)^  opera- 
tion of  fixed  time,  for  cJosSng. debate  9g 
every  day  ia  the  week:,  the  closure  wUl 
become  ft  matter  of  every tday  ocGon^noe. 
It  is  not  to  be  supposed  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  be  ^uiltv  of  anything 
which  can  be  recognieed  by  the  Speaksr 
as  a^  abuse  of  the  Forms  of  the  Hoas^ 
or  that  they  will  unduly  exercise  their 
power  in  the  direction  of  applying  tl^e 
closure  day  after  day ;  but  X  apprdead 
that  under  this  Bule  the  Speaker  will 
not  only  be  derived  of  the  wholesome 
and  desirable  discretion  I^  for  one,  wish 
to  entrust  him  with,  but»  as  a  D^ti^er  of 
fact}  he  win  be  obliged  to  apply  the 
closure  whenever  anybody  riaes  in  his 
place  to  demand  it.    That  is  a  veiy 

treat  change,  and  I  must  say  that  {he 
.mendment  now  proposed. is  quite. li- 
ferent from  that  which  I  ventured  to 
place  ou  the  Paper. 

Mf.  ESSLIJMOlfT  (Aberdeeu,.E,): 
I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  lJ[en;iW  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  OampbelL)  that 
the  Amendment  proposed  by  th^  rigkt 
hon.  Gentleman  the  £e.acler  of  thetHouse 
makes  a  radical  change  in  the  iElub,  The 
Amendment  uses  these  words —  ^ 

**  Unless  it  shall  apyear  te  tfas  Chair  thai 
lach  Motion  is  an  abuso  of  tiie  Rules  joi  the 
House,  or  an  infringement  of  the  ri^ts  dfUte 
minority." 

Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would. he 
impossible  to  ascertainwhether  the  rights 
of  the  minority  are  properly  reoogpised 
without  inserting  some  wo^s  such  as 
were  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  fer 
Oork  (Mr.  Pamell),  to  the  effect  that. an 
opportunity  should  be  given  for  £0- 
cussion.  How  could  it  oe  possibte  to 
ascertain  the  rights  of  the  minoiify 
until  the  minority  hav^  hietd  aa  oppor-  | 
tunity  of  stating  their  objections  to  any  1 
proposals  that  may  be  made?  If  seems 
to  me  that  the  First  Lord  jof  the  Trea- 
sury would  be  able  to  make  this  part  of 
the  Hule  acceptable  to  Idl  hfrn.  Members 
of  the  House  if  he  ^R^uld  introdiiee 
words  which  we  were  in  tlie  bdirf  h* 
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vas  wOtfng'  to  introdace  \a  provide  tbat 
some  fair  and  reasonable  opportunity 
should  be  g^Ten  for  discussion.  The 
OoT^meat  have  stated  over  and  over 
sgaii)  that  they  are  willing  and  desirous 
that  ^norities  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  stating'  their  views  to  the 
House^  We  have,  in  the  old  Rule,  cer- 
tain reg^ulations  which  must  be  observed 
in  dosing  a  debate.  Those  regulations 
have  been  removed,  and  by  this  proposal 
it  is  intended  to  make  a  new  departure, 
and  to  enable  the  closure  to  be  applied 
without  debate.  I  think  that  the 
hberties  of  this  House  depend  upon  a 
reasonable  opportunity  being  afiForded 
for  debate;  and  I  cannot  see  why  the 
Oovemment  should  decline  to  accept 
the  very  fair  words  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.  I  have  my- 
self no  faith  whatever  in  the  closure  as 
a  means  of  expediting  the  Business  of 
this  House.  J  think  the  good  sense  of 
the  House,  and  the  duty  of  Members  to 
those  who  send  tkem  here,  ought  to  in- 
duce i^m  to  co-operate  together  for  the 
better  conduct  of  the  Public  Business, 
tf  that  is  not  done  I  have  no  hope  that 
any  artificial  means  we  can  employ  will 
help  us  very.  much.  I  take  it  that  it  is 
the  sense  of  the  House  to  have  a  closure 
oCsome  kind,  and  I  would  appeal  to  the 
Government  to  make  it  so  dear  that 
there  should  be  no  room  for  doubt  that 
any  minority,  however  small,  who  come 
here  with  a  mandate  from  their  consti- 
tuents, cannot  be  put  to  silence  by  the 
miajority  until  a  fair  opportunity  for 
discussion  has  been  given. 

Thb  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Haikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  I 
think  taiere  is  some  misconception  as  to 
the  bearing  of  the  Amendment  moved 
hf  my  right  hon.  Friend.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  speaks 
of  Una  Amendment  as  if  it  were  the  only 
possible  protection  of  the  rights  of 
minorities.  I  think  the  hon.  Oentleman 
cannot  have  studied  the  proviso  at  the 
end  of  the  Rule,  which  is  a  real  protec- 
tion for  the  rights  of  minorities.  That 
proviso,  which  is  borrowed  from  the  ex- 
isting Rule,  is  in  these  words : — 

"Pmvidfid  always  that  quettioni  for  the 
cloBure  of  debate  shall  not  be  decided  in  the 
ftfflnnatire,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  unless  it 
•hi^  appear,  by  the  numbers  declared  from  the 
€lMar,  that  sadi  Motion  was  supperted  by  more 
^hteSOOMsB^bevp,  or  was  opposed  byleestlian 
^Haoibeniand.sappqrted  by  more  than  100 
Kember^.** 
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Therefore,  any  Members  who  number 
less  than  40  will  be  able  to  insist  upon 
continuing  the  debate  unless  the  ma- 
jority should  consist  of  at  least  100 
Members.  Now  I  think  that  if  a  smaB 
minority  requires  protection,  it  could 
hardly  be  more  efficiently  protected  than 
by  that  proviso.  Then,  again,  it  is  pro- 
vided that  if  the  minority  exceeds  40,  the 
Motion  for  Closure  must  be  supported  by 
200.  I  have  no  doubt  this  proviso  re- 
ceived very  careful  consideration  from 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  B.  Gfadstone)  before  he  pro- 
posed it;  and,  in  my  opinion,  it  gives  an 
effective  and  adequate  protection  to  the 
rights  of  small  minorities.  Does  the 
hon.  Member  require,  if  the  proposal  is 
supported  by  20  Members,  that  it  should 
be  necessary  for  650  to  outvote  them. 
I  tliink  the  House  will  be  inclined  to 
feel  that  small  minorities  are  sufficiently 
protected  by  the  existing  Standing 
Order,  and  by  the  proviso  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  re-enact  m  this  clause. 

Mr.  JEISSLEMONT :  May  I  explain  ? 
I  do  not  see  how  40  Members  are  to 
protect  two.  They  might  have  no  desire 
to  do  so. 

Mb.  RAIKES  :  The  hon.  Gentleman  is 
labouring  imder  a  misconception.  What 
I  say  is  that  if  the  hon.  Member  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  sits  next  to  him 
were  to  object  to  the  closure  of  debate, 
they  would  be  able  to  insist  on  the  de- 
bate being  continued  even  if  there  were 
99  Members  opposed  to  them.  Any 
minority,  however  inconsiderable,  would 
be  able  to  insist  on  the  debate  being 
continued  unless  there  were  100  or  more 
Members  in  the  House  who  wished  to 
close  it.  I  do  not  think  that  a  more 
complete  protection  of  the  rights  of 
minorities  could  be  afforded  than  is  pro- 
vided by  this  Rule ;  and  when  the  mi- 
nority exceeds  40,  if  it  be  only  41,  it 
would  require  200  or  more  Members  to 
enforce  the  closure.  That  will  form 
part,  if  this  Rule  is  carried,  of  the 
written  law  of  the  House.  It  will  not 
be  a  question  left  to  the  arbitrament  of 
the  Chair,  but  will  be  embodied  in  our 
Standing  Orders,  and  will  afford  com- 
plete protection  to  small  minorities.  But 
another  matter  of  importance  is  the  pro- 
tection of  large  majorities.  Under  the 
Standing  Order  unless  some  alteration 
is  made  it  will  be  possible  for  a  bare 
majority  to  prevail.  Thus  202  Members 
might   close    a   debate,   although  201 
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wish  to  continue  it.  That  is  one  point 
it  \%  proposed  to  meet  by  the  Amend- 
ment we  are  now  discussing.  We  pro- 
pose in  those  cases  where  the  minority 
and  the  majority  are  both  considerable — 
that  is  to  say  where  the  majority  exceeds 
200,  and  the  minority  also  exceeds  200 — 
to  leare  to  the  Ohair  the  responsibility 
of  deciding  whether  the  question  is  or 
is  not  to  be  put;  and  we  propose  to 
afiPord  that  protection  to  large  minorities 
which  has  been  already  provided  fbr 
small  minorities  by  the  existing  Stand- 
ing Order.  That  being  so,  we  come 
to  the  terms  of  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  my  right  hon.  Friend.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  proposes  to  leave 
two  points  only  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Chair.  Some  objection  has  been  taken — 
notably,  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for.  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt),  to  what  he  regards  as  an  ex- 
tension of  the  responsibility  of  the 
Chair.  I  think  the  gist  of  his  argument 
was  to  show  that  the  position  of  the 
Chair  would  be  more  embarrassed  and 
extended  than  it  is  now,  by  the  Substitu- 
tion of  the  new  Rule  for  the  Bnle  now  in 
existence.  An  endeavour  has  been  made 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  meet  that 
objection.  He  has  endeavoured  to  de- 
fine, as  far  as  the  matter  can  be  defined, 
the  responsibility  of  the  Chair  in  deal- 
ing with  questions  of  this  kind.  It  is 
sought  by  the  Amendment  to  point  out 
what  are  the  two  grounds  upon  which  the 
Chair  may  decline  to  allow  a  Motion  for 
closure  to  be  put ;  and  those  two  grounds 
are,  firstly,  an  abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the 
House,  and  secondly  an  infringement  of 
the  rights  of  minorities.  On  those  two 
points  only  the  Chair  is  to  Judge,  and  I 
venture  to  think  that  in  defining  those 
responsibilities  we  are  only  acting  in 
accordance  with  the  unwritten  law  of  the 
House  and  ancient  usages.  The  Speaker 
is  the  only  judge  of  Questions  of  Order, 
and  the  Speaker,  therefore,  is  the  right 
and  proper  person  to  decide  whether  or 
not  a  question  of  this  sort  is  an  abuse  of 
the  Forms  of  the  House.  Not  only  is 
the  Speaker  the  recognized  arbiter  of 
questions  of  Order,  but  he  is  also  the  re- 
cognized protector  of  the  rights  of  mi- 
norities, and  this  Besolution  merely  de- 
fines his  position  with  regard  to  that, 
and,  I  think,  strengthens  it  by  recog- 
nizing what  is  to  be  the  written  law  of 
the  Houso,  and  pointing  out  that  he  may 
also  exercise  his  veto  in  the  matter  of 


closure  in  his  capaoity  of  piote666n  of 
the  rights  of  minorities.  I  hope  I  have 
made  the  situation  perfectly  clear.  If. 
the  Amendment  is  catried  and  embodied 
in  the  Rule,  hon.  Members  will  have  not 
merely  the  protection  afibrded  by  the 
proviso,  not  merely  that  which  is  Sft 
adequate  pxoteetion  for  small  minorities^ 
they  will  havci  extended  to  the  larger 
minorities  the  protection  of  the  C^iair-^, 
minorilMs  whi«h,  when  the  Ho^ise  is'fltft 
full,  might  be  voted  down  by  a-b^oe 
majority. 

Mn.  A.  R.  D.  ELUO*  (BoxburgTii^ 
shire):  The  right  hon.  Gentlonttm  the 
Postmaster  Oeneral  (Mr;  Raikett)  has 
put  befbre  the  House  in  a  perfbcttf 
clear  manner  what  is  intended  to  be  ^^ 
efi^  of  the  Amendment ;  and,  for  itf 
part)  it  appears  to  me  that  the  Rule  #!lh 
this  Amendment  would  carry  out  tiw 
object  satisfactorily.  I  regard  the  Rule 
muoh  more  from  the  point  of  view  of  tie- 
storing  the  efficiency  of  the  majordy  of 
the  House  rather  than  the  preventthg  the 
danger  of  infringing  the  rights  of  inino^ 
rities.  From  what  I  have  seen  diSrrinii^ 
the  seven  years  I  have  sat  in  P«rb'a* 
ment  there  appears  to  be  a  gtx>wii^ 
difficulty  for  the  Government  repressittt- 
ing  the  majority  of  the  people  of  the 
country,  to  give  eff^t  to  the  wH!  of  the 
people  who  send  ^^vi.  here.  I  agree 
in  that  matter  with  the  remarks  I  hate 
heard  on  several  occasions  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  i&t 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  B.  Gladstone).  I 
am  not  in  the  least  afraid  of  what  is 
called  dosure  by  a  bare  majorifrf.  If 
hon.  Members  are  afraid  of  that  sort  of 
closure  surely  they  oannot  object  to  an 
Amendment  which  places  restHctions  on 
the  Rule.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
fbr  Bedfbrd  (Mr.  Wfaitbread)  has  an 
Amendment  to  omit  from  the  Rule  tie 
words  which  require  the  consent  of  ^^s 
Chair  to  a  Motion  that  the  Question  be 
now  put;  but  I  would  ask  my  hon. 
Friend  whether,  under  the  ciroimi- 
stances,  it  is  worth  while  to  have  a  pro- 
longed fight  over  his  Amendment,  see- 
ing how  far  the  Government  faiive  gone 
towards  meeting  his  views.  Wluit  I 
desire  to  see  is  a  closure  that  can  be 
easily  applied.  In  the  Uniled  States 
there  is  a  closure  by  a  bare  majority, 
and  I  understand  that  it  answers  vie^ 
well.  It  is  never  unfairly  «p^ed,  9sA 
the  fact  that  it  can  be  applied  eae^ 
when  necessary  renders  its  applioalio^ 
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very  unfirequent.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
there  is  a  fear  of  it.  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Eeslemont),  who  seems  to  think  that 
the  Bule  would  be  of  little  use  in  re- 
storing the  efficiency  of  the  House.  My 
opinion  is  that  the  Rules  already  in  ex- 
istence have  done  good ;  but  they  would 
have  done  more  good  if  they  had  gone 
farther.  For  instance,  much  obstructiye 
delay  in  the  Busineps  of  the  House  has 
heen  got  rid  of  by  the  adoption  of  the 
Bale  which  relates  to  the  moving  of 
Motiona  for  Adjournment  at  Question 
tiipe.  Ther^ore,  I  ask  the  House  not 
to  listen  to  those  who  say  that  no  good 
can  be  obtained  from  these  Eules, 

Mr,  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  believe  that  the  discussion  whioh  is  now 
taking  place  is  entirely  irregular,  and 
that  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  interven- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  G^eorge  Campbell)  we  should  have 
been  placed  in  an  absolutely  false  posi- 
tion. The  Question  proposed  last  night 
was  a  Motion  to  leave  out  the  words, 
"A  Motion  may  be  made;"  but  the 
Question  sought  to  be  put  the  first  thing 
this  morning  was,  '^  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question."  We  have  not  yet  arrived  at 
the  Amendinent  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
and  it  ought  not  to  be  before  the  House 
at  all. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
put  the  Question  to  the  House  in  a  per- 
fectly regular  way.  I  have  put  the 
Question  that  the  words,  <<  A  Motion 
may  be  made  "  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, and  the  object  in  putting  the  Ques- 
tion in  that  way  is  to  get  rid  of  all  the 
words  down  to  ^'Amendment  or  debate" 
for  the  purpose  of  substituting  the  words 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gh»ntleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  Tech- 
nically, therefore,  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out,  to  which  objection  is 
taken,  are  before  the  House  as  well  as 
the  Amendment  it  is  proposed  to  insert 
in  their  place.  I  only  put  the  Question, 
that  the  words  **A  Motion  may  be 
made"  be  omitted  in  order  to  enable  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)  to  come  in. 
Therefore,  instead  of  being  irregular,  the 
way  in  which  the  Question  was  put  is 
perfectly  reg^igr. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  did  not  say 
that  the  proceedings  were  irregular; 
hut  what  I  said  vai  that  the  di*3cussion 


was  irregular  quo4d  the  Amendment  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  My 
contention  is,  that  before  we  come  to 
the  discussion  of  that  Amendment  we 
must  first  have  disposed  of  every  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper,  and  we  may  prefer 
the  Hule  as  amended  by  those  Amend- 
ments to  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  respectfully  submit  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  Government 
should  take  its  regular  turn  ;  and  in  that 
case  H  may  probably  not  be  reached 
until  the  day  after  to-morrow,  or 
even  the  following  week.  I  would 
respectfully  ask.  Sir,  for  your  ruHng 
on  this  point. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  under  a  misconception.  The  Question 
now  before  the  House  is  whether  the 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  are  to  become 
a  substantive  matter  of  discussion ;  and 
the  Question  I  have  put  is  whether  the 
words,  *' A  Motion  is  made,"  shall  stand 
part  of  the  Question.  If  those  words 
are  omitted  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  becomes  the  substantive 
Question,  and  it  may  be  amended  in  any 
shape  before  it  is  inserted  in  the  Bule/ 

Mr.  ANDEE80N  (Elgin  and  Nairn): 
The  Amendment  certainly  contains  some 
very  ambiguous  phrases,  owing,  I  pre- 
sume, to  the  haste  with  whioh  it  has 
been  prepared.  For  instance,  *'  the  rights 
of  the  minority  "  is  an  entirely  new  Par- 
liamentary phrase,  which  will  have  to  be 
defined,  because  I  think  we  cannot  be 
too  guarded  in  the  use  of  new  phrases. 
We  are,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  imposing  a 
task  upon  the  Speaker  which  he  cannot 
perform.  How  is  the  Speaker  to  ascer- 
tain whether  the  rights  of  the  minority 
are  being  infringed  ?  First  of  all,  what 
are  the  rights  of  the  minority  ?  I  sup- 
pose that,  being  a  new  P^liamentary 
phrase,  it  would  have  to  be  reconsidered ; 
but  I  understand  that  one  of  the  chief 
rights  of  the  minority  is  to  be  able  to 
get  up  in  this  House  and  speak  upon 
any  question.  If  that  is  so,  now  is  the 
Speaker  to  ascertain  whether  the  rights 
of  the  minority  are  being  infringed,  un- 
less hon.  Members  have  already  exer- 
cised that  right  ?  How  can  the  Speaker 
possibly  ascertain  on  Irish  or  Scotch 
questions  whether  any  Irish  or  Scotch 
Member  desires  to  be  heard  ? 

Mb.  salt  (Stafford):  The  proper 
time  to  discuss  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man^s  Amendment  in  detail  will  be 
wheu  he  moves  it,  but  following  what      ^ 

l8ev0iUh  Night.']  ^^^^ 


691 


Sunnm  of 


{OOMMONB} 


ike  HbuM 


has  been  said  on  the  other  side,  I  most 
say  that  I  regard  with  considerable 
anxiety  the  introduction  of  these  new 
phrases,  *'  the  abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the 
House,"  and  *^  an  infringement  of  the 
rights  of  the  minority."  I  am  afraid 
that  the  introduction  of  these  new 
terms — especially  that  of  '*  rights  of  the 
minority" — will  create  new  difficulties 
in  regard  to  a  matter  which  is  already 
sufficiently  complicated  and  difficult. 
Personally  I  should  prefer  that  the 
matter  shoidd  be  left  entirely  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Chair,  and,  if  any 
kind  of  restriction  is  necessary,  to  the  old 
Parliamentary  phrase  that  the  Chairman 
should  be  guided  by  the  evident  sense  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  I  presume  that  the  Government 
brought  forward  the  proposed  Bules 
after  careful  consideration.  Yet  they 
now  spring  upon  us  a  very  importeuit 
change,  and  we  have  no  security  that  it 
has  receiyed  the  deliberate  judgment  of 
the  Cabinet.  If  that  be  so,  I  do  not  see 
why  the  Amendment  of  the  Government 
should  carry  more  weight  with  it  than 
the  Amendments  which  have  been  put 
down  by  independent  Members  of  the 
House.  I  hold  that  it  is  of  the  greatest 
possible  importance  that  the  Speaker 
should  be  consulted,  and  should  give 
his  assent,  before  the  closure  is  applied. 
It  is  now  proposed  to  reverse  the  whole 
order  of  things,  and  it  is  left  in  the 
power  of  any  hon.  Member  of  the 
House  to  proceed  to  put  the  closure  in 
force  unless  you  shall  intervene.  I 
wish  to  know  in  what  way  it  can  be 
said  that  a  Member  who  moves  the 
closure  of  the  debate  is  abusing  the 
Bules  of  this  House,  and  I  can  see  no 
security  whatever  in  the  use  of  the 
phrase,  **the  rights  of  the  minority." 
Kight  hon.  Members  opposite  have 
completely  changed  their  front  upon 
this  question,  and  they  have  altogether 
departed  from  the  pledge  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House,  that  the  Bules  of  Procedure 
should  not  be  treated  as  a  Party  ques- 
tion. I  strongly  object  to  the  disap- 
pearance of  the  substance  of  five  lines 
of  the  proposed  Bule  in  order  that  a 
new  proposal  may  be  taken  of  which  we 
know  nothing. 

Mb.  OSBOBNE  MOBGAN  (Den- 
bighshire,  £.):    I  am  as  anxious  as 

Mr.  8aU 


any  hon.  Member  to  cure  the  creepiiig 
paralysis  which  is  said  to  have  come 
over  thd  Business  of  this  House.  I  say 
nothing  as  to  whether  the  Speaker 
should  be  called  upon  to  decide  a  Mo- 
tion would  be  an  abuse  of  the  Forms  of 
the  House,  but  I  think  it  would  be  an 
extremely  difficult  and  delicate  duty  to 
call  upon  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of 
Committee  to  decide  whether  there  had 
been  an  infringement  of  the  rights  of  the 
minority  or  not.  I  want  to  know  tiie 
meaning  of  the  words  *' rights  of  the 
minority."  It  is  entirely  new  in  a  Par^ 
liamentary  sense ;  indeed,  I  should  like 
to  know  what  is  a  minority.  It  may  be 
anything  from  two  to  300,  and  it  is 
obvious  that  the  rights  of  a  minority 
would  not  depend  upon  its  numerical 
strength,  but  on  its  relation  to  the 
majority.  Surely  the  true  solution  of 
the  problem  would  be  a  simple  closure, 
to  be  moved  either  by  a  Minister  or  bj 
a  Member  of  the  majority,  upon  whom 
the  odium  should  rest  if  they  attempted 
to  use  their  power  oppressively. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead):  I 
have  always  been  of  opinion  that  our 
Bules  of  Procedure  require  strength- 
ening, but  I  am  disposed  to  think  that 
with  every  desire  to  strengthen  the 
authority  of  the  Chair,  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  far  from 
carrying  out  that  object,  and  that  it 
will,  unintentionally  no  doubt,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  tend  to  weaken  it.  There 
is  an  impression  out  of  doors  that  the 
object  of  these  Bules  is  to  enable  the 
Government  to  carry  measures  in  the 
teeth  of  hon.  Members  who  sit  below 
the  Gangway  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
They  are  now  in  a  minority,  but  no  one 
can  tell  whether  they  are  not,  in  eon- 
junction  with  the  conatituenoiesy  actu- 
ally at  this  moment  in  a  majority.  In 
the  event  of  this  Bule  being  carried,! 
am  afraid  that  the  Speaker  will  be 
placed  in  a  position  which  I  may  almost 
describe  as  intolerable.  If  the  Speaker 
attemipts  to  apply  the  Bule  in  the  case 
of  a  Coercion  Bill  which  may  be  accept- 
able to  the  Party  in  power,  he  may  find 
that  his  authority  is  greatly  weakened 
in  being  at  variance  with  the  general 
view  of  the  constituencies.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  the  Speaker  acts  is 
direct  antagonism  to  me  Government 
of  the  day,  his  position  may  be  made 
both  odious  and  nnoomfortable,  and  I 
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tbink  it  would  be  veiy  donbtful  liow 
{onp^  be  would  oontiime  to  hold  it. 

Mb.  QEDOE  (Stockport) :  This  dis- 
easnon  is  sorely  premature  and  irre* 
gnlar.  I  understand  the  question  to  be 
simply  this.  Bhall  the  Chair  initiate  the 
closure  and  be  followed  by  a  Member 
niofing  it)  or  shall  a  Member  first  move 
it,  and  the  Chair  give  or  withhold  assent 
to  his  doing  sor  The  oonsiderations 
which  are  to  guide  the  Chair  in  the 
exeroiBe  of  this  discretion  are  not  at  pre- 
sent before  us,  and  I  hope  we  shall  not 
now  waste  time  in  disou&sing  them,  as 
they  eertainly  must  be  fully  considered 
when  we  come  to  the  next  part  of  the 
dause.  I  shall  support  the  Amendment, 
as  '\%  seems  to  me  best  for  the  Motion  to 
he  first  made,  and  then  for  the  Chair  to 
have  a  veto  on  its  being  put. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  85  ;  Noes 
190:  Majority  105.— (Div.  List,  No.  37.) 

Question  proposed, 

"That  the  words  'A  Memher  riBing  in  his 
place  may  olaim  to  move,  '  That  the  Question 
be  now  put,'  and,  unless  it  shall  appear  to  the 
Oiair  that  such  Motion  is  an  ahuse  of  the  Rules 
of  tiie  House,  or  an  infringement  of  the  rights 
of  the  minority,  the  Question, '  That  th»  Ques- 
tion he  now  put,'  shall  he  put  forthwith,  and 
decided  without  Amendment  or  Dehate'  he 
there  inserted.*'-— (i/r.  William  Mmry  Smith.) 

Ma.  LEAKE  (Lancashire,  SJE).,  Bad- 
olifPe) :  I  rise  to  move  as  an  Amendment 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tieman  the  first  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  to  insert  after  the 
word  **  Member  "  the  words — 

''Of  the  GoTemment,  or  the  Mover  or  Seconder 
of  Uie  Motion  then  in  dehate,  or  the  Mover  or 
Seconder  of  an  Amendment  thereto." 

When  I  was  interrupted  by  an  appeal 
to  the  Speaker  a  short  time  ago  I  was 
endeavouting  to  explain  that  when  my 
Amendment  was  put  upon  the  Paper 
it  was  intimately,  thougn  not  indispen- 
sably, connected  with  &e  relief  of  the 
Speaker  from  all  interference  with  the 
closure  of  debate.  At  that  time,  under 
the  proposed  Eule  of  the  Gbvernment, 
the  Speaker's  active  interposition  would 
be  at  the  call  of  every  non.  Member 
of  the  House,  and  his  decision  would 
probably  be  required  many  times  during 
our  proceedings.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Hampshire  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)  has  expressed  the  appre- 
hension that  it  would  oe  required  every 
day.    It  is  true  that  by  the  Amendment 
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of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  the  in- 
terference of  the  Speaker  is  reduced  to 
a  veto,  and  that  on  the  initiative,  so  to 
speak,  of  the  Member  proposing  the 
closure.  I  do  not  think  that  the  intro- 
duction of  this  initiative  relieves  the 
Speaker  in  any  essential  particular ;  in 
fact,  it  rather  calls  upon  him  to  act 
when^  if  he  were  left  to  his  own  initia- 
tive, he  might  choose  to  remain  silent. 
I  admit  that  this  Amendment  is  a  judi- 
cious curtailment  of  embarrassing  and 
unnecessary  functions;  but  in  its  cur- 
tailed form  the  Speaker's  interposition 
is  unnecessary.  I  will  not,  however, 
dwell  on  this.  The  discussion  of  this 
pomt  will  be  better  taken  on  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradford.  We  shall  do  well  to  exclude 
the  Speaker  altogether  ^m  our  Party 
conflicts.  But  if  we  Speaker  be  relieved 
of  all  responsibility  in  respect  to  the 
application  of  the  closure,  we  are,  by  the 
proposed  Eule  of  the  Qovemment,brought 
face  to  face  with  the  action  of  every  in- 
dividual Member  of  the  House.  There 
are  many  natural  defects  in  Members' 
characters  which  ocmie  to  the  front  in  the 
heat  of  debate;  there  is  irritability,  eoeen- 
tricity,  and  even  something  of  the  playful- 
ness of  youth  left  in  many  mature  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  and  it  may  happen 
that  a  Membw  sitting  in  some  dark 
comer  may  move  the  closure  for  the 
purpose,  ostensibly,  of  promoting  Busi- 
ness, but  reaUy  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
tarding Business.  I  would  remove  the 
temptation  of  hon.  Members  to  take  such 
irregular  action  as  this.  There  is  an- 
other consideration  which  has  influenced 
my  judgment,  and  I  trust  it  will  have 
some  weight  with  die  House  generally. 
In  taking  such  an  important  step  as 
moving  me  closure,  the  instigating  in- 
terest, the  animating  spirit,  ought  to 
be  plainly  revealed.  In  my  opinion,  the 
independent  Member  rising  to  propose, 
the  closure  of  debate  would,  as  a  rule, 
be  a  Member  with  very  little  respon- 
sibility— possibly  l^e  mere  catspaw  of 
the  Gt)vemment,  or  of  the  Opposition, 
or  of  a  Party  or  of  a  small  section  of 
the  House.  I  have  endeavoured  in  my 
Amendment  to  meet  this  objection  by 
what  appears  to  me  to  be  a  very  orderly 
provision.  I  would  dismiss  the  670 
units  of  this  House— or  ''items,"  as  an 
hon.  Friend  of  mine  prefers  to  call  them 
—from  a  self-imposed  duty  which  might 
be  grossly  or  fo<'li«hly  abused.      Thid 
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House  should,  in  the  interest  of  debate 
and  for  the  promotion  of  Business,  act 
through  responsible  agents  for  the  time 
being.  Who  ought  to  be  these  agents  ? 
In  the  first  place,  it  cannot  be  denied 
that  the  Members  of  the  Cbyernment 
for  the  time  being  would  be  most 
proper  agents;  in  the  second  place, 
Hie  Mover  or  Seconder  of  the  Motion  be- 
fore the  House ;  and,  in  the  third  place, 
the  Mover  or  Seconder  of  an  Amendment 
to  the  Motion  before  the  House  would 
be  very  fitting  agents.  Under  these 
heads  all  the  conflicting  interests  in  the 
debate  or  its  closure  would  be  repre- 
sented. Take  the  Members  of  the  Go-' 
vemment.  They  include,  naturally,  the 
Leader  of  the  House.  The  interests  of 
the  Government  would,  in  the  first  place, 
by  this  agency,  be  promoted  and  at- 
tended to.  But  the  Leader  of  the  House 
has  a  double  function.  He  has  not  only 
to  secure  and  promote  the  interests  of 
the  Government,  but  he  has  to  watch 
over  the  humours  and  temper  of  the 
House,  and  to  promote  by  his  manage- 
ment the  progress  of  Business.  Action 
from  that  source  could  not  fail  to  be 
most  responsible.  I  cannot  imagine 
that  the  Members  of  the  Government 
would  do  a  foolish  thing,  though  they 
might  occasionally  act  in  a  somewhat 
arbitrary  manner.  In  the  main,  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  would  shrink 
from  any  unfair  use  of  the  power 
which,  by  my  proposition,  would  be 
entrusted  to  them.  The  Government 
would  not,  and  ought  not  to  be 
able  to,  hide  itself  behind  an  indi- 
vidual Member.  Then  I  turn  to  the 
Mover  or  Seconder  of  the  Motion  be- 
fore the  House.  Under  this  head  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  would  gene- 
rally find  a  fitting  and  orderly  place.  If 
it  became  necessary  in  their  judgment 
that  a  debate  should  close  they  would 
always  be  enabled  to  put  themselves  in 
a  position  to  promote  that  closure.  It 
may  be  urged  that  the  Leaders  of  an 
organized  Opposition  would  have  no  par- 
ticular interest  in  closing  a  debate  or 
even  in  promoting  Business.  Hon. 
Members  generally  will  concede  that 
that  is  but  a  superficial  view  to  take  of 
the  position  of  the  ordinary  Leaders  of 
an  organized  Opposition  and  unjust 
to  them.  The  Opposition  Leader  m^y 
wish  as  much  as  the  Government  to 
obtain  the  expression  of  the  views  of 
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the  House  upon  a  matter  before  it,  not 
necessarily  to  secure  a  victory,  but  to 
resist  the  shelving  of  an  important  pro- 
position, and   to  promote  its  ultimate 
acceptation.    If  we  permit  the  Mover  or 
the  Seconder  of  the  Motion   to  move 
the  dosure  of  a  debate  upon  the  Motion 
we  shall  secure  an  expression  of  the 
opinion  of  the  House  which    often  in 
times  past  has  by  one  means  or  anotiier 
been  prevented.     By  such  a  provision 
the  independent  Member,  reoentiy  so 
much  suppressed,  may  once  agun  asseit 
a   power  to  exist   and    act   in   legis- 
lative ^matters.      We  must  not  forg«t 
that  the  Mover  or  the  Seoonder  of  a 
Motion  before  the  House  will  not  oidj 
represent  himself,  but  a  large  seetios 
and  interest  in  the  House.    Both  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  will,  in  all  pro- 
bability,   be   eminently   representatire 
men.    I  may,  perhaps,  remark  that  tke 
introduction  of  the    Seconder  into  ffij 
Amendment  is  to  provide  against  a  oon- 
tingency  which  may  arise ;  if  the  Meter 
is  unavoidably  absent  we  shall  have  the 
Seconder  to  take  his  place.    Bat  if  we 
left  the  initiative  under  these  two  heads 
we  should  not  do  justice  to  an  importaot 
section  of  tiie  House-— namely,  to  the 
section    antagonistic    to    tfao    questioo 
under  debate ;  and  therefore  it  is  I  pro- 
pose that  the  Mover  or  Seconder  of  an 
Amendment  to  the  Motion  before  A« 
House  shall    have   equal  ric^ht  to  tbe 
Mover  or  Seconder  of  the  Motion  to  pro* 
pose  the  closure.    The  Mover  and  Se- 
conder of  an  Amendment  will  also  be 
representative  men,  and  through  them 
large  numbers  in  the  House  would  be 
acting  in  an  orderiy  manner.   The  prac- 
tical value  of  this  proposition  is  that  joo 
bring  into  play  the  conflict  of  interwU, 
and  only  by  such  conflict  do  we  obtain 
substantial  justice  either  in  l^ls  House 
or  in  the  world  outside.    The  action  of 
the  Mover  or  Seconder  of  an  Amend- 
ment woidd  be  called  for  when  the  Merer 
or    Seconder  of  a  Motion  was  unduly 
estimating  the  importance  of  the  Motion 
or  unduly   prolonging  the  debate.    It 
would  be  unwise  to  place  the  responsi- 
bility of  moving  the  closure  of  every  snch 
debate  upon  Members   of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  it  would  be  calling  upon  them  to 
act  most  invidiously.  Doubtless,  it  will  be 
urged  that  in  all  other  Legislative  Assem- 
blies we  know  of,  or  in  most  of  the  other 
Parliamentary  Bodies,  tiie  initiatiTe  Icr 
closing  debate  dwells  in  evefy  Me©b« 
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ci  those  Bodiee.  Well,  but  if  it  were 
not  hr  the  peculiarity  of  oar  position  we 
should  not  be  engaged  upon  revising  our 
Boles  of  Procedure  at  this  mom^it.  I 
question  whether  in  any  f  orei^  Parlia- 
mentary Assembly  suoh  a  justifiable 
diversity  of  ofkinion  exists  as  exists  in  this 
House.  There  is  no  disguising  the  fact 
that  we  baye  an  irreoonoilable  Party 
-Hjk  the  opinion  of  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  a  justifiably  irrecon- 
cilable Party  in  this  House — and  when 
we  are  engaged  in  making  New  Bules 
to  promote  the  orderly  conduct  of  debate 
and  the  promotion  of  Business  we  should 
take  care  we  do  not  open  the  door 
for  evils  still  greater  than  those  from 
which  we  now  suffer.  It  has  been  ob- 
jected that  by  many  propositions  before 
the  Houee,  including  my  own,  the  Mem- 
hen  of  the  Gk)vernment  will  receive  an 
undue  preponderance  of  influence.  My 
Aaendment  does  not  give  the  Govern- 
mnt  a  greater  preponderance  of  in- 
floenoe  than  they  would  enjoy  under  the 
Gofemment  proposition.  The  greater 
eoatains  the  less,  and  the  670  Members 
of  this  House  include  the  Government. 
But  my  pro|M>sition  fixes  upon  them  a  dis- 
tinet  responsibility.  I  would,  by  my  pro- 
position^  keep  the  Government  strictly  to 
its  responsibility,  and  deprive  it  of  any 
dtanoe  of  sheltering  itscdf  behind  the 
action  of  a  private  or  so-called  private 
Member,  By  the  adoption  of  some  suoh 
Heaolution  as  I  propose,  and  by  absolving 
Mr.  Speaker  £rom  all  responsibility  for 
our  debates  and  quarrels  and  differences, 
we  shall  restore  Parliament  onoe  more  to 
an  Assembly  of  straightforward  men, 
desirous  to  promote  the  Business  of  the 
oountry.  Neither  the  Government  nor  a 
Parly  will  be  able  to  shelter  any  action  of 
its  own  under  the  mantle  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  undw  the  guise  of  any  independent 
Member  who  may  be  ready  to  move  the 
appUoatioa  of  the  closure.  With  a  full 
and  hearty  deeire  that  sujch  Eules  may 
be  adopted  by  the  House  as  will  effec- 
tually safeguard  its  interests,  while  per- 
mittiog  full  and  fair  and  reasonable 
debat^  I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  I  have  placed  on  the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

After  the  word  "  Member,"  to  insert  the 
words  •*  of  the  Government,  or  the  Mover  or 
Seconder  of  the  Motion  then  in  Debate,  or  the 
Mover  ov^Seoender  of  an  AmeadmenI  thereto.*' 
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Question  proposed,  ^'That  &ose 
words  be  inserted  in  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  RadclifEe  Division  of 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Leake)  has  made  a  very 
interesting  and  exhaustive  speech  on  his 
Amendment.  It  is  one  in  which  I  know 
he  takes  a  very  great  interest ;  but  he 
will  not  be  surprised  to  hear  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Government  it  is  not  de- 
sirable a  distinction  should  be  made  in 
this  matter  in  favour  of  Members  of  the 
Government,  or  in  favour  of  the  Mover 
or  Seconder  of  a  Motion  or  Amend- 
ment.  I  am  not  aware  that  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment possess  any  exclusive  privileges  as 
such  which  places  them  in  a  different 
position  from  that  of  any  other  Members 
in  the  House,  nor  should  I  be  willing  to 
cbthe  the  Mover  or  Seconder  of  an 
Amendment  with  any  privilege  which  is 
not  possessed  equally  by  hon.  Members 
generally.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  Movers  and  Seconders  of 
Amendments  are,  as  a  rule,  eminently 
representative  men  —  that  they  have 
attained  a  position  which  justifies  them 
in  speaking  for  a  considerable  portion 
of  the  House.  I  recognize  the  fact  that 
Movers  and  Seconders  of  Amendments 
are  frequently  eminently  representative 
men ;  but  if  I  turn  to  the  Order  Book,  I 
find  that  the  Movers  of  Amendments,  in 
the  greatest  proportion,  are  Members 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork 
(Dr.  Tanner),  who  takes  a  great  interest 
in  the  progress — or  possibly  the  reverse 
of  progress — of  Business  in  this  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  stands, 
I  believe,  in  the  most  eminent  position 
of  having  given  Notice  of  more  Amend- 
ments ^n  any  other  hon.  Member; 
and  he  would,  therefore,  under  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South-EastLancashire  (Mr.  Leake),  have 
the  right  to  move  the  closure  oftener 
than  any  other  Member  except  Members 
of  the  Government — he  would  have  the 
opportunity  of  moving  the  closure  on 
evexj  Bill  to  which  he  has  given  Notice 
of  objection.  The  cloture  is  an  un- 
fortunate necessity  in  order  to  regulate 
the  Business  of  the  House,  and  in  order 
to  assist  the  House  to  arrive  at  a 
decision  upon  important  matters ;  but  I 
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xxxaintain  that  the  course  which  we  have 
suggested  is  the  course  best  calculated 
to  prevent  an  abuse  of  the  power  of 
closure.  It  would  be  most  unsatisfactory, 
most  undesirable,  to  make  an  invidious 
distinction  between  one  hon.  Member 
of  the  House  and  another  hon.  Member. 
It  would  certainly  lessen  the  authority 
of  the  Government  if  a  power  was  en- 
trusted to  Members  of  the  Government 
which  was  not  equally  entrusted  to  all 
Members  of  the  House.  I  fail  to  see 
how  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Leake)  would  in  the  least 
degree  prevent  the  mode  of  inter- 
rupting jBusiness  which  he  wishes  to 
obviate.  He  proposes  that  the  Mover 
of  an  Amendment  shall  have  the  power 
to  move  the  closure.  What  is  more 
easy  than  to  suggest  to  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man, on  either  side  of  the  House,  that 
he  should  move  an  Amendment  for 
which  a  responsible  Leader  would  not 
be  responsible,  but  which  would  attain 
the  object  in  view  ?  I  regret  it  is  neces- 
sary to  restrict  the  liberties  of  Members 
of  this  House;  but  I  decline  to  be  a 
party  to  any  arrangement  which  dis- 
tinguishes any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment from  the  rest  of  the  House.  Let 
us  be,  as  far  as  possible,  equal  in  our 
rights  and  privileges.  If  the  time  ever 
comes  when  it  may  be  necessary  to  in- 
troduce other  restrictions  in  order  to 
save  Parliament  from  the  destruction 
which  may  threaten  us  if  Members  are 
not  conscious  of  their  duty  to  the  country, 
the  Government  of  the  day,  I  am  sure, 
will  not  shrink  from  proposing  them. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire): 
I  desire  to  support  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South-East  Lan- 
cashire (Mr.  Leake),  because,  unless  we 
put  some  such  restriction  as  that  pro- 
posed upon  the  power  of  moving  the 
closure,  the  exercise  of  the  power  will 
become  one  of  the  most  common  modes 
of  Obstruction  in  the  House.  We  have 
found  recently  how  rapidly  means  of 
Obstruction  are  developed  and  applied ; 
and  when  it  is  found  that  any  irrespon- 
sible Member  may,  at  anytime,  move  that 
the  debate  shall  close,  we  may  have  20, 
30,  or  40  Members  rising  to  have  the 
closure  applied  in  the  course  of  an 
evening.  If  the  power  of  veto  is  taken 
from  the  Chair,  as  some  wish,  it  will 
be  open  to  any  hon.  Member  to  pro- 
pose the  closure,  and  the  Chair  will 
nave  no  option  except  to  take  a  Division 
iff.  W,  E,  Smith 


on  the  subject.  It  may  be  that  the 
form  in  which  my  hon.  Eriend  (Mr. 
Leake)  has  proposed  his  Amendment  is 
not  a  very  perfect  one ;  but  the  object  of 
the  Amendment  is  a  good  one — ^namely, 
that  the  moving  of  the  closure  should  be 
restricted  to  responsible  persons.  Above 
all  things,  we  must  take  care  we  are  not 
opening  the  door  to  a  new  form  of  Ob- 
struction as  troublesome  as  any  we  have 
hitherto  experienced. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  (Derby): 
This  is  a  subject  which  was  discussed  in 
the  Committee  upstairs.  At  that  time  I 
was  representing  the  Government,  audi 
must  say  I  agreed  with  Uie  view  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has 
expressed.  My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Lealro) 
did  not  get  a  great  deal  of  aupport  for 
his  proposal  in  the  Committee.  Then 
is  great  danger  in  departing  £rom  the 
traditions  and  constitution  of  the  House; 
and  certainly  there  is  nothing  more  fan- 
damental  than  that  the  Gt>vemment  are 
not  regarded  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Bules  of  this  House  as  something  apart 
from  the  rest  of  the  House,  except  so  far 
as  particular  duties  are  given  to  them. 
It  would  be  extremely  dangerous  to  set 
up  the  Government  as  an  authority  over 
this  House  at  idl.  The  House  is 
naturally  jealous  of  the  Government, 
and  very  properly  so.  We  cannot  be 
expected  to  have  unlimited  confidence  in 
a  Government,  especially  a  Government 
to  which  we  are  opposed ;  and  it  would 
not  ease  the  thin^  at  all  to  suppose  that 
this  Vote  would  be  exercised  from  the 
Government  apart  from  any  other  seo« 
tion  of  the  H!ouse.  I  do  not  see  we 
should  gain  any  particular  advantage  by 
these  limitations ;  and,  therefore,  as  I 
could  not  support  this  proposal  in  the 
Committee  upstairs,  I  cannot  support  li 
now.  

Me.  CALEB  WEIGHT  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Leigh) :  I  have  listened  to  this 
debate  in  the  hope  that  a  scheme  may 
be  arrived  at  which  will  meet  with  the 
approval  of  both  sides  of  the  House. 
So  far  there  seems  to  be  great  hesitation 
in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members  as  to 
what  the  scheme  should  be.  The  olject 
of  the  Amendment  is  to  secure  fair  dis- 
cussion of  all  questions  brought  before 
the  House.  It  is  generally  admitted 
that  the  arrears  of  Business  increase 
year  after  year.  The  increase  of  popu* 
lation  in  the  country,  the  devdopaient 
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(sf  our  Colonies,  and  other  important 
eauses,  have  tended  to  increase  the 
wants  of  the  country.  Why  has  this 
House  failed  to  do  its  work  ?  One  great 
cause  is  that  a  large  portion  of  hon. 
Members  cling  to  laws  which  are  totally 
unsuited  to  this  age. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  must  interrupt 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  Amendment 
of  tbe  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Leake)  is  be- 
fore the  House,  and  we  are  not  now  on 
the  general  question  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  referring  to. 

Mr.  OALBB  WRIGHT :  I  apologize 
if  I  have  strayed  from  the  question.  I 
hope  the  Government  will  see  its  way  to 
adopt  some  measure  of  closure  which 
win  disarm  any  opposition  from  this 
side  of  the  House. 

Me.  MOLLOT  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
tiie  Member  for  the  RaddifFe  Division 
of  Lancashire  (Mr.  Leake)  is  one  of  an 
important  character,  and  I  am  sorry  the 
right  hon.  GFentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  Wflliam  HarcourtJ  could  not 
see  his  way  to  support  it.  The  Motion 
of  the  GK)vemment  means  that  if  the 
Government  desire  to  enforce  the  closure 
and  to  shirk  the  responsibility  of  its  own 
action,  it  can  get  one  of  tne  juvenile 
Members  sitting  on  the  Tory  Benches 
to  move  that  the  dosure  be  imposed. 
If  the  cloture  is  imposed  in  the  course 
of  a  discussion,  it  is  quite  evident  it  can 
only  be  imposed  by  the  most  responsible 
authority  in  the  House- — namely,  the 
(Government.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  has  constantly 
said  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
see  to  the  conduct  and  progress  of  Busi- 
ness. Surely,  therefore,  the  responsi- 
bility of  applying  the  cloture  ought  to 
rest  with  the  Government.  Li  my  opi- 
nion, the  Amendment  goes  a  little  too 
far.  I  would  leave  the  entire  respon- 
sibility upon  the  Government. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  I  must 
protest  against  the  manner  in  which  the 
present  proposition  of  the  Government 
was  sprung  upon  the  House.  The  pro- 
position makes  a  change  of  a  drastic 
description  in  the  original  proposal  of 
the  Government.  No  reasons  were  given 
last  night  why  the  House  should  support 
the  present  proposal,  and  to-day  the 
conspiracy  or  silence  has  been  main- 
tained. We  fully  admit  the  right  of  the 
Government  to  change  its  mind  from 
time  to  time;  but  when  it  does  submit 


a  new  proposal,  we  are  entitled  to  claim 
that  we  should  have  an  ample  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  it.  It  is  said  that 
these  proposals  are  rendered  necessary 
by  the  obstruction  offered  by  private 
Members ;  but  I  have  calculated  that  if 
the  HoQse  sits  40  hours  in  a  week,  that 
would  only  allow  each  of  the  670  Mem- 
bers four  minutes  a  week  in  which  to 
address  the  House.  The  attitude  which 
I  take  up  towards  these  Rules  is  one  of 
complete  and  uncompromising  hostility. 
The  Gt)vemment  ask  the  House  to  en- 
able a  debate  to  be  closed  whether  there 
has  been  adequate  discussion  or  not. 
Moreover,  when  such  a  change  in  tlie 
position  of  the  Chair  is  being  made,  we 
are  entitled  to  know  whether  the  change 
is  to  be  permanent,  yet  the  Government 
have  not  yet  told  us  whether  the  Rule 
will  be  made  a  Standing  Order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  confining  himself  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House. 

Mb.  chance  :  I  bow  to  your  ruling, 
Sir.  I  was  proceeding  to  discuss  the 
question  why  this  Amendment  should 
be  carried,  and  why  the  Government,  as 
the  result  of  the  carrying  of  this  Amend- 
ment, should  undertake  direct  responsi- 
bility for  the  cloture.  I  consider  the 
cl6ture  a  degradation  to  this  House,  and 
I,  therefore,  think  that  those  Gentlemen 
who  desire  the  use  of  such  a  weapon 
should  keep  the  use  of  it  in  their  own 
hands.  I  think  that  instead  of  the 
cloture  some  process  of  devolution  of 
business  is  necessary,  and  since  the  Go- 
vernment have  taken  up  a  decided  stand 
against  all  devolution  of  business  I  ask 
the  House  to  compel  them  to  adopt  the 
logical  alternative  of  taking  into  their 
own  hands  the  power  of  muzzling  Mem- 
bers. 

Mr.  henry  gill  (Limerick):  I 
think  this  Amendment  is  a  very  valuable 
one,  because  I  think  that  if  Members 
generally  had  had  the  power  of  moving 
me  cloture  it  would  oe  an  effectucd 
weapon  in  their  hands  to  prevent  the 
bringing  on  of  certain  Bills.  Blocking 
Motions  will  be  put  down  to  prevent 
Bills  coming  on  before  12  o'clock,  when 
three  or  four  Members  will  be  able  to 
combine  together  so  as  to  delay  the 
House  with  Cloture  Motions  beyond 
the  time  when  Opposed  Business  can  be 
taken.  It  will  take  some  minutes  to 
move  the  cloture,  for  if  it  is  an  obstruc- 
tive Motion,  you.  Sir,  must  give  your 
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reasons  wby  you  think  it  is  against  the 
Kules  of  the  House,  and  not  within  the 
rights  of  the  majority  to  enforce  it.  In 
that  way  some  minutes  will  be  consumed, 
and  then  there  is  nothing  to  prevent 
other  Members  rising  up  at  short  inter- 
yals  and  doing  the  same  thing.  In  this 
way  a  deal  of  time  may  be  consumed,  and 
Members  may  prevent  Business  of  a  con- 
tentious character  that  is  blocked  from 
coming  on.  There  are  at  present  very 
few  opportimities  for  carrying  through 
private  Members'  Bills,  and  I  maintain 
that  this  Bule  will  be  a  great  encroacb- 
ment  upon  the  power  they  already  pos- 
sess. The  Government  will  be  able  to 
cloture  any  debate  they  like  before  mid- 
night, in  order  that  they  may  be  en- 
abled to  bring  in  Bills  that  have  been 
blocked.  I  think  these  are  considera- 
tions which  should  weigh  with  the  Oo- 
vemment  and  with  private  Members, 
who  have  very  little  chance  at  present  of 
getting  anything  done.  It  seems  to  me 
uat  this  cloture,  which  is  said  to  be 
brought  forward  for  the  purpose  of  put- 
ting down  Obstruction,  may  itself  be 
made  a  very  formidable  weapon  of  Ob- 
struction. As  a  choice  of  evils  I  think 
the  power  of  moving  the  cloture  should 
rest  with  the  Government,  as  proposed 
by  the  Amendment,  because  I  hardly 
think  any  Member  of  the  Government 
would  take  upon  himself  the  responsi- 
bility of  doing  anything  to  prevent  a 
private  Member  from  proceeding  with 
the  Business  he  has  on  the  Paper. 

Mb,  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  K)  : 
Having  regard  to  the  way  in  which  tne 
most  reasonable  and  moderate  Amend- 
ments have  been  met  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  we  cannot  feel  very  san» 
guine  with  regard  to  this  one.  It  may 
be  said  that  the  Government,  in  opposing 
the  safeguards  which  we  desire  to  put 
on  the  Statute  Book  for  the  protection 
of  the  minority  and  of  individuals,  are 
inconsistent  with  their  former  action ; 
but  I  do  not  think  we  can  expect  to  find 
consistency  in  the  present  Government, 
seeinp^  that  at  one  time  they  opposed 
coercion  for  Ireland,  and  that  now  they 
are  proposing  it.  I  think  we  should 
fasten  upon  the  Government  some  re- 
sponsibility for  the  imposition  of  this 
cloture.  If  the  Amendment  is  not  car- 
ried they  will  be  able  to  impose  it  with- 
out being  responsible  for  it,  because  we 
know  that  often  when  they  do  not  wish 
to  take  particular  action  themselves  they 
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are  quite  willing  that  followers  of  tiieirs 
should  adopt  the  course  of  which  tbej 
themselves  appear  to  disapprove.  I 
think  that  such  liberty  is  not  advisable, 
and  that  we  should  saddle  the  Govern- 
ment with  the  responsibility  of  putting 
the  cloture  into  operation.  The  House 
will  remember  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  &r  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  was  a  Member  of 
the  Cabinet 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  are  utterly  irrelevant. 

Mb.  p.  J.  POWER :  Then,  Sir,  I 
will  endeavour  to  make  my  remarios 
more  relevant  to  the  subject.  The  great 
objection  we  have  to  the  Government 
proposal  is  that  it  will  enable  Ministers 
to  do  that  of  which  they  do  not  appear 
to  approve. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) :  R 
would  be  a  matter  of  great  surprise  to 
us  if  the  Government  tdopted  any  sug- 
gestion coming  from  these  Benches  wim 
a  modicum  of  reason  in  it.  Their  atti- 
tude throughout  has  been  one  of  flagrant 
persistence  in  unreasonable  hostility  to 
every  proposal  made  by  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. If  the  Gt>vemment  proposal  is 
adopted  as  it  stands  we  shall  in  Uie 
future  have  another  Mr.  Warton  sitting 
behind  the  Ministry  rising  up  continu- 
ally like  a  jack  in  the  box  to  move 
"That  the  Question  be  now  put."  If 
the  Amendment  be  adopted,  it  will  put 
the  responsibility  for  moving  the  cloture 
on  the  right  shoulders.  We  desire  to 
take  away  from  the  Ohair  all  responsi- 
bility for  putting  the  Question  **That 
the  Question  be  now  put." 

Mr.  T.  0.  HAEEINGTON  (Dublin. 
Harbour) :    If  the  Government  do  not 
see  their  way  to  accepting  this  Amend- 
ment, we  shall  find  that  next  Session 
will  commence  with  the  discussion  of 
another  set  of  Procedure  Bules  which 
the  Government  will  find  it  their  du^to 
embody  with  the  present  ones.     Wiiat 
is  now  being  done  will  create  new  op- 
portunities of  Obstruction.    We  know 
how  easy  it  is  at  the  present  moment 
for  Mr.  Speaker  to  cut  short  speeches 
which  he  does  not  consider  relevant;  bat 
in  the  future  we  are  likely  to  have  ft 
great  many  Motions  made  which  have 
no  legitimate  aim  whatever  and  which 
in  no  way  advance  the  Business  of  the 
House.     The  country,  I  may  point  ont, 
will  watch  the  application  of  these  New 
Bules  very  narrowly,  and  will,  nodoabt^ 
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carefiillj  note  how  th^  Gov^oment  per- 
mits the  application  of  the  cloture  by 
Members  of  the  Conservative  Party 
when  they  themselves  shirk  responsi- 
bility in  the  matter.  It  seems  to  me, 
therefore,  that  it  would  be  a  greater  se- 
curity to  this  House  and  to  the  public  if 
the  application  of  these  Bules  were  left 
to  the  responsibility  of  the  Government. 

Ma.  THOMAS  GILL  (Louth,  S.) : 
Have  the  Government  got  it  into  their 
minds  that  private  Members  should  be 
allowed  indiscriminate  use  of  the  power 
of  moving  the  cloture,  or  do  they  intend 
that  the  spirit  of  this  Amendment  shall 
be  carried  out  by  fixing  responsibility 
for  the  application  of  the  cloture  upon 
responsible  Members  ?  It  seems  to  me 
that  all  the  Amendment  proposes  to  do 
is  to  place  a  restraint  upon  the  power  of 
Obstruotion  and  of  abusing  the  Bules 
yhich  is  sought  to  be  given  to  the  ma- 
jority. I  must  protest  against  the  atti- 
tude of  the  Government  whilst  this 
important  question  is  under  discussion. 
I  venture  to  think  that  this  Amendment 
is  worthy  of  the  consideration  of  the 
House;  but  the  Government  sit  still  and 
mute  on  their  Bench|  and  do  not  con- 
descend to  open  their  lips  at  all  with 
regard  to  it.  I  have  very  little  doubt 
that  if  the  cloture  were  now  in  operation 
the  Government  would  apply  it  to  shut 
off  the  argument  at  once.  It  is  time  for 
the  Government  to  rise  and  say  whether 
they  consider  this  Amendment  complete 
nonsense,  and,  if  they  do  not,  what  is 
their  objection  to  it. 

Ma.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye):  I  must  say  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  is  justified  in  the  protest  he 
has  made  against  the  conspiracy  of 
silence  entered  upon  by  the  Government. 
They  have  not  stated  the  grounds  upon 
which  they  object  to  this  Amendment. 
The  Leader  of  the  House  has  appealed 
to  the  abstract  theory  of  the  equality  of 
Hembers ;  but  that  one  is  not  an  appeal 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  made  in 
the  past.  In  1882  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Ealing  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) proposed  an  Amendment  similar  to 
that  now  under  discussion  ;  and  I  would 
point  out  that  what  we  have  to  take  into 
consideration  is  not  the  abstract  theory 
of  equality  of  Members,  but  the  practical 
working  of  the  Rules  of  Debate.  How 
would  this  Eule  work,  passed  in  its 
present  form,  if  10  or  1 5  Members  should 
rise  find,  under  the  cloak  of  wishing  to 


prevent  undue  debate,  should  themselves 
protract  debate  by  making  coostauc 
appeals  to  the  Chair?  Instead  of  the 
Amendment  providing  for  the  inter- 
ference of  a  Member  of  the  Government, 
I  think  it  might  be  altered  so  as  to  pro- 
vide for  the  interference  of  a  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Privy  Council.  This 
would  cast  the  initiative  on  Members 
sitting  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
equally  with  Members  sitting  on  the 
Treasury  Bench.  It  is  desirable  that 
the  Government  should  state  to  what 
extent  they  are  prepared  to  meet  the 
objections  raised,  and  whether  it  is  de- 
sired, under  this  Eule,  that  power  should 
be  established  without  responsibility. 

Mr.  E.  HAERINGTON  (Kerry,  W.)  : 
After  the  direct,  intelligent,  and  weighty 
appeal  addressed  to  the  Government  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down,  do  they  still  think  it  their  duty 
to  sit  silent  without  making  any  response 
to  the  arguments  which  have  been  ad- 
dressed to  them  in  support  of  this 
Amendment?  If  the  Leader  of  the 
House  has  been  in  any  way  impressed 
by  the  arguments  addressed  to  him,  and 
if  he  wishes  to  indicate  that  these  argu- 
ments have  influenced  his  mind  to  some 
degree  in  the  direction  in  which  we  wish 
it  to  be  influenced,  some  junior  Member 
of  the  Government  might  now  get  up 
and  indicate  to  the  House  that  altered 
state  of  mind  of  the  Government.  There 
are  times  when  we  must  lose  sight  of 
the  equality  of  Members,  and  when 
allowance  must  be  made  for  an  indi- 
vidual possessing  special  knowledge  of 
a  subject,  or  of  the  wants  and  wishes 
of  a  particular  locality.  The  humblest 
Member  may  at  times  be,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  a  particular  debate,  on  a 
higher  level  than  any  occupant  of  the 
Front  Benches ;  and  vet  a  Member  rush- 
ing in  from  the  Smoting  Room,  without 
having  heard  a  word  of  his  speech,  may 
at  once  move  the  cloture  of  the  debate 
under  the  Rule  as  it  at  present  stands. 
I,  therefore,  support  this  Amendment, 
which  will  tend  to  put  responsibility  on 
the  shoulders  of  responsible  Members  of 
the  Government.  Why,  if  the  Cloture 
Rule  were  now  in  operation,  and  a  Con- 
servative Member  were  to  stroll  in  here 
from  the  Smoking  Room,  the  very  fact 
of  his  seeing  me  on  my  legs  would  bo 
enough  to  induce  him  to  declare  that  the 
debate  had  proceeded  far  enough.  With 
regard  to  the  size  of  minorities,  the  time 
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maj  come  wlien  a  single  individaal  may 
be  a  minority.  A  single  individual  may 
have  a  special  grieyance  to  ventilate— 
and  a  time  may  come  when  it  will  be 
desirable  that  you  should  extend  to  him 
the  protection  which  you  are  to  be 
asked  to  extend  to  **the*'  minority. 
Hon.  Oentlemen  opposite  deliberately 
yawn 

Mb.  SFEAXEE  :  I  must  caution  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  is  not  speaking 
to  the  Question  before  the  House. 

Mb.  E.  HAEEINGTON:  I  bow  to 
your  ruling,  Sir.  I  wish  to  second  the 
appeal  which  has  come  irom  this  side  of 
the  House  that  some  Member  of  the 
Government  should  rise  and  tell  us  whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  of  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  to  give  some  security  in  thd  direc- 
tion which  we  demand.  I  admire  the 
inflexibility  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site— 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  I  must  again  cau- 
tion the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  is  not 
to  the  Amendment  before  the 
Debate  on  these  terms  is  im- 


Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON :  Then,  Sir, 
I  will  conclude.  I  intended  to  appeal  to 
the  Gbvemment  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House,  and  I  thought 
that  that  appeal  was  in  Order. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.J):  If 
the  ancient  rights  and  liberties  of  this 
House  were  given  power  of  utterance,  I 
think  they  would  state  that  they  have 
been  badly  treated  by  rirfit  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Treasury  Bench.  They 
would  complain  that  within  less  than  a 
year  they  have  been  beloved,  betrayed, 
and  abandoned  by  the  Treasury  Bench. 
We,  Sir,  on  our  part,  have  stuck  to 
these  privileges  through  thick  and  thin. 
The  object  of  this  Amendment  is  to 
saddle  the  right  parties  with  responsi- 
bility. We  say  that  you  are  accustomed 
to  use  these  privileges ;  we  say  that  the 
whole  foundation  of  our  representative 
Gt)vemment  rests  upon  responsibility; 
and,  therefore,  if  the  Government  ask 
for  exceptional  powers,  we  claim  that 
they  alone  must  use  them. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  speaking  to  the  Amendment.  I 
must  caution  him  to  be  more  relevant. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL:  Very  well.  Sir; 
then  I  will  merely  say  to  the  Govern- 
ment all  we  ask  is  that  the  privileges 
for  which  they  ask  they  should  exercise 
in  person,  and  not  by  deputy. 

Jfr.  K  Harrington 


Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork):  I  protest 
against  the  course  the  Gt)vemment  kan 
adopted  in  putting  on  the  Pbper  an 
Amendment  five  lines  long,  displacing 
thereby  two  and  a  -  hall  lines  of  the 
original  proposal,  and  only  giving  the 
House  11  and  a-half  hours'  Notiee.  It 
would  seem  as  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thought  he  was  going,  by  a  short 
cut,  to  get  rid  of  the  Amendments  on 
the  Paper  to  the  two  and  a-half  lines  of 
the  Resolution  he  has  struck  out  If 
the  result  of  his  wonderful  nmnageme^ 
is  that  the  House  finds  itself  in  a  diffi- 
culty in  considOTing  his  Amendment,  and 
is  unable  to  concentrate  its  soattsfed 
energies,  and  Business  does  not  pro- 
gress, he  has  no  one  bat  himself  to 
blame.  What  does  the  Amendment  im- 
mediately before  us  seek  to  provide? 
Why,  that  since  it  is  the  Gk>v6mment 
that  asks  for  this  power,  they  themselTes 
shall  exercise  it  in  common  with  tite 
Mover  or  Seconder  of  a  Motion  or  the 
Mover  or  Seconder  of  an  Amendment 
thereto.  I  submit  that  this  covers  the 
whole  field  of  requirement  with  regard 
to  the  exercise  of  such  016tare  Resolu- 
tion as  that  which  it  is  proposed  to  pass. 
If  you  do  not  leave  the  initiation  of  ^e 
closure  to  the  Speaker— and  yon  ex- 
pressly take  it  away — ^if  yon  do  not  fol- 
low the  recommendation  of  the  Select 
Oommittee  of  1886,  and  have  an  auto- 
matic closure  every  day ;  if  you  leave  it 
to  a  Member  of  the  Government  to  ask 
to  have  the  closure  applied,  then,  I  say, 
the  whole  field  of  requirement  is  covered 
by  adopting  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member.  Of  late  years  the  Leader  of 
the  Government  has  come,  by  common 
consent,  to  be  called  the  Leader  of  the 
House.  Is  it,  therefore,  not  proper  to  ask 
that  to  the  Leader  of  the  House  should 
be  left  the  duty  of  applying  the  closure, 
and  not  to  some  maid-of-all-work,  or 
some  general-utility  man,  who  will  be 
willing  to  do  f6r  them  what  they  are 
ashamed  to  do  for  themselves  ?  With 
regard  to  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  a 
Motion,  it  is  only  reasonable  and  legiti- 
mate that  they  should  have  this  power 
given  to  them.  The  Leader  of  the 
House  does  not  often  condescend  to 
argument.  He  generally  takes  his  stand 
on  some  lofty  pinnacle  all  by  himself ; 
but,  on  this  occasion,  he  has  conde- 
scended to  some  argument.  I  feel 
bound  to  say  that  I  have  seldom  heard 
such  puerilities  in  the  shape  of  arga- 
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ments  come  from  any  Member  of  the 
Hoase — arguments  so  miicli  beneath  and 
below  the  necessity  of  the  case.  He 
told  us  that  it  would  not  do  to  allow  the 
Mover  or  Seconder  of  a  Motion  to  move 
to  apply  the  cloture,  because  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Cork 
(Dr.  Tanner)  had  put  down  such  a  large 
number  of  blocking  Notices.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  have  known  that 
there  is  great  difference  between  such  a 
Member  and  the  Mover  or  Seconder  of  a 
Motion.  In  999  cases  out  of  1,000 
the  very  fact  that  a  block  is  put  down 
against  a  Motion  or  a  Bill  is  a  certain 
seieguard  that  there  will  never  be  any 
Notice  of  Motion  or  Amendment  either 
proposed  or  seconded  with  regard  to  it. 
The  objection  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  therefore,  is  entirely  illu- 
•ory.  I  maintain,  again,  that  the  Mover 
or  Seconder  of  an  Amendment  to  the 
Question  before  the  House  should  have 
the  right  to  ask  that  the  debate  should 
cease.  The  proposers  and  the  opponents 
of  a  Motion  should  have  equal  rights 
and  equal  fair  play  in  regard  to  putting 
this  Eule  into  force.  The  Amendment 
of  the  Leader  of  the  House,  however, 

C*de8  for  something  entirely  different. 
nr  the  pretext  of  fair  play  and  equal 
rights  of  Members,  and  leaving  it  open  to 
every  Member  of  the  House  to  move  this 
Motion,  it  ifl  practically  put  in  the  power 
of  the  Gk>vemment,  and  the  Govern- 
ment alone,  to  move  this'  Motion.  That 
ia  why  I  object  to  it.  I  want  to  give  the 
minority  the  right  of  asking  that  the 
cloture  shall  be  applied  where  it  is  found 
that  the  majority  are  using  the  right  of 
debate  to  obstruct  the  minority.  You 
have  been  proceeding  up  to  the  present, 
in  the  discussion  of  this  Eule,  from  the 
point  of  view  that  everything  should  be 
done  for  the  majority  and  nothing  for 
the  minority.  I  say  you  should  give  a 
fair  and  equitable  right  to  a  minority, 
and  a  small  minority  if  need  be.  Let 
ns  put  responsibility  in  this  matter  upon 
the  GK)vemment — ^let  the  Government 
act  openly ;  and  let  the  power  contained 
in  this  Bule  be  extended  to  the 
minority. 

Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BKIEN  (Mayo,  S.) : 
I  should  like  to  know  what  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
means  by  giving  to  every  Member  of 
the  House  what  he  refuses  to  give  to  the 
Mow  or  Seconder  of  a  Motion  ?  The 
action  of   (Jie   right    hon.   Gentleman; 


ought  to  be  carefully  watched.  "With 
his  innocoiit  smile  no  one  would  imagine 
he  could  be  capable  of  a  trick  or  a 
stratagem ;  and  yet,  on  Monday  night, 
he  induced  us  to  agree  to  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Vote,  on  the  understanding  that 
no  other  Business  would  follow.  Yet  he 
immediately  after  endeavoured  to  force 
on  further  Estimates.  Confidence  in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  considerably 
shaken  by  that  proceeding.  This  Rule 
that  he  proposes  seemfl  to  me  to  be  im- 
properly described  by  the  term  **  closure." 
The  word  "  garotte  "  would  be  a  much 
better  term.  There  is  one  great  evil 
for  which  the  House  is  not  going  to  find 
a  remedy 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  speaking  to  the  Amendment. 

Me.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN:  If  this 
Amendment  be  not  accepted  the  liberties 
of  the  House  will  be  destroyed.  In 
trying  to  gag  Irish  Members  you  will 
be  destroying  your  own  liberties. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I 
understand  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  in  my  absence,  referred  to  my 
having  put  down  a  great  many  blocks  to 
Notices  of  Motion.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman cannot  secure  for  the  Tarty  of 
which  he  is  the  Leader  the  privilege  this 
Session  of  a  monopoly  of  opposition  to 
Notices  of  Motion.  Last  Session,  as  the 
House  is  aware,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wigtonshire  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell), 
who  now  occupies  some  subordinate 
position  in  the  Government,  was,  practi- 
cally speaking,  the  blocker  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  blocked  every  Irish  Bill 
brought  before  the  House.  Then  there 
was  the  nght  hon.and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  (Colo- 
nel King-Harman),  who,  in  his  anxiety 
to  block  Irish  Bills,  has,  within  the 
past  few  days,  absolutely  gone  to  the 
extreme  of  blocking  a  Notice  of  Motion 
which  has  emanated  from  a  Member  of 
his  own  Party — namely,  the  Municipal 
Government  (No.  2)  Bill.  When  things 
like  this  are  done  oy  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  no  right  to  individualize  me  in  con- 
nection with  this  question  of  blocking. 
As  Leader  of  the  House,  in  all  fairness, 
he  should  not  have  singled  out  one 
Member  for  attack;  and,  further,  he 
should  not  have  attacked  anyone  with- 
out giving  Notice  of  his  intention.  I 
always  thought,  when  living  in  Eng- 
land,  that  it  was  un-English  to  attack  a 
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maa  behind  his  back,  and  I  truBt  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  will  avoid  doing 
8o  for  the  future.  As  to  the  proposal  of 
the  Government,  it  appears  to  me  to  be 
an  attempt — to  quote  a  famous  American 
word — to  "bulldose"  the  minority  in 
this  House.  I  cannot  altogether  agree 
with  the  notion  that  a  Mover  or  Seconder 
should  be  allowed  to  move  the  cloture, 
because,  being  the  initiators  of  a  Bill  or 
a  Motion,  they  would  naturally  be  in- 
tolerant of  prolonged  discussion. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  I  must  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  tedious  repe- 
tition of  the  hon.  Member,  and  must 
ask  him  to  resume  his  seat. 

Me.  BLANE  (Armagh.  S.):  Sir,  it 
seems  to  be  the  opinion  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  that  the  Members  of  this  House 
are  elected  collectively ;  but  that  is  not 
the  case.  They  are  elected  individually, 
and  as  such  they  have  certain  rights, 
and  an  attempt  is  now  being  made  to 
deprive  us  of  those  rights. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  in  any  way  referring  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House. 

Mb.  O'HANLON  (Oavan,  E.):  T  have 
very  few  words  to  say  before  the  House 
goes  to  a  Division.  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  above  the  Gangway 
(Mr.  Leake)  ought,  in  my  opinion,  to 
have  been  accepted  by  the  Government. 
I  think  the  Government  in  power  should 
be  held  responsible  for  the  application 
of  the  closure  to  any  question  before 
the  House.  That  power  should  be  vested 
in  a  responsible  person,  and  not  in  some 
young  Member,  like  myself  for  instance, 
or  an  individual  who  might  become  a 
tool  of  the  Government.  Now,  I  think 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury will  have  the  effect  of  placing  great 
power  in  the  hands  of  individual  Mem- 
bers, which  is  liable  to  be  abused.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  is  likely  to  benefit  no 
one,  and  therefore  I  shall  support  the 
Amendment  before  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  119;  Noes 
291  :  Majority  172.— (Div.  List,  No.  38.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
Sir,  I  propose  that  for  the  words  used 
in  the  Amendment  of  the  Government 
we  should  substitute  the  words  ''  That 
the  Question  has  been  adequately  dis- 
cussed." I  think,  Sir,  that  that  is  a 
more  decent  form  of  expression,  and  it 

Dr.  Tanner 


will  not  affect  the  Amendment  of  the 
Government  so  far  as  its  sense  ia  con- 
cerned. I  desire  that  a  Member,  rising 
in  his  place,  should  at  least  go 
through  the  formality  of  proving  that 
the  question  has  been  adequat^  dis- 
cussed ;  and  my  Amendment  is  to  pro- 
vide some  little  clothing,  ao  to  speak, 
for  the  naked  form  of  the  closure.  It  in 
no  way  prescribes  that  any  adequate 
discussion  should  be  had;  and,  under 
the  circumstances,  I  trust  it  will  be  open 
to  the  Government  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment which  I  beg  to  move. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  I  have  listened  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  in  order  to 
hear  what  he  might  urge  in  reepect  of 
this  Amendment,  which  I  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  cannot  be  put,  inasmuch 
as  it  is  irregular.  In  the  first  place,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  proposes  to 
substitute  words  for  the  well-known 
form  that  is  familiar  to  the  House.  Far- 
ther than  that,  he  proposes  that  the  ex- 
pression shall  be  used,  *'  That  the  subject 
has  been  adequately  discussed."  But  the 
House  has  already  decided  against  the 
words  "after  an  opportunity  has  been 
afforded  for  debate  thereon." 

Mb.  T.  M.  he  ALT:  I  submit.  Sir, 
that  when  that  Amendment  was  nega- 
tived  it  was  upon  the  form  of  the  wow 
only. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  As  the  Rule  now 
stands,  the  words  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  proposes  would  have 
no  operative  effect  whatever. 

Mb.  WHITBREAD  (Bedford} :  Sir, 
I  wish  I  could  bring  to  the  mind  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  those 
who  sit  near  him  words  which  were 
used  at  the  beginning  of  this  long  de- 
bate. The  Government  were  then  pre- 
pared to  give  candid  consideration  to 
the  suggestions  which  might  come  from 
any  quarter  of  the  House.  I  am  afraid 
their  mind  has  a  little  altered  since 
then.  I  am  ready  to  admit  that  in  the 
debate  we  have  had,  some  of  the  objec- 
tions which  I  raised  have  been  met,  and 
I  am  ready  to  admit  also  that  on  some 
of  these  questions  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  go  as  far  as  we  can  reason- 
ably expect  them  to  go.  But  on  this 
question  of  closure  we  contend  that  the 
Government  have  gone  beyond  the 
necessities  of  the  case ;  and,  further,  that 
they  have  travelled  in  a  dangerous  direc- 
tion. This  subject  was  fu&y  discusaed 
in  the  debates  of  1882,  and.  I  should 
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think  that  if  these  debates  have  taught 
us  anythinf^  it  would  be  that  we  shmld 
have  a  little  more  confidence  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  Where  are  all  the 
fears  that  were  conjured  up  about  the 
closure  in  1882  ?  "Wny,  we  are  told  liow 
by  a  supporter  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  that  there  is  a  voracious 
appetite  for  the  closure.  But,  somehow 
or  other,  the  dish  cannot  be  swal- 
lowed without  the  sauce  of  guarantee 
and  safeguard.  What  is  the  object  of 
asking  this  House  to  give  such  securi- 
ties for  good  behaviour  and  guarantees 
against  itself  ?  Is  political  se&-restraint 
and  moderation  less  in  England  than  it 
is  in  all  the  other  countries  of  the  world  ? 
One  would  have  thought  that  if  the 
closure  could  have  been  adopted  safely 
anywhere,  it  might  have  been  so  in  the 
House  of  Commons  long  before  it  became 
the  rulo  in  other  Assemblies.  But  it 
comes  to  this— that  the  "mother  of 
Parliaments ''  is  unable  to  trust  herself 
▼ith  a  power  which  her  progeny,  scat- 
tered over  the  face  of  the  globe,  have 
long  be^  able  to  use  with  impunity.  I 
think  it  is  much  better  to  make  Bules  of 
Procedure,  and  especiallv  that  regu- 
lating the  closure,  as  simple  as  possible. 
If  you  are  not  prepared  to  grasp  the 
nettle,  it  is  far  better  not  to  touch  it  at 
all.  On  the  delicate  question  of  the  in- 
terposition of  the  Chair,  I  should  like  to 
iwnind  the  House  of  the  words  of  the 
late  Lord  Iddesleigh  in  the  debates  of 
1882.  He  warned  the  House  to  consider 
not  only  the  position  of  the  Speaker, 
hut  the  position  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means ;  he  warned  the  House 
in  considering  this  question  to  have 
before  them  not  the  position  of  the 
Speaker  alone,  who  was  removed  from 
our  ordinary  political  conflicts,  but  that, 
on  the  other  hand,  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means,  who  may  have  often 
taken  an  interest  in  a  measure  and  voted 
for  its  Second  Beading,  and  who  in 
Committee  may  be  call^  upon  to  exer- 
cise the  closure.  We  ought  to  recollect 
that  we  are  giving  these  powers  to  the 
Ohairman,  equally  with  the  Speaker. 
I^  me  ask  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  this:— What  would  be  the  position  of 
affairs  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
accepted  my  Amendment  that  the  inter- 
vention of  the  Speaker  should  not  take 
place  ?  The  first  thing  which  strikes  tlie 
mind  of  everyone  is  that  there  are  three 
objections  to  the  simple  use  of  the  closure 


by  the  House  without  any  guarantee 
from  the  Speaker's  intervention.  These 
three  objections  are — first,  that,  it  might 
be  used  as  a  means  of  Obstruction ; 
secondly,  that  it  might  be  used  tyranni- 
cally by  the  Goyemment  or  the  majority ; 
and,  thirdly,  that  it  might  lead  to  sur- 
prise. With  regard  to  the  first  objection, 
it  seems  to  me  that  those  who  wish  to 
obstruct  have  already  much  more  power- 
ful weapons  in  their  hands.  They  can 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate, 
and  then  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 
and  so  on,  alternately  \  and  not  only  can 
they  make  those  Motions,  but  they  and 
their  Friends  can  speak  upon  those 
Motions.  But  tiie  Motion  for  the  closure 
is  one  which  cannot  be  debated.  It 
must  be  decided  on  the  instant,  and  on 
the  spot,  and  is,  in  that  respect,  analogous 
to  the  Motion  for  a  Count.  Surely,  then, 
if  hon.  Members  want  to  waste  tiie  time 
of  the  House,  they  will  take  the  weapon 
best  suited  for  their  purpose  and  not  the 
weakest.  I  will  go  a  little  farther  and 
make  this  admission,  in  connection  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  pro- 
posal, that  if  you  fear  that  the  Motion 
for  Closure  would  be  used  as  a  means 
of  Obstruction  or  as  a  means  of  pro- 
voking disorderly  debate,  then  I,  for 
one,  do  not  object,  if  it  were  con- 
fined to  that  alone,  to  confide  the 
matter  to  the  interposition  of  the 
Chair.  I  have  the  greatest  objection,  on 
the  other  hand,  to  placing  on  the  Speaker 
the  heavy  duty  which  I  think  it  is  al- 
most impossible  for  him  to  perform,  of 
saying  that  the  time  has  come  for  the 
termination  of  debate.  One  sentence 
more  from  this  point  of  view.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  Speaker  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  already  pos- 
sess, or  nearly  possess,  that  power.  I 
believe  it  has  oeen  held  by  different 
Speakers  that  where  a  Rule  is  being 
used  manifestly  for  a  purpose  for  which 
it  is  not  intended,  there  the  authority  of 
the  Speaker  comes  in,  and  the  Speaker 
has  the  right  to  interfere.  So  much  for 
the  objection  as  to  Obstruction.  With 
regard  to  the  objection  as  to  the  tyran- 
nical use  of  the  closure  by  the  majority, 
I  suppose  by  that  is  meant  the  tyrannical 
use  of  the  closure  by  the  Government 
representing  the  majority  ordinarily  in 
the  House.  Well,  Sir,  I  absolutely  dis- 
card that  objection.  As  a  Member  of  a 
minority,  I  have  no  fear  whatever  of 
that,  because  I  am  confident  that  no 
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OoTemment  dare  use  the  closure  tyran- 
nieally.  It  has  been  admitted  on  all 
Bides,  by  the  occupants  of  the  Treasury 
Bench,  by  the  noble  Marquess  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hossendale  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington),  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Haroonrt),  and  others.  We  all  of  us 
feel  that  if  the  GoTomment  were  once 
to  endeavour  to  use  ^e  closure  tyran- 
nically retribution  would  be  sure  and 
swift.  If  I  were  a  Member  of  a  minority 
anxious  to  displace  a  Government,  there 
is  nothing  in  the  world  which  I  should 
like  to  see  more  than  that  Government 
endeavouring  to  prevent  free  discussion 
in  this  House  by  using  the  closure  in  a 
tyrannical  manner.  Therefore,  I  say, 
that  does  away  with  the  second  objection. 
But  there  is  another  use  which  may  be 
made  of  the  closure,  so  it  is  said,  and 
that  is  that  it  might  be  used  to  take 
the  House  by  surprise.  I  do  not  think 
that  could  happen.  We  know  that 
there  is,  and  always  will  exist,  between 
the  House  and  the  Government,  com- 
munications and  unofficial  agreements 
as  to  the  times  of  Divisions,  and  that 
they  are  faithfully  observed ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  say  there  is  no  danger  whatever 
that  the  Government  would,  on  an  im- 
portant question,  take  the  opportunity 
of  dividing  at  an  earlier  hour  than  that 
at  which  it  was  tmderstood  that  the 
Division  would  take  place.  But  there 
is  the  question  of  surprise  which  might 
take  place  if  those  who  are  ordinarily 
in  a  minority  were  suddenly  to  find 
themselves  in  a  majority.  But  I  sub- 
mit to  the  House  that  the  Bule,  as  it 
stands,  amply  guards  against  that  kind 
of  surprise.  Now,  what  is  that  kind  of 
surprise?  I  must  suppose  that,  from 
some  cause,  the  ranks  supporting  the  Go- 
vernment have  been  very  much  thinned, 
and  that  those  who  are  ordinarily  in  a 
minority  are  present  in  some  force.  I 
submit,  then,  that  surprise  under  these 
circumstances  is  absolutely  guarded 
against  by  the  Rule  as  it  stands,  be- 
cause it  would  require  more  than  200 
Members,  if  the  minority  were  more 
than  40,  to  defeat  the  Gt)vemment  in 
any suchDi vision;  and  it  is  perfectly  well 
known  that  those  Gentlemen  who  look 
after  the  business  of  Parties  in  this  House 
would  take  care  that  200  Members  did  not 
assemble  without  their  Leadei-s  and  their 
supporters  having  due  warning.  This 
Bule  is  being  gradually  elucidated  by 
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Amendments,  and  by  the  AmeTidment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himsell 
When  the  Bule  was  first  put  on  ths 
Paper,  it  was  almost  impossible  to  make 
out  how  the  closure  was  to  be  enforced 
— whether  the  Speaker  was  to  be  asked 
openly  by  a  Member  rising  in  his  place, 
or  whether  he  was  to  be  adced  by  a 
Member  going  to  the  Chair.  Then, 
there  were  no  directions  to  the  Ghsir 
that  anything  should  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration, and  there  was  no  direcdon 
as  to  how  the  Speaker  or  the  OhairmaQ 
of  Ways  and  Means  was  to  use  discre- 
tion in  the  matter.  But  now  we  know 
that  it  is  the  intention  to  put  the  Ques- 
tion openly.  Well,  I  thmk  that  is  a 
little  better  than  putting  it  privately, 
but  I  am  not  sure  that  there  are  not 

Cve  objections  to  it  notwithstanding. 
i  course,  assume  that  there  has  been 
no  private  understanding  before  ^ 
Question  is  put  openly.  I  think  the 
idea  of  a  Member  rising  in  his  place, 
and  openly  moving  for  Sie  application 
of  the  closure,  entirely  negatives  the 
idea  that  any  suggestion  is  made  before- 
hand to  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  that 
it  is  desirable  to  move  the  <^osuTe.  If 
you  do  not  keep  clear  of  that,  what  be- 
comes of  your  security  that  the  Speaks 
or  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  woold 
ever  be  found  deciding  in  favonr  of  the 
minority?  Supposing  there  is  no  previous 
communication  with  the  Chair,  then  yon 
place  suddenly,  without  any  warning, 
upon  the  Chair,  the  decision  of  a  most 
difficult  and  delicate  question.  Tou  ask 
the  Speaker  to  make  up  his  mind  on  the 
spot  whether  the  rights  of  the  minority 
have  been  fully  observed,  and,  practi- 
cally, as  to  whether,  in  his  opinion,  it  is 
a  fair  and  just  use  of  the  closure  at  the 
time.  Now,  that  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
very  hard  task.  Those  who  have  watched 
the  proceedings  in  this  House  know  ho^r 
much  time  has  been  taken  up  in  many 
debates  by  hon.  Members  who  are 
always  applying  to  the  Speaker  for  as- 
sistance with  regard  to  Motions  which 
they  are  about  to  put  on  the  Paper,  and 
asking  the  opinion  of  the  Speaker  on 
very  difficult  questions  of  Parliamentary 
Procedure ;  and  now  you  propose  that, 
besides  that,  he  should  be  always  in 
such  a  frame  of  mind  that  he  shall  at 
any  moment  be  able  to  say  that  the 
closure  can  be  properly  moved,  and 
whether  the  rights  of  the  minority,  what- 
ever that  may  mean,  have  been  h&J 
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regarded.  It  aeems  to  me  that  in  this 
we  are  putting  upon  the  Chair  a  burden 
almost  imposeible  to  be  borne.  And  of 
what  burden  or  responsibility  do  you 
rdieve  the  Chair  by  this  proposal  ?  I 
say,  absolutely,  of  none.  You  call  upon 
the  Speaker  to  make  up  his  mind  and  to 
give  a  judicial  decision,  whether  in  the 
negative  or  affirmative ;  and,  if  he  gives 
that  decision  wrongly,  you  say  you  will 
not  shield  him.  If  the  decision  is  wrong, 
the  Speaker  and  Chairman  will  share  in 
the  defeat.  Into  the  already  difficult 
position  of  the  Speaker  you  import  politi- 
cal pressure.  You  do  not  leave  it  abso- 
lutely to  his  unfettered  discretion  to  tell 
us  that  his  opinion  is  that  the  debate 
has  proceeded  far  enough;  but  you 
bring  in  a  prompter ;  you  urge  him  to 
give  a  decision ;  and,  at  the  same  time, 
you  leave  him  the  full  responsibility  of 
the  decision.  I,  for  one,  dislike  this 
divided  power.  I  am  prepared,  as  a 
Member  of  a  minority,  to  face  dosure 
by  the  majority ;  but  I  say  that  I  would 
rather  face  it  cdone,  I  want  to  see  the 
responsibility  of  bringing  the  closure 
iato  force  east  upon  those  who  promote 
it.  I  do  not  conceal  from  myself — I 
admit — that,  as  long  as  the  present  state 
of  things  continues,  you  may  be  obliged 
to  use  the  closure,  and  that  you  may  be 
obliged  to  use  a  drastic  form  of  closure 
in  order  to  prevent  things  bein^  brought 
to  a  dead-lock  in  this  House ;  but  I  say 
you  have  no  right  to  shelter  yourselves 
behind  the  Ch^.  Come  out,  I  say,  and 
let  us  see  where  the  respousibility  lies. 
Let  the  country  see  what  is  the  result 
of  this  policy.  Do  not  go  to  the 
country  and  say — **  We  proposed  the 
cloture ;  it  is  true  that  we  carried  clause 
after  clause  of  Bills  without  amendment 
or  discussion ;  but  we  had  the  sanction 
of  the  great  and  impartial  authority 
of  the  Speaker  of  the  House  or  of 
the  Chairman."  You  have  no  right 
to  shidid  yourselves  by  treating  the 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  in  that  way. 
If  I  were  a  Member  of  the  majority 
and  a  supporter  of  the  Government,  I 
should  like  to  see  the  Government  I  was 
supporting  coming  forward  and  placing 
the  burden  of  this  on  shoulders  where  it 
ought  to  lie — I  would  remind  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  the  authority  of  the  Speaker 
is  the  one  thing  which  now  stands  in 
this  House  between  order  and  absolute 
confusion.  That  position  depends,  I 
might  ^most  say  to  a  vital  degree,  on 
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the  belief  in  the  absolute  impartiality 
of  the  Chair.  Do  not  tamper  with  that 
authority.  It  is  one  which  you  may 
easily  destroy.  If  you  once  destroy  the 
belief  in  that  impartiality,  you  will  have 
gone  far  to  pull  down  that  bulwark  which 
is  the  one  thing  that  stands  between  us 
and  confusion,  and  you  will  never  have 
it  in  your  power  to  rely  on  it  again.  You 
make  a  great  deal  of  the  doctrine  of  pro- 
tection of  minorities.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  would  exercise  great 
impartiality  and  intelligence  in  coming 
to  a  decision.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
if,  in  their  minds,  the  two  sides  of  a 
question  were  so  evenly  balanced  that  it 
was  difficult,  and,  indeed,  almost  im- 
possible, to  arrive  at  a  judgment  of  what 
is  right  between  the  two  parties,  their 
minds  would  be  found  leaning  towards 
the  apparent  or  supposed  minority.  I 
do  not  doubt  that ;  but  I  say  it  is  not 
only  necessary  that  there  should  be  im- 
partiality and  justice,  but  that  justice 
should  be  seen  to  be  justice.  I  am 
afraid,  as  it  has  hitherto  generally  been, 
that  the  Motion  for  Closure  will  come 
from  the  majority  and  be  supported  by 
it ;  and  as,  if  it  is  granted  by  the  Speaker, 
it  will  be  granted  in  favour  of  the 
majority,  I  am  afraid  that  justice  will 
not  be  seen,  and  that  slowly  and  sureljr 
the  belief  and  confidence  in  the  absolute 
impartiality  of  the  Chair  will  run  the 
risk  of  being  very  much  lessened.  How 
will  you  be  in  a  better  position  with  the 
proposed  Bule  than  under  the  Hule  now 
in  force?  You  cannot  expedite  the 
action  of  the  Speaker  without  asking 
him  to  force  his  judgment.  What  do 
you  gain  by  that  ?  It  seems  to  me  that, 
when  we  come  to  the  end  of  it,  the  result 
will  be  that  the  Speaker  will  be  left 
with  the  same  responsibility,  and  with 
the  same  necessity  for  being  slow  in  put- 
ting the  Motion  for  the  closure  into  execu- 
tion, and  that  the  only  thing  you  have 
done  is  to  prevent  him  acting  on  his  own 
independent  judgment,  and  to  compel  him 
to  wait  until  someone  prompts  him.  I 
do  not  object  materially  to  the  words 
about  **  abuse,"  but  I  do  object  to  the 
words  about  **  the  minority."  That  is  a 
phrase  we  are  often  using  in  this  House ; 
but  when  we  come  to  the  interpretation  of 
them,  and  get  a  decision  upon  them  here- 
after, it  will  be  a  very  different  story. 
Who  is  this  minority  ?  It  is  a  term  of 
which  we  have  no  Parliamentary  inter- 
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pretadon.  I  know  of  no  minority  in 
this  House  until  the  numbers  are  de- 
clared at  the  Table.  There  are  minorities 
sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House  which 
oppose,  and  one  minority  which  sup- 
ports, the  Gtoverument.  Then,  what  are 
the  rights  of  minorities  which  Mr. 
Speaker  has  to  regard  ?  I  am  very  much 
disposed  to  question  whether  those  rights 
can  be  interpreted  in  any  other  way 
than  this — ''  Has  there  been  sufficient 
discussion?"  Now,  under  the  old 
Bule,  yon  gave  the  Speaker  and  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  two 
directions — first,  that  there  should  be 
adequate  discussion ;  secondly,  that 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House  should 
be  that  the  debate  ought  to  be 
closed.  Upon  both  these  questions  the 
Speaker  or  Ohairman  had  evidence  be- 
fore him  upon  which  he  could  act,  and 
the  chief  difficulty  he  had  was  in  ascer- 
taining the  evident  sense  of  the  House, 
because  the  House  before  him  is  not  ne- 
cessarily the  House  which  goes  into  the 
Division  Lobby.  Is  it  the  minority  sit- 
ting in  the  House  that  is  to  be  only  re- 
garded, or  is  it  the  minority  which  may 
be  elsewhere  ?  It  seems  to  me  that  you 
are  giving  here  vague  power  which  it 
is  impossible  to  define.  Our  contention 
is,  that  the  Speaker  has  enough  to  do, 
and  that  the  Ohairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  has  enough  to  do,  without  the 
departure  of  these  New  Eules.  When 
I  consider  the  strain  upon  the  occupant 
of  the  Ohair,  the  long  hours,  the  con- 
stant, keen  watchfulness,  and  the  alert- 
ness of  intellect  and  observation  which 
is  demanded  and  has  to  be  exercised,  I 
sometimes  wonder  that  the  strain  can 
be  supported.  Instead  of  thinkiug  that 
he  has  not  enough  to  do  now,  in  my 
opinion  he  has  {umost  more  to  do  in 
these  days  than  he  can  support.  I  do 
not  think  this  is  likely  to  be  lessened. 
There  is  a  habit  of  evil  omen  growing 
up  in  this  House  of  putting  upon  our 
Rules  a  pressure  which  they  will  not 
and  are  not  intended  to  bear — a  habit 
of  testing  them  to  a  breaking  strain. 
No  sooner  is  a  decision  given  irom  the 
Ohair  than  it  seems  as  if  there  were 
active  wits  consulting  together  in  order 
to  see  whether  it  is  possible,  by  proving 
the  decision  to  an  extreme  point,  to 
bring  the  ruling  ad  ahsurdum.  I  en- 
treat the  House  to  pause  before  it  casts 
upon  the  Speaker  and  the  Ohairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  an  addition  to  that 
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which  they  have  already,  a  resfKnin* 
bility  almost  too  grave  to  be  supported. 
We  feel  that,  after  all,  it  is  necessary 
to  have  some  Bule  of  Olosure  of  Debate ; 
we  desire  to  make  it  as  simple  aa  we  oaa; 
and  we  know  that  we  most  not  expeot 
too  much  from  it,  because  it  Beeoui  to 
me  that  the  House  is  engaged  in  ded* 
ing,  not  with  causes,  but  eymptenft 
oidy,  and  tiiat  no  Bulee  of  Prooediire 
can  restore  efficient  to  a  Pariiameni 
which  is  wanting  in  the  fundamcntll 
conditions  of  efficiency.  In  laoving 
this  Amendment,  I  am,  at  any  rale, 
happy  in  one  thing — namely,  that  I 
cannot  be  supposed  to  have  the  faintest 
suspicion  of  the  fairness,  ability,  or  in- 
tegrity either  of  the  oocapant  of  ycnr 
Ohair,  Sir,  or  of  that  at  the  Table  of  the 
House.  I  hope  that  I,  and  those  who 
agree  with  me  on  this  queslaOB,  will 
always  be  found  anxious  and  ready  to 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Speaker  foe 
the  heavy  burden  he  will  have  to  bear, 
and  to  uphold  his  high  and  Becdossiy 
authority ;  and  it  is  because  I  entertaia 
the  deepest  oouTiction  that  thia  proposal 
will  have  a  certain  tendency  to  weakea 
those  hands,  and  sap  that  authority,  that 
I  beg  to  move  the  words  of  which  I 
have'  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
words  ''unless  it  shall  appear  to  the 
Ohair."— (i/r.  Whithread,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
^{Mr,  WiUiam  B&nry  SmUk.) 

Motion  agreed  fo. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Friday. 

CROFTERS  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND)  ACT 

(1886)  AMJBNDMENT  (No.  3)  BILL, 

{Mr,  Ander»oih  ^-  MaeHfU99ht  Mn   WnlUee, 

Mr.  Fr(mmid.) 

[bill  1 00.]      8BC0ND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  ANDEESON  (Elgin  andNaira), 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  it  was  a  BUI  toexteDd 
the  provisions  of  the  Orof  tero  Act,  passed 
the  Session  before  last»  beyond  the 
counties  to  which  that  Aet  applied*  and 
to  extend  the  benefits  of  the  Aet  to  tH 

Digitized  by  V:i^^VJViC 


\m 


Jurori 


{Uaroh2,  1887} 


DiUniion  BiU. 


1022 


crofters  in  other  parts  of  Scotland. 
There  was  also  a  provision  in  the  Bill  to 
tke  effect  that  crofters  might  apply  to 
the  Crofters  Commission,  although  they 
were  not  crofters  in  crofting  parishes 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Act.  Then, 
he  had  also  a  provision  to  extend  the 
Act  to  all  crofters  holding  nnder  leases. 
These  were  the  short  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  could  not  imagine  that 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  the 
taking  of  the  second  reading,  which  he 
would  now  move. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Anderson,) 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdowaij))  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities)  said,  that  this  was 
a  Bill  which  none  of  them  had  yet  seen, 
snd  he  therefore  thought  it  would  be 
quite  out  of  the  question  that  they  should 
be  asked  to  consider  it,  or  that  the 
second  reading  should  be  taken  without 
their  having  had  an  opportunity  of 
sedag  its  terms.  The  Bill  was  not  even 
yet  printed.  No  doubt,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber took  a  great  interest  in  the  crofters 
of  the  Highlands,  and  would  be  glad  to 
press  on  his  Bill ;  but  he  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  should  have  imagined,  if 
the  Bin  was  to  be  proposed,  and  the 
House  asked  to  accept  the  second  reading, 
that  that  could  only  be  done  by  the  hon. 
Member  stating  to  the  House  what  were 
really  the  contents  of  the  Bill.  [Mr. 
Ain>ER80N :  80  I  have  done.]  It  must 
be  a  very  short  Bill,  indeed,  if  the  state- 
ment which  the  hon.  Member  had  made 
was  a  sufficient  statement  to  the  House 
of  its  contents.  He  could  hardly  credit 
that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
really  did  give  a  complete  statement  of 
the  contents  of  the  Bill ;  but  this  obser- 
vation one  might  make  with  some 
force— ^that  if  the  Bill  was  so  extremely 
short,  as  the  hon.  Member,  in  his 
speech,  indicated,  it  seemed  to  form  a 
very  bad  excuse  for  not  having  had  it 
printed  at  such  a  time  as  would  have 
enabled  hon.  Members  to  see  it  before 
the  second  reading  was  moved.  He 
suspected,  however,  from  all  he  had 
heard,  that  the  Bill  was  not  theonly  Bill 
which  would  be  presented  on  the  subject 
of  the  crofters ;  and  if  what  one  read  in 
the  papers  was  true,  a  distinguished 
Memb^  of  ^at  House,  who  sat  on  the 
^SVont  Op(>osition  Bench,  was  taking  a 


very  great  interest  in  the  matter.  Now , 
he  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  would 
point  out  to  the  House  that  at  that 
moment  the  Crofters'  Act,  which  was 

§a8sed  last  year,  was  in  active  operation, 
'he  Crofters  Commission  was  sitting, 
and  had  done  a  certain  amount  of  its 
work.  It  was  at  present  busily  engaged 
in  considering  cases  in  the  Island  of 
Skye,  and  in  some  of  these  cases,  if  he 
mistook  not,  decisions  had  already  been 
given.  In  some  other  cases  decisions 
had  yet  to  be  g^ven,  and  other  cases  had 
still  to  be  heard.  He  thought  it  would 
be  inopportune  and  improper  that  the 
House  snould  entertain  the  second  read- 
ing of  a  Bill  the  terms  of  which  it  did 
not  know.  In  point  of  fact,  they  had  no 
certification  that  they  would  be  at  all  in 
the  form  or  according  to  the  statement 
of  the  hou.  Member.  However,  nothing 
could  be  more  certain  than  this — that  tke 
hon.  Member  was  in  no  way  tied  up  to 
the  contents  of  the  Bill  by  what  he  had 
stated.  The  hon.  Member,  he  thought, 
did  not  even  speak  from  a  manuscript  of 
the  Bill.  In  fact,  the  course  the  hon. 
Member  proposed  was  so  unusual  that 
he  did  not  think  the  House  would  for  a 
moment  listen  to  it.  If  a  Bill  was  of 
sufficient  importance  to  be  introduced, 
the  House  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  considering  it  on  the  second  reading. 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  ad- 
journed till  To-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 


BILLS  OF  EXCHANGE  (SUMMAET  JUDGMENT) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Bemhard  Samaelson,  Bill 

to  provide  for  the  Registration  of  Dinhonoured 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes,  and 

to  allow  Summary  Jadgment  thereon,  ordered 

to  he  hrought  in  hy  Sir  Bemhard  SamuelBcm^ 

Sir  Alhert  Hollit,  Mr.  Thomas  Blake,  and  Mr. 

Esslemont. 

WHilpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  185.] 

JTTEORS'   DETENTION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lock  wood,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  detention  of  Juries 
during  the  trial  of  felonies,  ordered  to  he 
hrought  in  by  Mr.  Lookwood,  Mr.  Finlay,  and 
Mr.  Baggallay. 
Bill  presentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  186.] 

House  fidjoumed  at  fiye  minutes 
"beioxe  Sijf  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Thursday,  Srd  March,  1887. 


MINTJTES.]— Public  BiLLB—Seeond  RMding-^ 
Church  Patronage  •  (26). 

CommitUe — Repm-i — Law  of  Evidence  Amend- 
ment C23). 

FBIYATE  BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  no  Private  Bill  brought  from 
the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Friday  the  24M  day  of  June  next : 

That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House  autho- 
rising any  inclosure  of  lands  under  specifd  re- 
port of  the  Land  Commissioners  for  England, 
or  confirming  any  scheme  of  the  Charity  Com- 
minianers  for  England  and  Wales,  shall  be  read 
a  fiivt  time  alter  Tuesday  the  \Qth  day  of  May 
next: 

That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House  con- 
firming any  provisional  order  or  provisional 
certificate  shall  be  read  a  first  time  after  IW«- 
fkiy  the  lOM  day  of  May  next : 

That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons authorising  any  inclosure  of  lands  under 
special  report  of  the  Land  Commissioners  for 
England,  or  confirming  any  scheme  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  for  England  and  Wales, 
shall  be  read  a  second  time  after  Friday  the 
lit  day  of  July  next : 

That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons confirming  any  provisional  order  or  pro- 
visional certificate  ihiM  be  read  a  second  time 
after  Friday  the  \$t  day  of  July  next : 

That  when  a  Bill  shall  have  passed  this 
House  with  amendments  these  orders  shall  not 
apply  to  any  new  Bill  sent  up  from  the  House 
of  Commons  which  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees shall  report  to  the  House  is  substantially 
the  same  as  the  Bill  so  amended : 

That  this  House  will  not  receive  any  petition 
for  a  Private  Bill  after  Monday  the  2bth  day  of 
April  next,  unless  such  Private  Bill  shall  have 
been  approved  by  the  Chancery  Division  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  ;  nor  any  petition  for  a 
Private  Bill  approved  by  the  Chancery  Division 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  after  Friday  the 
20th  day  of  May  next. 

That  this  House  will  not  receive  any  report 
from  the  Judges  upon  petitions  presented  to 
this  House  iix  Private  BUls  after  Friday  the 
20th  day  of  May  next : 

Ordered*  That  the  said  orders  be  printed  and 
publithed^  and  affixed  on  the  doors  of  this  House 
and  Westminster  Hall.     (No.  36.) 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)  —  AP- 
POINTMENT OP  SIR  THOMAS  E8- 
MONDE,  M.P.,  HIGH  SHERIFF  OF 
CO.  WATERFORD.— QUESTION. 

The  MiRQUEss  of  OEMONDE  rose 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  behind  him  (Lord 
Brabouin**),    Whttber    he    iuteuaa   to 


bring  on  the  Motion  whidi  ^aads  in  his 
name  on  the  Paper  for  to-morrow  (Fri- 
day) evening,  relating  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde  as  Hi^ 
Sheriff  of  County  Waterf ord  ? 

LoBD  BRABOURNE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  was  glad  to  have  that  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  that  he  had  raised  the 
question  with  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde  entirely 
in  consequence  of  communications  which 
he  had  received  from  Ireland^  and 
not  because  he  had  any  private  or  per- 
soual  knowledge  of  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde 
or  his  opinions.  As  the  appointmenl^ 
however,  had  been  cancelled,  and  ai, 
therefore,  no  public  interest  could  be 
served  by  further  pursuing  the  matter, 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  proceed  with 
his  Motion. 

LAW  OF  EVIDENCE  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  23.) 
(  Tka  Lord  BramweU.) 
OOMMITTJU. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clause  1  agr$ed  to. 

Clause  2  (Consent  of  person  charged 
necessary). 

The  Earl  op  MILLTOWN,  in  mov- 
ing, as  an  Amendment,  the  omission  of 
the  following  words,  '*nor  shall  such 
wife  or  husband  be  an  admissible  wit- 
ness on  any  such  hearing,"  with  the 
object  of  making  husband  or  wife  an 
available  witness  for  the  prosecution,  as 
well  as  the  defence,  said,  that  as  it  stood 
the  clause  made  the  husband  or  wife  an 
available  witness  for  the  defence  only ; 
but  that  ought  not  to  be  the  case,  if  it 
was  right  that  everyone  who  could 
throw  light  on  the  circumstances  should 
be  allowed  to  give  evidence.  There 
were  some  cases  in  which  the  eiridence 
of  the  wife  alone  could  be  available 
against  the  husband,  and  was  the  man 
to  escape  for  want  of  legal  evidence? 
To  give  the  prisoner  a  veto  would  be  to 
create  a  greater  anomaly  than  that  which 
it  was  proposed  to  abolish.  Li  the  case, 
for  instance,  of  a  father  committiog  a 
gross  outrage  on  his  child,  whieh  was 
too  young  to  be  ezamined,  the  mother 
might  be  the  only  witness,  the  pasoner 
would,  of  course,  objeot  to  her  being 
called,  and  a  failure  of  justioe  wouM 
result. 
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Amondaient  mwid^  in  page  1,  line 
13,  to  leave  out  i^m  (''hearing")  to 
("withont")in  line  H.^Tke  Earl  of 
MMoum.) 

Lord  BEAMWELL  :  I  oannot  accept 
the  Amendment.  The  scope  of  the  Bill 
18  enabling,  and  not  compulsory.  It 
enables  certain  persons  to  give  evi- 
dence,  but  does  not  compel  them.  An- 
other reason  why  I  cannot  accept  the 
Amendment  is,  that  it  is  of  the  greatest 
importance  that  perfect  confidence  shall 
exist  between  husband  and  wife ;  and 
that  they  shall  be  able  to  communicate 
freely  with  one  another,  without  the 
danger  of  what  is  said  being  brought 
up  in  evidence  against  the  speaker.  If 
communication  with  a  man's  lawyer  is 
privileged,  it  is  still  more  important 
that  what  is  said  between  husband  and 
wife  shall  be  privileged. 

Thb  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  that 
aooording  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
itvas  compulsory  on  the  husband  or 
wife  of  the  prisoner  to  give  evidence, 
if  the  prisoner  wished  it.  He  (the 
Ear)  of  Milltown)  would  enable  the 
husband  or  wife  to  be  called,  whether 
the  prisoner  objected  or  not.  No  doubt, 
the  home  relations  might  not  be  so 
happy  as  before,  but  that  might  hap- 
pen also  when  a  child  of  the  prisoner 
gave  evidence,  which  was  allowable 
under  the  existing  law.  It  was  quite 
as  painful  and  undesirable,  if  it  could 
be  avoided,  to  convict  a  prisoner  on  the 
evidence  of  a  son  or  daughter  as  on  that 
of  a  wife  or  husband. 

Thb  LOED  CHANCELLOE  (Lord 
Halsbuey)  said,  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  on  every  conceivable  ground  that 
the  law  should  remain  as  it  was,  than 
that  there  should  be  such  an  invasion 
of  the  marriage  tie  as  the  Amendment 
would  make. 

Amoidment  (by  leave  of  the  Oom- 
nuttee)  wUhdrmon. 

Olause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  3  and  4  severally  agreed  to. 

Olause  5  (Witness  need  not  give  evi- 
dence as  to  former  offence,  &o.) 

Thb  Eakl  of  MILLTOWN,  in  mov- 
iBg,  as  an  Amendment,  tiie  omission 
of  the  elause,  wMeh  provided  that  no 

ffimer  giving  evidence  on  his  own  be- 
shoiud  be  eross-ezamined  as  to  his 
previous  career  befSore  the  jury  had  re- 
tttnied  theur  verdict— eaid  that  sueh  a 
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provision  would  give  prisoners  an  unfair 
advantage,  in  havinfi^  their  evidence  con- 
sidered of  equal  value  to  that  of  prose- 
cutors, when,  in  point  of  fact,  the  pre- 
vious history  of  such  prisoners  might 
be  such  as  to  render  them  totally  un- 
worthy of  belief.  As  the  praotiee  of 
the  law  was  now,  if  a  witness  was  a  man 
of  bad  character  he  would  be  sharply 
cross-examined  as  to  his  previous  life; 
why,  then,  should  a  prisoner  giving  evi- 
dence on  his  own  behalf  be  exempt  from 
cross-examination  ?  He  might  have  been 
convicted  of  felony  over  and  over  again^ 
and  yet,  under  this  clause,  counsel  for 
the  prosecution  would  not  be  allowed  to 
ask  a  single  question  as  to  his  past  life. 
If  their  Lordships  admitted  the  prin- 
ciple that  a  prisoner  might  be  called  as 
a  witness,  he  thought  it  would  be  wise 
that  the  prisoner  should  be  subject  to 
the  same  rules  that  were  applied  to  all 
other  witnesses. 

Moved,  **To  omit  the  clause."— (7%# 
Earl  of  MiUtoum,) 

LoBD  BBAMWELL  said,  he  quite 
approved  of  the  principle  of  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  and 
if  he  divided  the  House  upon  the  Amend- 
ment, he  (Lord  BramweU)  should,  in  all 
truthfulness,  feel  bound  to  support  it 
That  beine  so,  it  might  be  asked  why  he 
introducedthe  clause.  He  did  so  to  save 
the  time  of  the  House.  In  the  Bill  of 
last  year  the  clause  was  not  inserted, 
and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Front  Bench  opposite  (Lord  Halsbury) 
moved  to  insert  it.  Believing  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  would  take  the 
same  course  on  this  occasion,  if  the 
olause  was  omitted,  he  (Lord  BramweU) 
had  put  it  in  with  the  view  of  saving 
time,  although  he  must  say  he  did  not 
approve  of  it 

Thb  Eabl  of  SELBOENE  said,  he 
supported  the  retention  of  the  olause. 
The  whole  subject  of  the  Bill  was  one 
in  which  it  was  necessary  to  strike  a 
balance  between  conflicting  considera- 
tions. On  the  one  hand,  it  was  wrong 
that  an  innocent  man  should  be  imable 
to  prove  his  own  innocence  when  all 
might  depend  upon  his  personal  testi- 
mony ;  on  the  other  hano,  the  prisoner 
ouffht  not  to  be  put  morally  upon  die 
ra^  as  seemed  to  be  done  in  IVanoe. 
He  could  not  see  how  there  could  be  any 
objection  to  the  principle  that  it  was 
better  that  they  should  not  run  the  ri>k 
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of  hfttinf  iiinooent  men  oonTiotod  mer^ 
because,  at  some  previous  time,  the  ao- 
eused  had  been  in  trouble.  It  was  cer- 
tainly no  impossible  thing  that  a  jury 
might  oonviot  a  man  who  ought  to  be 
acquitted  of  the  crime  with  which  he 
was  charged,  merely  on  account  of  his 
bad  character. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bemaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ; 
and  to  be  read  3*.  To-morroiv. 

CHURCH  PATRONAaE  BILL.-^(No.  26.) 

(  The  Lord  Arehbithop  of  Oanterburp,) 
ssooNi)  RiiADnra.    [adjoubnbd  debate.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Amendment 
to  the  Motion  for  the  Second  Beading, 
read. 

Debate  resumed  accordingly. 

The  Bishop  op  LONDON  (Dr. 
Tekplb)  said,  the  speech  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (IxMrd  Grimthorpe)  in 
opposition  to  this  measure  was  one  which 
it  was  extremely  ^ffioult  to  answer,  and 
80  olever  that,  although  their  Lordships 
did  not  like  to  be  kept  from  their  dinner, 
they  stayed  to  listen.  For  himself,  he 
should  have  given  up  his  dinner  alto- 
gether for  the  mere  intellectual  treat. 
He  felt,  however,  under  some  disad- 
vantage  in  replying  to  the  speech  because 
of  the  absence  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  through  indisposition.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  complained  that 
the  Bill  had  not  been  suffloiently  dis- 
cussed. The  fact  was  that  a  Bill  of  this 
kind  was  never  thoroughly  discussed  in 
that  Houee«  and  in  its  present  form, 
until  it  came  up  for  second  reading. 
But  the  subject  with  which  the  Bill 
dealt  had  been  very  largely  discussed 
by  l^e  people  at  large,  and  especially 
by  those  who  were  attached  to  the 
Ohurch ;  it  was  a  subject  that  had  been 
discussed  for  years,  and  a  Bill  like  this 
was  really  the  fruit  of  that  discassion. 
It  was  tjirough  the  discussion  which 
had  taken  place  that  they  had  come 
to  know  what  were  the  feelings  of  the 
people  generally,  and  of  the  mass  of  the 
laity  of  the  Ohurch  of  England,  <m  the 
question.  The  objections  to  the  present 
working  of  the  Ohurch  of  Bngland  were 
of  four  kinds^first,  to  inoompetent  and 

The  Earl  of  Selbome 


{LOBDS}  Pairanage  BtU.  im 

immoml  dergyaien;  seoond,  to  the  ine- 
quality of  the  incomes  of  the  dergy  in 
respect  to  the  work  they  had  to  do; 
third,  to  the  sale  of  advowsons;  and, 
fourth,  to  the  fact  that  under  the  pre- 
sent system  of  patronage  the  inbabitants 
of  a  parish  had  no  voice  whatever,  or 
any  chance  of  being  consulted,  in  the 
selection  of  their  clergyman.  Tke  Bill 
did  not  deal  with  all  these  points.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  the  sale  of  ad- 
vowsons  and  the  necessity  of  allowing 
the  people  to  have  something  to  say  u 
to  the  appointment  of  clergymen  to  their 
parishes,  the  Bill  was  an  attempt  to  deil 
fairly  and  justly,  as  far  as  it  was  pos- 
sible to  do  so,  with  all  the  iatensti 
concerned.  With  respect  to  the  com- 
plaint on  the  part  of  the  parishionen 
that  the  clergyman  was  forced  or  then 
without  their  having  any  voice  what- 
ever in  his  appointment,  and  without 
their  having  any  opportunity  of  ny^king 
any  objections  to  it ;  he  could  not  for 
himself  understand  how  anyone  oonld 
deny  that  that  was  a  very  natural  and 
reasonable  feeling  on  the  part  of  tin 
parishioners.  Considering  how  seriosi 
the  matters  involved  were,  how  they 
affected  the  kind  of  reh'gious  teadiing 
which  their  children  were  to  receive, 
and  the  character  of  the  public  worship 
carried  on  in  their  parish  church,  it  was 
impossible  not  to  see  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  their  clergyman  was  a  thing 
that  closely  concerned  the  parishioners. 
It  was  not  very  easy  for  those  in  the 
position  of  their  Lordships  quite  to 
understand  how  strong  a  feeling  of 
that  sort  there  was  in  the  minds  of 
people  to  whom  the  character  of  the 
clergyman  was  of  far  greater  import- 
ance than  it  could  ev^  be  to  any  one 
of  them.  The  way  in  which  the  ques- 
tion touched  ilieir  domestic  life  and  their 
dealings  with  their  children  brought  it 
home  to  them  in  a  manner  which  &eir 
Lordships  would  hardly  realise.  The 
parishioners  felt  about  it  with  a  keenness 
which  to  their  Lordships  might  appear  to 
be  absurd;  but  anyone  who  had  been 
in  the  habit  of  hearing  the  talk  of  ordi- 
nary laymen  would  not  think  he  was 
exaggerating  when  he  said  their  stnmg 
conviction  wa^  that  their  claim  to  he 
listened  to  in  that  matter  was  only  bare 
justice.  Now,  in  order  to  mett  that 
demand,  this  Bill  provided  tjiit  ito 
parishionens  should  have  the  Mpt^  ^ 
nmke  objections ;  butit  didr  iotiNfiio 
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that  tbe  objedtioikB  00  mftde  were  in  all 
06860  to  prevail.    The  objections  were 
to  be  made  to  the  Bishop,  who  was  to 
act  upon  them,  or  not,  as  be  thought 
beet.    If  the  Bishop  thought  the  objec- 
tion  was  of  sufficient  importanee  to  be 
flo  dealt  with,  he  would  place  them  be- 
fore a  Goanoil,  which  was  to  be  provided 
to  assist  him  in  the  inquiry.    That  Coun- 
<h1  was  a  Couudl  only  to  inquire  and  re- 
port to  the  Bishop  their  opinicms  on  the 
objections.     The  Bishop  then  had  to 
decide  what  he  would  do.    If  he  thought, 
after  inquiry,  that  the  objections  were 
well  founded,  then  he  could  act  upon 
tham.    But  even  then  there  might  be  an 
i^^al  to  a  higher  authority,  if  the  patron 
desired  it.  That  plan  had  been  suggested 
as  the  best  mode  of  securing  that  the 
Bishop  should  not  act  strictly  on  his  own 
option ;  and  provided  that  they  secured 
ti&atthe  parishioners  should  be  heard, 
and  that  there  should  be  some  power  of 
considering  their  objections,  whether  it 
was  done  by  a  Council,  or  by  the  Bishop, 
or  by  referring  the  matter  to  three  other 
Kshops,  he  did  not  think  that  the  Epis- 
copal Bench  would  regard  it  as  a  very 
rital  point.    It  was  not  the  wish  of  the 
Bishops  to  decide  the  questicHi  without 
appeal,  or  that  if  there  was  an  appeal 
it  should  be  to  three  other  Bishops.    He 
Mt  sure  that  there  would  be  no  objec- 
tibn  on  that  Bench  to  any  reasonable 
arrangetnent.    What  t&ey  thought  was 
that  the  people  should  feel  ^at  they 
were  to  have  a  voice  in  the  appointment 
of  the  dergymaa,  who  was  to  take  eare 
of  the  spiritual  interests  of  themselves 
and  tiieir   children.      The   Aoble  and 
learned  Lord  had  objected  to  all  that, 
and  had  described  it  in  the  way  that  a 
very  skilled  advocate  would  do  by  sup- 
posing that,  in  every  instance,  there 
would  beobjeotions  made  by  parishioners 
who  had  no  rei^  ground  for  making 
them;  that  they  would  rake  up  all  sorts 
of  gosdping  stories  and  preee  diem  on 
&e  Bi^H>p ;  that  these  stories  would  be 
brought  before  the  Oouncil,  that  the 
Council  would  sit  in  public;  that  the 
tdergyman  would  be  very  thin-skinned 
and  seneitive,  and  would  be  absolutely 
skinned  alive  in  the  presence  of  the 
parishionera  by  the  questions  put  to 
him.    The  faet,  however,  was  that  pro- 
bably in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  there 
would  be  no  objections  made  at  all,  and 
in   B«ay  iaetiknoes  the  Bishop,  after 
.  hea|i«g  them,  if<Md  di^iaiss  theni.    Al- 


though there  was  a  good  d^al  of  harm 
done  by  the  present  system,  it  was  not 
of  such  a  kind  that  if  they  made  ar- 
rangements for  dealing  with  it  they  were 
certain  to  find  that  the  whole  country 
would  be  immediately  thrown  into  tur- 
moil by  all  sorts  of  inquiries  into  the 
characters  of    all  sorts  of   d^rgymen. 
Nothing  at  all  like  that  would  lutppen. 
Here  and  there  objections  migM   be 
made  to  the  appointment  of  a  particular 
clergyman,  and  those  objections  would 
be  heard  by  the  Council ;  and  there  was 
no  reason  at  all  for  supposing  that  clergy- 
men would  be  unwilling  to  meet  them. 
That  was  the  way  in  which,  taken  as  a 
whole,  the  measure  would  work.    Whe- 
ther the  Council  would  sit  in  private  or 
public  the  Bill  did  not  determine,  though 
he  ventured  to  think  they  would  sit  in 
private  in  certain  cases.      The  highly 
coloured  picture  of  the  misery  and  tor- 
ture which  the  noble  an4  learned  Lord 
the  other  night  drew  as  probable  to 
occur  under  the  Bill  was  not  at  all  likely 
to  be  realized.     The  objections  to  the 
working  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
resneot  of  patronage  were  of  two  kinds 
*-that  of  having  no  voice  in  the  seleo- 
tion  of  the  clergymen,  and  l^at  relating 
to  the  sale  of  livings — ^the  latter  an  ob- 
jection which  seemed  even  stronger  in 
the  hearts  of  the  people.  Could  they  get 
rid  of  the  sale  of  advowsons  with  com- 
plete and  perfect  justice  to  the  owners, 
he  confessed  he  did  not  think  they  ought 
to  hesitate  about  stopping  them  alto- 
ffether,  and  at  once.    But  that  was  the 
difficulty,  and  must  always  remain  the 
difficulty.     The  owners  of  advowsons 
said — ^*  Why,  this  has  gone  on  for  many 
years.    It  has  been  reeogniEed  bv  the 
State  in  every  possible  way ;  and,  there- 
fore, if  it  is  something  wrong,  have  you 
not  recognised  it^  and  are  you  not  parti- 
cipators in  it  ?  You  cannot  put  the  whde 
burden  of  stopping  it  on  us.''    The  sale 
of  advowsons  had  been  felt  to  be  odioas 
to  the  public  at  large  for  this  reeison. 
It  seemed  as  if  persons  dealt  with  the 
nearest  and  dearest  interests  without  any 
regard  whatever  to  those  interests,  and 
without  regard  to  anything   but   the 
money  to  he  got  out  of  them.    People 
thought  it  a  very  iniquitous  state  of 
things  that  such  matters  should  be  dealt 
with  altogether  regardless  of  the  feelings 
of  the  parishioners*    It  was  quite  dear 
that  there  were  two  very  different  pur- 
poses for  whirh  th^e  sajes  might  be 
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effected.  A  man  might  bny  a  living  be- 
cause lie  wanted  to  provide  a  comfortable 
berth  for  some  particular  clergyman,  and 
it  would  be  quite  clear,  in  that  case,  he 
was  not  regarding  the  interests  of  the 
panshioners  ;  or  a  man  might  buy  for  a 
Tery  different  reason,  because  the  in- 
habitants were  of  great  interest  to  him, 
and  because  he  desired  to  secure  the 
best  provision  for  the  people.  They 
oould  not  put  these  two  proposals  on  the 
same  footing.  The  purchase  of  a  living 
with  the  view  of  securing  a  better  clergy- 
man was  not  the  same  thing  as  pur- 
chasing a  living  regardless  altogether  of 
the  views  of  the  parish,  which  was  re- 
garded as  a  great  insult.  And  this 
showed  very  much  the  way  in  which 
this  Bill  proposed  to  deal  with  the  sale 
of  advowsons.  The  tendency  of  the  Bill 
was  to  discourage  those  sales  which  shut 
the  interests  of  the  parishioners  out  of 
sight.  That  was  why  it  was  proposed  not 
to  allow  sales  by  auction,  where  it  was 
proclaimed  before  the  whole  world  that 
they  did  not  care  about  the  parish,  but 
all  for  money.  That  was  in  the  nature 
of  the  case  a  very  insulting  thing.  It 
was  a  very  grievous  insult.  There  was 
a  scandal  about  it.  It  was  an  illustra- 
tion of  the  reasons  why  the  parishioners 
objected  to  such  sales.  It  was  for  this 
and  similar  reasons  that  the  very  exist- 
ence of  the  clerical  agents  was  felt  to 
•be  a  blot  upon  the  Church  of  England, 
which  the  great  mass  of  the  people  could 
not  tolerate.  Becurring  for  a  moment 
to  the  objection  taken  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  to  the  power  given  to 
parishioners  to  object  to  a  presentee  as 
over  70.  he  could  conceive  that  a  man  of 
70  might  very  rightly  be  put  into  a  place 
where  he  had  much  less  work  to  do  than 
in  his  old  parish.  He  did  not  believe 
that  the  Bishop  could  fail  to  recoe- 
mze  such  a  case,  or  that  he  would 
be  unwilling  to  accept  a  man  who 
had  done  hard  work,  and  came  to  do 
easy  work  in  some  light  parish.  But 
they  knew  from  experience  that  it  was 
by  no  means  always  wise  to  translate 
such  men  f^om  their  old  parishes  in  which 
they  had  laboured  many  years.  While 
they  remained  where  they  were  there 
were  ties  between  them  and  their 
parishioners  of  the  sweetest  kind,  and 
although  they  did  little  work  their  very 
presence  was  a  great  blessing.  Put  such 
a  man  where  he  knew  nobody  and  he  be- 
came a  failure.    They  must  give  a  cer- 
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tain  amount  of  discretion  to  the  Bisftiop. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  then 
might  not  be  certain  points  in  the  Bffl 
which  were  worthy  of  examination  in 
Committee ;  there  might  be  restrictions 
which  might  be  differently  worded ;  but 
he  thought,  on  the  whole,  unlees  they 
meant  to  maintain  to  the  last  ^at  a 
patron  was  to  treat  a  living  as  a  property 
and  in  no  sense  as  a  trust,  they  eould 
not  have  fewer  restrictions  than  wen 
to  be  found  in  this  Bill.  As  to  Soottand, 
they  had  few  of  these  sales  noiih  of  ihe 
Tweed.  They  had  not  the  practice  Ihete. 
In  Scotland  the  people  baa  a  ertrong  be- 
lief in  the  right  of  the  congregation  to 
have  avoice  in  the  selection  of  its  niiinister ; 
and  as  soon  as  it  was  known  that  die 
parishioners  had  veir  little  voi<^  tiiej 
commenced  the  agitation  which  led  to  ila 
dismemberment  of  the  Church,  and  tin 
sweeping  away  of  all  the  private  patron- 
age, which  might  have  remained  still  if 
only  private  patrons  would  have  consented 
at  &*st  to  some  modification  of  their  rigfati. 
They  were  certain  to  have  to  deal  soon 
soon  with  the  question  of  Disestablish- 
ment— within,  should  he  say,  the  next 
20  years.  He  expected  that  it  would  be 
within  a  shorter  period  ev<^n  than  that; 
and  he  considered  it  was  the  dulry  of  all 
who  valued  the  Church  to  see  l^at  the 
reasonable  demands  of  the  ;>eople  were 
carefully  considered  and  as  far  as  possible 
conceded.  He  believed  that  the  rcrfnsal 
to  pass  a  Bill  of  this  sort,  and  especially 
a  refusal  by  that  House,  where  it  was 
supposed  that  the  interests  of  the  CSiuroh 
were  specially  guarded,  would  cause  very 
serious  risk  to  the  Church  hereafter.  It 
would  leave  it  open  to  be  said  that  those 
who  professed  to  care  about  the  Chnreh 
cared  still  more  about  their  own  private 
interests  in  the  Church,  and  that  they 
were  unwilling  to  assent  to  changes  or 
modifications  of  their  rights  which  had 
been  shown  to  be  reasonable.  It  was 
essential  to  the  acceptance  of  the  labotnrs 
of  a  clergyman  in  his  parish  l^tat  he 
should  not  be  appointed  without  regard 
to  the  wishes  of  those  to  whom  he  was  to 
minister;  and  the  disregard  of  their 
feelings  was  coming  to  be  regarded  mere 
and  more  as  an  insult.  For  these  reasons 
he  felt  that  the  rejection  of  tK^  Kll 
would  seriously  hurt  the  OhHw*  rf 
England,  to  whose  mterests  Jflis  vas 
deeply  attached.  '  W 
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X^Sij  ^tftched  to  ODQ  wlio  had  the  good 
fartune,  or  the  misfortune,  as  some  might 
think,  to  be  the  patron  of  17  livings. 
No  one  ooold  deny  that  there  was  need 
for  reform    of    various   kinds    in    the 
Church,  and  in  considering  what  ought 
to  be  done  they  ought  to  have  regard 
leas  to  the  attack  of  enemies   outside 
than  to  the  remedies  for  eyils  which  were 
suggested  by  the  experience  of  friends 
vitbin.    There  was  no  primd  faci$  evi- 
deoioe  that  a  man  who  bought  a  living 
was  necessarily  unfit  to  hold  it.    On  the 
oontarary,  if  he  or  his  friends  were  willing 
to  give  money  to  procure  him  a  benefice, 
it  would  appear  ^t  first  sight  that  in  his 
own  belief  or  that  of  his  fnends  he  was 
adontiixg  what  he  felt  to  be  his  vocation. 
He  Knew  in  his  own  neighbourhood  a 
living  ocoapied  by  a  stranger  for  whom 
it  was  bMOUght  by  a  relative,  and  he  made 
ft  most  admirable  parish  priest.    There 
was  nothing  iniquitous  in  paying  a  worn- 
out  man  to  retire.    It  was  one  of  the 
gravest  aoandals  to  the  Church  that  men 
without  energy  should  moulder  in  coun- 
try parishes,  when  paralyzed  either  by 
affe  or  by  the  monotony  of  their  lives. 
The  supersession  of  such  men  by  younger 
and  energetic  m^  was  a  benefit  to  the 
Church.    Perhaps  there  were  shocking 
oases  of  sale  by  auction ;  and  this  was  very 
wrong.  But  so  far  the  supporters  of  this 
Bill  had  refrained  from  mentioning  any 
of  these  scandals,  perhaps  from  anxiety 
to  avoid  sensational  speeches.     Those 
who  sold  livings  by  auction  must  be  men 
altoj^ther  devoid  of  all  sense  of  respon- 
sibiUty*    It  was  improbable  they  would 
make  better  appointments  if  they  gave 
liviDgs  away,  for  if  they  were  disreput- 
able men  th^  ^ould  be  very  likelv  to 
appoint  their  boon  companions.  As  long 
sa  private  patronage  existed  these  risks 
most  attend  it.    He  was  not  sure  that  so 
great  a  grievance  was  connected  with 
what  were  called  family  livings,  some  of 
which  were  held  by  most    admirable 
olergymen.    Still  it  had  been  said  that 
these  livings  were  reserved  for  the  fool 
of  the  family  who  could  not  make  his 
Uviug  in  any  other  calling.    The  fact 
was,  no  syeitem  of  patronage  was  al- 
together unattended  by  evil.    The  way 
to  get  at  the  evil  was  to  take  care  that 
unfit  men  were  not  appointed,  either 
by  private  presentation  or  in  any  other 
manner.  The  only  way  he  could  see  was 
Aat  of  strengjbhening  the  hands  of  the 
Bia)iops,in  the  appointment  of  whom  afl 
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Prime  Ministers  have  felt  a  strong  sense 
of  responsibility.  This  was  true  not  only 
of  the  noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  the 
Gk>vemment,  and  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  but 
even  of  Lord  Melbourne,  of  whom  it  was 
said  he  could  hardly  sleep  at  night  when 
he  had  to  appoint  a  Bishop.    And  there 
was  not'  a  Bishop  on  the  Bench  whose 
character  and  position  wotdd  not  secure 
public  acquiescence  in  the  increase  in 
his  powers.    He  did  not  like  the  idea 
of  appointing  a  jury  of  Bishops^    The 
matter  had  better  be  left  to  each  Bishop 
in  his  own  diocese.    Party  feeling  in 
the    Church  was   much    exaggerated; 
and    Christians    of   all  denominations 
were  beginning  to  make  common  cause 
against   a  common   enemy.      He    did 
not    think    that   Party   spirit  was    so 
bitter  as  it   was  in  the  days  of  our 
forefathers.    His  own  idea  was  that  in- 
stead sometimes  of  being  too  anxious  to 
interfere  with  and  stop  bad  appoint- 
ments, the  Bishops  were  a  little  too 
humble  and  diffident  of  their  powers. 
He  hoped  that  if  power  were  given  and 
they  were  entitled  to  exercise  it,  some- 
thing would  be  done  to  stop  the  appoint- 
ment of  unfit  men.   He  also  wished  that 
more  power  existed  of  getting  rid  of  in- 
competent men«     That  was  a  difficult 
matter,  no  doubt.    It  was  an  invidi- 
ous duty  to  ask  a  man  to  retire  and  to 
surrender  a  portion  of  his  income.      He 
observed  that  the  BiU  gave  the  Bishop 
power  to  remove  a  clergyman  who  was 
lunatic  for  two  years ;  but  he  thought 
that  no  hardship  would  be  entailed  in 
compelling  every  clergyman  who  had 
been  unable  from  any  cause  to  attend  to 
his  duties  for  two  whole  years  to  retire 
on  one-third  of  his  income.   A  provision 
of  this  kind  he  thought  would  be  unob- 
jectionable.    Whether  their  Lordshi|>s 
could  go  any  further  than  this  he  did 
not  know.     The  matter  was  one  which 
required  very  careful  consideration.  The 
subject  of  the    lay  element  proposed 
to   be  introduced  by  this  BiU  was  a 
very  wide  one;    but   in   the    opinion 
of  many  persons  it  was  considered  de- 
sirable to  associate  laymen  in  Church 
work.     He  was  not  quite  sure,  however, 
that  to  appoint  a  merely  consultative 
council  of  this  kind  with  no  power  and 
liable  to  be  over-ruled  by  the  Bishop, 
— the  Bishop,  indeed,  being  able  to  take 
action  without  them — was  a  good  begin- 
ning for  the  introduction  of  this  lay  ele- 
ment.   He  was  not  at  aU  sure  that  they 
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Would  succeed  in  eetting  the  men  they 
wanted — men  of  businees  habita,  clear 
heads,  and  active  dispositions.  Such 
men,  as  a  rule,  were  pretty  well  occu- 
pied. They  mi^t  be  induced  to  come 
forward  by  a  sense  of  duty  if  they  were 
to  have  any  real  power ;  but  it  was  a 
question  whether,  if  they  were  merely  to 
be  a  consultatiTe  body,  they  would  come 
forward.  In  this  case  they  would  only 
be  able  to  obtain  the  serrices  of  second- 
rate  men.  No  one  was  more  impressed 
than  he  was  with  the  necessity  of  con- 
sulting the  wishes  of  the  parishioners ; 
but  he  thought  this  would  be  best  done 
through  the  Bishops  who  should  hare 
more  power  of  objecting  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  unfit  men.  He  beliered  the  right 
reT.  Prelates  were  anxious  to  pass  Uiis 
measure,  and  he  was  willing  to  pay  great 
deference  to  their  opinions  in  this 
"matter.  Some  persons  were  of  opinion 
that  it  was  the  sind  of  Bill  to  read  a 
second  time  and  refer  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. But  as  the  Bill  had  already 
been  before  a  Select  Committee  it  was 
doubtful  whether  it  should  again  be  re- 
ferred to  such  a  body.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  Bill  was  presented  to  their 
Lordships,  either  to  take  it  as  it  stood, 
or  to  have  nothing  to  do  with  it ;  if  that 
were  the  case  he  felt  very  much  inclined 
1)0  have  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Thh  Bishop  op  PETERBOROUGH 
(Dr.  Magee)  said  the  discussion  that 
evening  had  recalled  to  his  recollection 
the  time  when,  13  years  ago,  a  Bill 
almost  similar  in  its  terms  was  passed 
through  their  Lordships'  House,  and  he 
then  advocated  reforms  in  the  Ohuroh  of 
England.  On  this  occasion ,  however,  he 
addressed  their  Lordships  with  a  feeling 
of  extreme  anxiety,  because  what  they 
were  asked  to  do  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Grimthorpe)  was  to 
refase  now  and  at  once  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill.  This  measure  had 
occupied  the  thoughts  and  the  minds — 
and  he  did  not  thmk  it  was  even  unbe- 
coming to  say  in  that  place,  the  prayers 
of  those  who  had  desired  the  reform  of 
the  Church  of  England  for  years  in  this 
matter.  The  main  provisions  of  the  Bill 
had  the  consent  of  the  Primates,  all  the 
Bishops,  and  all  the  representative  as- 
sembhes  of  the  Church.  The  noble  Earl 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Earl  Cowper) 
said  they  had  to  choose  between  this  Bill 
as  it  stood  or  rejecting  it  altogether.  He 
and  his  right  rev.  Friends  were  anxious 
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to  hear  objeetions  and  criticisms  and  to 
withdraw  clauses  which  were  undem- 
able ;  but  they,  at  the  same  time,  felt 
deeply,  painfully,  how  serious  would  be 
the  injury  to  the  Ohuroh,  how  great  the 
encouragement  given  to   t^e  Changs 
enemies  if,  in  that  House — ^whiehmiglit 
be  called  a  House  of  Patroos— an  ad- 
mittedly needful  reform  in  Ohmch  Pat- 
ronage was  met  by,  he  would  not  saj 
contemptuous,  but  a  curt  and  brief  re- 
jection of  the  measure  whiok  sought  to 
accomplish  it  without  even  aa  attempt 
to  discuss  its  clauses,  for  otMse  ndns 
Lords  were  not  willing  even  to  diaean 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill;  they  thought^ 
so  mischievous  and  rash  that  they  were 
willing  to  reject  it  altog^her.      13ie 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  addressed 
their    Lord^ips    on  Monday  evemi^ 
seemod  to  put  forward  tfak  idea  of  tbe 
Bill — that  it  was  a  rash,  crude  revols- 
tionary  measure  suddenly  evolved  eattl 
the  oonsoiousness  of  the  Biehops^  and 
that  no  such  revolutionary  measure  had 
been  known  since  the  days  of  tilie  LoDg 
Parliament.    He  asked  permission  to  be 
allowed  to  state  the  true   histoty  and 
genesis  of  the  Bill  and  to  test  this  SBSB^ 
tion  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
by    a    few  facts.     This    was    a   BiH 
founded  ?ery  larg^y  upon  tiie  lines  of 
a  measure  which  he  had  introduced  to 
the  notice  of  thmr  Lordships  many  yean 
ago,   and  for  which  he  obtained  their 
Assent.  More  than  one  clause  in  thiliiisd 
beentaken  from  that  Bill.    Inrsgardto 
the  charge  of  its  rash  and  revohrtionaiy 
character,  the  proper  test  on  the  ssoosd 
reading  of  a  measure  was  tiie  prinen^ 
as  distinguished  from  the  details.    He 
would  therefore  take  one  enaotineirt  M 
which  a  great  deal  of  the  noble  Lord's 
displeasure     and     criticism     was    fls- 
pended.      In    1874    he    (Dr.   Mi^) 
himself  moved  f6r  a  Select  Oommitlee 
to  consider  Church  Patronage.    TU 
Committee  was  composed   of,    among 
others,  the   Archbishop  of  York,  tke 
late  Duke   of  Marlborough,   the  Em) 
of  Shaftesbury,   the  Earl  of  Selbome, 
Lord    Overstone,  Lord  Stanhope,  the 
Marquess    of    Lansdowne,    and   Ssri 
Nelson.    There  were  only  five  Biihope 
on  that  Committee  out  of  19  Maaben; 
and    a   less  rash,    less   revolutioDtiy) 
more  cautious,    and    thoroughly  inde- 
pendent Committee  was  probably  new 
got  together.    What  was  the  prbeilJe 
of  dealing  with  the  Church  patnwag^ 
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imanimoasly  aooepted  by  ibiamoet  in- 
flnental  aini  most  abie  Committee? 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  made 
Teiy  menry  over  the  idea  of  bmng 
defined  as  a  trast  patronage.  He  said 
there  was  no  snob  thing  as  a  tmst  in 
pstronage ;  and  be  seemed  to  have  no 
idea  of  anything  but  a  eddui  que  trust. 
What  was  tbe  prindple  tbat  was  laid 
down  by  that  Committee?  The  noble 
Lord  had  laughed  at  the  idea  of  there 
being  a  trust  in  favour  of  the  parish- 
ionars.  But  when  the  Committee  wese 
asked  what  were  the  principles  upon 
wlnoh  the  subject  of  Church  patronage 
Aould  be  based,  they  replied  that  they 
were  of  opinion  tliat  any  legislation 
affiBcting  Ohuvoh  patronage  should  pro* 
oesd  mpon  the  principle  t^  its  exereise 
partook  of  the  natore  of  a  trust  and  that 
all  existing  rights  rnnst  be  dealt  witii  in 
ooaneotion  with  that  principle.  The 
aoUe  and  learned  Lord  appeared  to  pre* 
fer  the  weeds  *' limited  rights"  to  the 
word  ^'  trast ;"  bvt  whether  the  former  or 
the  latter  term  were  naed  they  bo^ 
meant  to  oonrey  that  the  esweise  of 
Ofanroh  patronage  was  the  diaohai^  of 
a  pnblic  du^,  inasmuch  as  the  man  who 
was  to  be  selected  fer  a  living  was  to  be 
the  holder  of  a  publie  offioe.  It  was  a 
most  miserable  view  of  the  question  to 
say  that  when  a  man  bougnt  a  living 
under  the  existing  system  it  was  just  the 
same  as  if  he  had  bought  a  doctor's 
IHcaotiee.  When  a  man  bought  a  living 
he  undertook  to  discharge  certain  dis- 
tinct and  very  important  public  duties. 
It  could  scarcely  be  said  even  in  the  pre- 
sent very  depressed  state  of  the  Exohe- 
qner  that  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to 
allow  a  power  oi  appointment  of  a  Judge 
to  be  sold  ;  and  it  would  not  be  very 
creditable  ii  the  person  appointed  was  a 
banister  who  had  only  the  year  before 
}U8t  managed  to  scrape  through  his 
examination.  It  was  not  desirable  for 
the  public  policy  or  for  the  public  in- 
tsreets  that  the  right  of  appointment  to 
Uyings  in  the  Church  should  be  sold.  In 
hk  opinion  the  principle  that  ought  to 
be  laid  down  was  that  the  right  of  pat- 
roxmge  was  to  be  exercised  with  a  regard 
to  the  Bjnritual  wants  of  the  pariah,  and 
that  a  patron  should  be  restrained  by  law 
fr(Mn  appointing  an  unfit  person  to  a 
hving.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
very  severely  criticized  the  action  of  some 
^i^psfor  havingappointed  their  sons  or 
•ona-in^w  to  livings  within  their  gift. 


But,  in  Ae  first  plaoe,  this  Bill 
not  aimed  against  nepotism  on  the  part 
of  private  patrons ;  in  the  next  place, 
it  must  be  remembered  that  Bishops 
lived  under  a  brighter  light  of  public 
criticism  than  most  men,  and  that  any 
shortcomings  in  this  respect  upon  their 
part  were  at  once  marked  down.  In  his 
view,  the  principle  of  restrictions  and 
limitationson  Church  patronage  should  be 
carried  out  equally  in  all  oases,  and  should 
apply  as  much  to  the  patronage  exer«- 
oued  by  Bishops  as  to  raat  exercised  by 
private  individuals;  and  if  diere  was 
any  inequality  in  their  favour  in  the  re* 
strictions  and  limitations  of  this  Bill, 
the  Bishops  would  be  most  willing 
and  most  desirous  that  it  should  be 
removed.  He  (Dr.  Magee)  trusted, 
therefore,  that  it  would  not  be  supposed 
that  this  Bill  was  intended  by  the  Bishops 
to  be  an  attaek  upon  private  patronage. 
He  would  now  consider  the  point  in- 
volving the  rights  of  the  parishioners  to 
object  to  the  appointment  of  any  par- 
ticular person  to  a  living  in  their  pansh. 
The  Committee  had  expessed  their  opi- 
nion that  there  should  be  some  check 
exeroised  by  the  parishioners  to  prevent 
the  app<»ntment  of  unfit  persons,  and 
that  they  should  have  the  right  not 
to  veto,  but  to  object  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  man  known  to  be  grossly 
and  shamelessly  immoraL  He  him- 
self had  some  doubt  whether  debt 
should  not  also  be  a  ground  for  exclu- 
sion. The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
drawn  a  picture  of  the  scum  of  the 
parishes  gathering  together  at  the  Bine 
Boar  to  discuss  the  character  of  their 
parson.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  {hto- 
bably  knew  very  little  about  the  scum  of 
our  parishes.  Those  who  laboured  in  our 
parishes  could  assure  him  that  when  the 
scum  went  to  the  Blue  Boar  it  was  for  other 
purposes  than  to  discuss  the  character  of 
their  parsons.  It  was  earnest,  pious, 
moral  Churchmen  who  were  grieved, 
shocked,  and  sick  at  heart,  when  men 
were  thrust  upon  them  of  more  than 
doubtful  character,  and  their  hands  were 
paralysed  when  they  were  called  upon  to 
defend  the  Church  at  fair  or  market. 
His  only  fear  respecting  this  clause  was 
that  it  would  be  practically  inoperative. 
It  was  the  most  difficult  thing  in  life  when 
a  Bishop  received  private  information 
about  the  misconduct  of  a  clergyman  to 
get  the  person  who  sent  the  information 
to  come  forward  publicly.    He  almost 
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always  said,  '<  Oh,  leave  me  out,  do  not 
mention  mj  name;  you  must  not  rely 
npon  me."  In  a  short  time  afterwards 
perhaps  they  heard  it  said,  '  *  The  clergy- 
man of  so-and-so  is  leading  a  scandalous 
life.  The  Bishop  has  all  the  facts,  and 
he  will  take  no  steps."  Now,  what 
he  (Dr.  Magee)  wanted  was  to  place  the 
responsibility  on  the  person  who  ought 
to  Dear  it.  He  believed  that  nothiujg 
would  tend  more  to  satisfy  the  public 
sentiment  than  to  give  the  parismonera 
some  power  of  stating  their  obiections, 
strictly  limited  to  feusts,  and  made  before 
a  properly  constituted  tribunaL  It  was 
hfurdly  fair,  hardly  reasonable,  to  put 
the  whole  burden  on  the  Bishc^'s 
shoulders.  Why  should  Bishops  be 
mulcted  in  sums  varying  from  £1,500 
to  £2,000  or  £S,000  in  instituting  and 
carrying  on  proceedings  in  the  case  of 
unfit  presentees?  B^ore  concluding, 
he  would  say  a  word  as  to  the  his- 
tory of  the  case.  When,  as  he  was 
glad  to  say,  the  Bill  passed  into  the 
hands  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate  who 
brought  it  before  their  Lordships,  the 
same  clause  which  gave  the  parishioners 
power  of  obiecting  was  contained  in  it, 
and  it  passed  through  Oommittee  in  their 
Lordships'  House.  The  Bill  had  been 
laid  before  both  Oonvocations  and  the 
House  of  Laymen.  It  was  very  freely 
canvassed  and  amended,  and  it  now 
came  before  their  Lordships  as  ike  Bill 
approved  by  the  House  of  Laymen.  It 
met  with  the  all  but  unanimous  assent  of 
the  Ohuroh  representatives  and  of  Lay 
Ohurch  opinion,  and  their  Lordships  were 
now  only  asked  to  consent  to  give  it  a 
second  reading.  He  most  earnestiy  en- 
treated them,  whatever  they  might  think 
of  details-*-and  the  Bill  was,  he  admitted, 
very  much  a  Bill  of  details — ^not  to  in- 
flict upon  the  Bishops  and  the  Church 
the  pain  and  disappointment  of  a  total 
rejection  of  the  Bill.  Let  them  do  what 
they  thought  right  in  Oommittee,  but  he 
entreated  them  to  pass  the  second  read- 
ing. The  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Ghrimthorpe)  had  made  a  strong  appeal 
to  the  fears  of  the  Members  of  their 
LordshipsJ  House.  That  was  not  the 
kind  of  argument  he  himself  would  like 
to  address  to  the  Peers  of  England.  If 
he  bdieved  that  this  Bill  woull  seriously 
injure  private  patronage,  instead  of  be- 
lieving, as  he  did,  that  it  was  the  only 
measure  which  could  preserve  it,  he  would 
nevertheless  say  to  powerful  and  wealthy 
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patrons^  ''Show  your attaehmentte Die 
Church  and  make  some  sacrifice,  not 
only  of  money,  but  of  family  infiueeee 
in  the  interest  of  the  Church  and  d  ths 
country."  But  this  Bill  inflicts  no  sn^ 
injury.  Believe  us  when  we  tell  yoo 
that  those  who  seek  a  refSorm  of  patroii- 
age,  a  wise  and  kindly  reform,  are  ne| 
the  euemies  of  private  patronaga.  ISiey 
were  the  enemies  of  private  patroiiage 
who  scornfully  rejected  every  propoial 
of  refonn. 

*'  Soe  lihaeut  velit^  hoc  magno  mercentw  AtrUtt^ 

The  hearts  of  the  enemies  of  &e 
Church  would  leap  with  delight  if  they 
heard  that  the  Bisoops  ooold  not  indaos 
the  House  of  Lords  to  pass  tibe  second 
reading  of  a  measure  to  refem  ad> 
mitted  and  notorious  abuses  in  the 
Church  of  England.  Batiber  than  ap- 
peal to  their  Lordships'  feare,  he  would 
appeal  to  their  sense  of  justice-— Aeir  ha* 
partial  sense  of  justice— 4nd  to  theit 
attachment  to  the  Church  of  ^igland. 
Some  of  the  details  ol  the  Bill  nugfat 
be  distaeteM  to  their  LordshiM.  Xhs 
Bishops  were  not  strong  enough  to  pre- 
vent them  from  Amending  it.  In  a 
House  ol  600  Peers  the  Bishops  were 
25 — and  not  85— and  tiiere  was  tot  one 
Irishman  amongst  them.  The  Bishopi 
were  willinff  and  anxious  that  th^ 
Lordships  should  deal  as  they  thought 
right  witii  any  provisioos  of  the  Bifl, 
but  they  entreated  their  Iiord8hi|»,  fm 
the  sake  of  the  Church  of  England,  to 
give  the  KU  a  Second  Beading. 

The  Eabl  of  SELBOBNE  said,  he 
did  not  think  that  the  reeponsibilify  of 
recommending  the  second  reading  d 
the  BiU  ought  to  be  left  entibrdy  to  the 
Episcopal  Bench;  he  would  tifaMffefoie 

£*ve  some  reasons  why  he  thought  their 
Drdships  should  not  refect  the  seaoad 
reading.  He  agreed  with  the  noble 
Earl  behind  him  (Earl  Cowper)  when  he 
said  that  their  Lor^hips  ought  not  (o 
pass  the  Bill  with  tiie  view  of  eon- 
ciliating  people  who  would  not  be  con« 
ciliated.  Their  Lordships  ought  to  de 
what  they  thought  rig^t.  But  he  die* 
agreed  with  another  part  of  the  noble 
Earl's  speech  in  which  he  said  it  seemed 
to  him  that  their  Lordships  had  nothing 
to  do  but  to  take  the  Bill  as  it  was,  or  dee 
to  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.  Hedidnot 
think  that  their  Lordships  should  take 
a  Bill  of  that  importance  in  thatspni^— 
they  should  exereiBe  their  own  jndg* 

Digitized  by  V3^\JV  IC 


lOll 


ehurck 


\  tlABGfi  S)  1887 }  Patrma<f$  Ml. 


mflint  oil  tts  details.  If  tiie j  objected  to 
the  prisoipll»,  let  them  reject  the  Bill  on 
the  second  readmp»  but  let  them  not  do 
00  under  the  idea  t£at  they  most  take  the 
whole  Bill  as  it  was  or  reject  it  The 
Bill  was  of  a  preyentiTe  character,  and 
he  folly  believed  that  if  its  more  im- 
poatant jpvovioons  became  law  it  would 
yeiy  emotiTely  tead  to  prevent  the 
erils  now  oomplaiiied  of.  It  would 
eoosoqaei^  be  more  useful  in  its  in« 
direct  than  its  direct  operation ;  and  he 
thought  that  so  strong  would  its  effect  be 
in  tms  way  that  few  objections  would  be 
necessary  or  would  be  taken  imder  it 
bjf  pari^oners.  This  was  very  de- 
wahle,  because  it  was  much  more  dif&oult 
(o  deal  ^rith  the  case  of  an  unfit  clergy* 
man  after  he  had  entered  on  a  partioUar 
sj^ere  of  duty  than  bectore.  The  dtffi- 
rahy  of  proceeding  against  a  criminous 
clergyman  was  admitted  on  all  hands ; 
but  that  difBiculty  would  be  obviated  if 
a  charge  against  lum  were  brougl^  for* 
ward  by  the  persons  most  interested,  the 
psridiioners,  at  the  time  when  the  clergy- 
man's name  was  submitted  for  presenta* 
tion,  and  if  notoriously  bad  reputation, 
as  well  as  proved  criminality,  were  ad- 
mitted as  a  ground  c^  objection.  The 
Bill  ^oA  not  give  a  power  of  veto  to 
the  inhabitants  of  a  parish ;  but  it 
would  afford  them  full  opportunity  of 
labmittii^  to  the  Bishop  of  the  diooese 
objections— not  all  sorts  of  objections, 
but  objections  upon  specific  grounds  de- 
fined by  the  Bill — ^which  they  might  have 
to  a  particular  clergyman  before  his 
appointment  was  madie.  Parishioners 
would  not  asperse  the  chaxaoters  of  in^ 
accent  men,  under  such  iarcamstaBces, 
by  spreading  evil  reports ;  but,  if 
ttiere  were  evil  reports,  the  Bishop 
should  certainly  know  ci  them.  He 
eottld  not  approve  the  view  that  there 
was  no  reason  whatever  why  livings 
should  not  be  bought  and  sold.  He 
had  always  thought,  however,  that  there 
was  a  broad  mstinction  between  the 
sale  of  advowBons  and  of  presentations. 
ISie  sale  of  an  advowsouy  apart  £rom 
any  partionlar  or  proximate  apjKulitment 
to  the  office,  did  not  seem  to  offend 
against  any  principle;  but  the  sale  of 
presentations  was  open  to  all  the  objec- 
ticns  which  could  be  offered  to  the  sale 
of  any  pobHc  office  or  any  private  trust. 
On  the  same  principle  a  man  might  buy  a 
seat  in  ParHament,  or  an  elector  might 
sdl  his: vote;  but  the  law  prohibited 
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this,  because  the  office  and  the  vote  were 
important  public  trusts,  with  great  public 
duties  attached  to  them ;  and  the  man 
who  entered  upcm  the  office,  or  exercised 
the  vote,  should  do  so  not  for  money, 
but  by  open,  rogular,  Oonstitutional 
naethods.  He  could  see  no  difference  in 
principle  between  buying  directly  and 
tMiying  indireotiy^-between  buying  a 
vacant  living  and  <me  about  to  become 
vacant :.  the  same  tiung  was  bought  in 
each  case,  namely,  the  office  of  a  parish 
clergyman,  with  cure  of  souls ;  the  only 
differenco  being  that  between  a  sale  in 
possession  and  a  sale  in  reversion,  even 
when  there  was  no  baigaiu  or  secret 
understanding  for  an  early  vacancy. 
Whether  a  man  bought  for  himself^  or 
for  another,  the  buying,  as  it  seemed  to 
him,  equally  contravened  the  principle 
that  should  govern  aslectioons  for  offices 
of  public  importance.  All  the  principles 
which  prevented  trafficking  in  otiier 
offices  applied  strongly  to  the  case  of 
the  clergyman.  Th we  were  two  sorts  o£ 
sales  of  advowsons-H)ne  to  persons  who 
wanted  to  keep  them ;  the  other  to  peo^e 
who  only  wanted  the  next  presentation. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  cut  off 
that  indirect  mode  of  selling  next  pre- 
sentatioBs,  and  to  interfero  with  sales  to 
purchasers  whose  object  was  not  to  sell 
again  afber  a  prosentation  had  been 
made,  so  far  only  as  might  be  necessary 
to  aocom{^sh  that  object.  If  their  Lord- 
ships would  aco^  the  main  principles  of 
the  Bill,  all  its  details  might,  and  ought 
to  be,  open  to  disoussion  in  Oommittee, 
upon  their  merits. 

Ths  PEIM£  minister  and  BE- 
ORBTABY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Saus- 
bubt)  2  I  agree  with  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  (the  Eari  of  Selbome)  who 
has  just  sat  down  that  the  House  will  dc 
well  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time; 
but  I  say  so  with  a  full  sense  of  all  the 
criticism  passed  upon  the  Bill  and  with 
the  feeling  that  the  Bill  will  require 
very  careful  attention  in  Oommittee ; 
and  I  hope  it  will  receive  that  attention 
from  your  Lordships,  and  that  it  will 
undergo  great  alteration.  The  idea 
was  thrown  out  by  one  speaker  that  it 
should  be  referred  again  to  a  Select 
Oonunittee.  I  think  all  that  Select 
Oommittees  can  do  for  this  Bill  has  been 
done,  and  it  has  emerged  from  them  so 
altered,  that  I  can  hardly  hope  any  ad* 
ditbnal  advantage  can  t>e  gained.    Wo 
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mutt,  therefore,  attend  to  it  in  a  Com* 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House,  and  I  hare 
no  doubt  a  useful  measure  caa  eventu- 
ally be  made  out  of  it,  though  not,  per- 
haps, without  very  freely  amending  it. 
The  Bill  consists  of  two  parts  essentially 
— ^I  do  not  speak  of  those  small,  scattered 
proYisioQs  in  detail  towards  ihe  end  of 
it — the  part  affecting  the  sale  of  adrow- 
sons  or  of  presentations,  and  the  other 
part  affecting  presentation  itself.  With 
vespect  to  the  sale  of  presentations,  I 
have  oome  to  practically  the  same  con- 
clusion as  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
who  has  just  sat  down,  though  not  per- 
haps exactly  from  the  same  premisses. 
I  cannot  help  being  struck — as  the  noble 
Earl  was  struck — ^with  the  practical  fact 
that  a  great  number  ofthe  best  dergym^i 
are  peo]^le  whose  relatives  bought  them 
liyings  in  l^e  Ohurch.  It  is  a  mode  of 
entry  into  the  functions  of  the  Ohuroh 
which,  I  admit,  aooording  to  strict  logi- 
cal principles,  it  might  be  hard  to  defend. 
But  oonnderittg  that  the  other  modes 
consist  entirely  in  the  exercise  of  patron- 
age of  one  sort  or  another — that  is  to 
say,  that  those  who  do  not  buy  livings 
must  obtain  them  by  asking  for  them — 
I  cannot  but  look  with  regret  upon  the 
necessity  for  putting  an  end  tx>  that  mode 
of  obtaining  livings  which  has  largely 
prevailed,  and,  in  the  experience  of  most 
of  us,  to  the  advantage  of  the  Church. 
But,  unfortunately,  there  is  also  this  dis- 
advantage, that  unquestionably  there  is 
an  amount  of  abuse  connected  with  the 
sale  of  livings— with  the  agencies  and 
with  the  auctions — an  amount  of  abuse 
so  reed  in  its  character  and  at  the  same 
time  so  crying  and  flagrant,  and  attract* 
ing  so  much  public  attention,  and  wound- 
ing so  deeply  pubHc  morality  and  senti- 
ment, arousing  so  much  discontent  in 
the  Church  and  a  deep  sense  of  wrong 
on  the  part  of  parishioners  themselves ; 
that  I  do  not  think  it  is  consistent  with 
the  safety  of  the  Church  of  England  to 
allow  things  to  go  on  as  they  are.  I 
heard  the  other  day  of  an  instance  of  a 
kind  of  tenure  of  advo  wscms  and  <^e  kind 
of  agency  which  exists  which  gave  me  a 
very  vivid  idea  of  the  feelings  with 
which  parishioners  must  regard  the  exer- 
cise of  the  existing  right.  It  was  in  the 
West  of  England.  There  was  a  bank 
which  had,  1  think,  obtained  an  estate, 
with  an  advowson  attached,  for  a  bad 
debt.  The  estate  was  sold,  and  ih»  ad- 
vowson temained  with  the  bank,  and  as 
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regularly  as  possible— it  was  a  bank  in 
Dublin— just  before  the  living  fell  va- 
cant, the  next  presentation  was  sold  by 
the  bank  in  Dublin,  witii  the  knowledge 
of  the  parishioners  themselves,  who 
knew  pe^ectly  well  theoperatioa  that 
was  going  on  in  the  sale  of  thdr 
spiritual  interests.  There  is  a  fseting 
among  many  to  whom  their  ^iritaai 
interests  are  most  dear,  that,  dealiag 
with  spiritual  affurs  in  this  oold-Uooded) 
commercial  s^nrit,  wonld  be  asough  to 
drive  great  numbers  i^m  the  Ofaureb, 
and  to  leave  a  bitter  sense  of  wrong  and 
resentment  in  those  who  remain.  I 
think  it  is  a  qnestion  of  feeling  mors 
than  of  logis,  but  f  e^ng  in  all  oanntzisa, 
and  in  this  ooontry  ei^>ecially,  mnst  be 
regarded  as  a  fact;  and  where  a  strong 
feeling  of  this  kind  exists— in  reSscancs 
to  an  institution  depending  so  largely 
for  its  usefuhiess  upon  the  amount  ii 
sympathy  it  can  exoite-^it  is  a  duty  to 
pay  regwl  to  this  feding,  and  to  act  as 
nearly  as  possible  in  sympathy  with  the 
peop&.  On  this  ground  I  do  not  take 
practical  objection  to  the  part  of  ths 
Bill  which  deals  with  tiie  sale  o<  next 
presentations  and  of  advowsena ;  si- 
though  there  are  questions  of  detail  into 
which  I  will  not  go.  But  I  am  not  so 
satisfied  with  that  part  of  the  Bill  whkh 
deals  with  presentations  themselves.  I 
confess  that  the  more  I  look  at  ^at 
elective  Council  the  less  I  like  it.  It  is 
a  very  dnmsy  device ;  it  will  be  exceed* 
ingly  difficult  to  elect;  it  will  be  an 
enormous  amount  of  machinery  for  domg 
very  little ;  and  you  will  naver  get  the 
people  to  attend  it.  It  is  most  danger- 
ous to  introduce  the  elective  princifde 
into  presentations.  But,  besicws  theis 
objeetions,  there  are  two  wlubh  are 
much  more  serious.  One  of  Ihe  maia 
duties  of  this  Councii  will  be  to  hear 
grounds  for  refusing  presentation  to  a 
man  who  has  been  nominated  ;  and 
among  the  gpx>unds  that  will  be  gives 
will  be  such  things  as  mental  inoapaeity, 
debt,  and  some  moral  stain.  You  may 
call  the  inquiry  what  you  lika^  but  it  will 
be  putting  that  man  on  his  trial;  it  will 
be  well  known  he  is  on  his  trial,  that  bis 
character  in  these  respects  is  being  oaa^ 
vassed  by  this  body,  and  the  dediaton  at 
which  they  arrive  wiU  ding  to  him 
through  life.  If  his  moral  character  be 
stamped  as  bad,  if  his  mental  qualitiet 
are  declared  to  be  ineffioieiit,  even  if  it  ii 
stated  that  he  is  heavily  hunUned.  w!k 
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The  rifcht  r^r.  Prelate  wlio  spoke  wifli 
so  much  eloquence  admitted  that  the  use 
of  the  elective  Oouncil  was  prinoipallj 
for  the  purpose  of  screening  the  respon-* 
sibility  of  the  Bishops.  They  can  only 
gain  by  assuming  their  proper  duty,  and 
I  cannot  conceive  why  they  should 
shrink  from  doing  it.  That  they  should 
shrink  from  expense  I  entirely  under- 
stand. I  earnestly  hope  that  something 
in  that  direction  will  be  done.  I  oannot 
understand  why  they  should  not  step 
forward  and  assume  their  proper  reeponsi- 
bility  in  this  matter.  Their  power  is  suf* 
floient.  They  have  the  right,  if  any  men 
haTe,  to  exeroise  their  office  upon  their 
own  responsibility  in  behalf  of  the  cmly 
authority  to  whom  they  are  really  re»- 
sponsible ;  and  considenng  how  they  are 
protected  by  the  law — ^how  little  of  any 
pabtio  criticism  can  reach  them — I  never 
could  understand  why  so  much  effiut 
should  be  made  to  cover  them  by  special 
securities,  or  to  spare  them  from  the 
duty  of  exercising  their  powers  on  their 
own  responsibility.  Of  course  I  do  not 
wish  to  press  unduly  the  idea  of  giving 
to  themthis  exclusive  power  if  it  should 
notmeet  with  the  views  of  others;  but  I 
do  earnestly  hope  tliAt  the  duty  will  not 
be  removed  fimn  them,  and  that  their 
responsibility  will  not  be  effiaeed  by  fur- 
nishing them  with  an  elective  Oounoil 
which  will  either  be  a  nonentity  or,  if  it 
acts  at  dl,  will  entirely  supersede  their 
power  and  take  it  out  of  their  hands. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that  the  Oouncil 
will  only  advise  just  as  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Oouncil  only 
advised ;  but  in  due  coinse  of  time  that 
advice  will  become  peremptory,  and  if 
the  spirit  of  the  Bishops  is  not  equal  to 
asserting  their  own  responsibility  now 
when  they  have  nothing  but  public 
opinion  to  deal  with,  what  chance  is 
there  of  their  asserting  it  against  an 
organized  elective  Ooimcil  ?  I  fear  the 
effacement  of  the  episcc^l  office  will  be 
the  necessary  result  of  this  introduction 
of  the  elective  principle.  There  is  only 
one  otiier  remark  which  I  wish  to  make 
before  I  sit  down.  This  anxiety  about 
first  appointments  to  the  Ohuroh  is  open 
to  the  criticism  that  it  does  not  touch 
the  real  danger  and  remove  the  principal 
evil.  Undoubtedly  we  do  suffer,  not  I 
believe  to  any  great  extent,  not  so  much 
as  we  did  in  past  times ;  or  as  they  suffer 
in  many  other  religious  bodies.  Still 
we  do  know  that  there  is   a  certain 


debt;  by  the  verdict  of  this  Oounoil,  not 
(mtj  will  he  lose  that  presentation,  but 
he  will  have  Httie  chance  of  any  other, 
snd  any  hope  of  promotion,  <xt  prefer- 
ment, or  distinction  in  the  profession  will 
be  closed  to  him  for  ever.  It  is,  there* 
fore,  a  very  grave  duty — the  duty  of 
trying  a  man — that  this  Oouncil  will 
have  to  discharge.  And  who  are  they  P 
They  are  men  elected  by  the  ratepayers. 
In  what  other  of  your  institutions  do 
yoQ  have  elected  Judges  to  try  men? 
We  have  had  to  change  many  things 
snd  alter  many  things  in  accordance 
vith  theovieB  of  an  advanced  diiaraoter ; 
hut  we  have  hitherto  contrived  to  main- 
tain the  nominated  character  of  our 
Jadges.  We  have  kept  our  elective 
minaiple  at  bay  in  respeet  of  the 
Jndges,  «nd  I  eamestiy  trust  we  shall 
oeatiBae  to  do  so.  The  elective  prin- 
etpW  has  succeeded  well  in  other 
matters;  but  I  believe  that,  appHed  to 
Judges,  it  has  terribly  failed;  and  it 
has  certainly  been  always  eamestiy  re- 
pudiated, both  by  traditions  and  by  the 
sound  sense  of  thepeople  of  this  country. 
I  should  be  v^ry  sorry  to  select  the 
machinety  of  the  Church  for  the  first 
oceasion  of  mtroducing  a  principle  so 
dangerous ;  and  I  think  it  would  be  hard 
that  you  should  apply  it,  not  to  the 
dases  of  men  who  are  culprits,  not  in 
the  case  of  men  aooosed  of  any  crime, 
but  in  the  case  of  men  who  were 
niMely  put  upon  their  trial  because 
they  had  aspired  to  be  permitted  ^to 
serv^  their  God  and  their  country  as 
spiritual  pastors  of  eongregations.  £1 
feel  that  this  is  a  deep  objection  to 
this  principle  of  elective  Councils. 
But  I  have  another  objection.  The  Bill 
tskes  away  ^m  Bishops  their  proper 
foBctions.  Bishops  can  refnse  institution 
if  a  man  is  unfit  to  hold  the  living  to 
which  he  is  presented.  If  the  law  does 
not  give  them  suffident  support  in  that, 
aher  the  law.  I  speak  fbr  myself;  I  do 
not  speak  for  anybody  else.  As  a 
patron  I  should  not  be  in  the  least 
afraid  of  entarusting  a  Bishop  with  the 
power  of  rejecting  all  candidates  for  in- 
Btitirtion,  on  the  grounds  stated  in  this 
BiU,  witii  an  appeal,  of  course,  to  the 
Arehbishop.  I  believe  they  might  be 
safely  encrusted  with  that  power.  Whe- 
ther you  agree  with  that  view  or  not,  who- 
Ihop  you  ©are  to  provide  other  securities 
or  guards,  at  aU  events  let  the  principle 
of  episcopal  responsibility  romam  intact 
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number  of  clergymen  who  are  wholly 
unfitted  for  the  duties  which  they  have 
to  perform,  but  whom  we  have  no 
power  to  remove,  and  who,  if  we  leave 
them  in  their  positions,  must  go  on 
disgracing  their  pastoral  office  and 
misusing  the  powers  given  them.  This 
Bill  does  not  touch  that  evil.  Lord 
Pahnerstott  once  said  that  all  children 
were  bom  good.  I  will  not  run  the 
risk  of  imitating  his  observation;  but 
to  a  certain  extent  it  is  true  of  clergy- 
men, that  when  l^ey  are  first  appointed 
they  are  good.  When  they  first  begin 
very  little  is  known  of  the  seeds  of  evil 
wiilunthem.  The  tendeney  to  get  into 
debt,  the  laeinees,  sometimes  even  drunk* 
enness,  which  mark,  not,  mind  you,  a 
laige  number,  but,  I  may  say,  a  very 
small  number  proportionately  of  the 
dergy,  have  not  been,  I  think,  if  your 
Lordships  will  consult  your  ^wn  ezperi-* 
ence  and  local  knowledge,  diatinguieh- 
able  when  these  men  first  came  into  their 
livings.  They  are  developed  later  under 
the  temptation  of  independence,  and 
under  the  wear  of  that  monotony  of  lile 
of  which  the  noble  Lord  spoke ;  and  it 
ie  that  evil  which,  developing  later, 
forms  the  blot  and  danger  of  the  Ofaureh* 
You  will  not  remove  that  evil  by  the 
care  you  are  taking  with  regard  to  first 
appointments.  The  real  evil  lies  much 
deeper,  and  it  will  tax  all  your  legisla- 
tive skill  much  more  severdy,  and  it  is 
a  much  more  arduous  tadc  to  undertake ; 
but  until  we  have  provided  some  means 
by  which  the  rulers  of  the  Church  can 
get  rid  of  clergymen  who  are,  either 
^m  moral  or  physical  reasons,  no  longer 
fitted  to  minister  to  their  fiocks,  we  have 
not  dealt  with  the  greatest  evil  which 
afflicts  the  Ohuroh.     . 

Earl  FOBTBSOUE  said,  he  agreed 
with  what  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
and  the  noble  Marquess  had  said,  so  he 
need  hardly  detain  their  Lordships  at 
all.  There  were  excellent  provisions  in 
the  Bill^l)  the  suppression  of  the  sale 
of  livings  by  auction  ;  (2)  the  appeal  to 
the  Ardibishop,  which  he  was  glad  to 
find  conceded  hereby  the  rigM  rev. 
Bench,  though  they  had,  unfortunately, 
succeeded  in  resisting  it ;  (3)  the  notice 
to  tiie  parishioners  of  the  intended  ap- 

S ointment;  (4)  the  protection  of  the 
ishops  in  the  disehai^e  of  their  duty, 
by  sending  communications  on  the  sub> 
ject  to  them  as  to  the  patron — privileged 
communications.     The  right  rev.  Prelate 
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who  spoke  first  talked  oi  giying  thA 
parishioners  a  voice  in  the  appointment 
of  their  clergymen;  he  hoped  the  Bill 
would  continue  oonfined*  aa  it  was  n^w, 
to  certain  specified objectionewhioh  alone 
they  were  entitled  to  make.  The  Bishop 
also  dwelt  on  the  intense  inte^^  that  was 
felt  by  parishioners  in  the  .eppointomt 
of  the  man  upon  whose  eaSoient  4k- 
charge  of  whose  sacred  dutiee  mid  W9j 
of  performing  the  services  so  much  ^ 
the  comfort  and  well-being  of  the  paiiah 
depended.  He  (Earl  Forteaoue)  dmbted 
whether,  except  on  the  oecaaion  of  some 
political  excitement,  so  much  interest 
was  felt  in  the  generaUty  o£  parishes. 
He  had  been  a  patron  of  livings  new 
more  than  a  quarter  of  a  century;  aad 
in  the  course  of  that  time-r-he  would 
specify  nether  place  nor  date:— he  had 
received  a  numerously-signed  memorial 
from  the  churchwarden  and  many  od&ei 
parishioners^  praying  him  to  preaent  to 
the  living  a  clergyman  who  for  three  or 
four  months  had  done  duty  ther^  dunng 
the  incumbent's  lasit  illness.  He  (San 
Portescue)  had  ascertained  that  the  me- 
monalista  had  signed  wxthoi;^  having 
taken  the  trouble  to  inquire  into  thecba* 
raoter  of  the  clergyman,  who  came  from 
the  next  county. ,  He  turned  out.. as  it 
happened,  to  be  respectable,  and  had  cer> 
tificates  from  two  respectable  dergjmen. 
But,  as  he  wrote  the  memorialists  this,  no 
thanks  to  them  for  all  diey  knew;  he 
might  have  been  utterly  diareputableand 
deeply  in  debt,  though  not  having  incur- 
red any  public  censure.  He  did  not  pro* 
sent  him,  having  selected  another  clergy- 
man. But  what  a  lesson  did  this  afibrd 
of  the  carelessness  of  parishioners  in 
recommending  clergymen.  Again,  one 
of  the  recollections  of  his  youth  was 
hearing  of  a  contest  for  a  living,  while 
the  parishioners  at  large  were  the 
patrons;  and  of  the  scenes  of  drunken- 
ness witnessed  there  for  days--^e  two 
candidates  having  opened  every  public- 
house  and  beershop.  Then,  as  to  Orown 
— that  is,  Ministerial — patronage;  that 
was  decidedly  the  worst.  Ministen 
chared  with  the  affairs  of  the  British 
Empire  could  not,  and  ought  not,  to 
afford  much  time  and  labour  upon  the 
selection  of  clergymen  for  livings.  Ifor 
had  the  patronage  of  the  Bishops  been 
always  well  exercised,  ne  JEiMmpk 
Review,  years  ago>  g&ve  an  aeoount,  un- 
fair and  exaggerate  indeed,  but  in  the 
main  well-founded|  of  the  nepotism  and 
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ir^Bgiotis  and  political  partizansbip  of 
Binhop  Pbillpotts  in  the  bestotral  of  bis 
patronage.  The  Chapters  and  OoUegee 
generally  exercised  them  less  well  than 
the  Bishops  did.  On  the  whole,  he  be- 
Hered  it  was  acknowledged  that  the 
private  patrons,  with  some  exceptions, 
dzereisea  their  patronage  best  of  all. 
And,  remembering  how  tittle  chance  any 
earnest  clergyman  of  v^hat  would  now 
be  called  either  Bitnalistic  or  Evan- 
edieal  opinions  a  centnry  ago  would 
nave  had  of  getting  a  living,  or  keeping 
a  curacy,  over  the  Bishops  had  absolute 
power,  if  it  had  not  been  for  j^vate 
patronage  —  he  was  jealous  of  the 
dimintttion  of  private  patronage  in  the 
Church,  as  that  kind  of  patronage  se- 
cured some  variety  and  some  fairness  of 
Ceding  towacrds  men  of  dififorent  schools 
of  thought.  It  was  of  great  importance 
to  the  CSiurch  of  England  that  there 
tfhouAd  be  a  certain  amount  of  m6e* 
pendent  patronage  clear  of  the  prevail* 
ing  pattern— or  rather  tone— of  religious 
ieeltng^;  and  he  more  than  doubted  the 
wisdom  of  the  tendency  of  this  Bill 
to  increaee  the  amount  of  patronage  in 
the  haada  of  what  were  called  public 
natrons,  and  to  diminish  that  in  the 
nands  of  private  patrons. 

On  Question,  "That  (*'now^')  stand 
part  of  the  Motion  ?  " 

Ee99h$4  in  the  i^irmaime. 

Bin  read  2*  accordinglv,  and  eom- 
mitUd  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Tueiday  the  \^th  iruUni. 

Hoitse  «4Jo«nMd  at  a  qoatter  past 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

qnarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Tkufsday^  Zrd  Mareh,  ISW. 


MNTJTESO  —  Sblbct  Committbb  —  London 
Gorporstion   (Charges  of  MalveTsation),  tp' 

f^vrhJj—c&tttidired  in  (7oirtmi«##— Civil  Sbk- 

VICB9  (SUPSLBMBNTAET  EsTIMATBe,   1886-7)  ; 

Olam  III.— Law   and  Justicb,  Vote   30; 

Clau  IV.— Education,  Scibncb,  and  Akt, 

Vote  % 
Pbivms  Biu.  (by  Orthr)'^JS$eoHd  Seadim^  — 

WeTOMmth  ana  Maloombe  B^gia  Corpora- 

tioxL 
Public  Bill  —  Ordered  —  Firet  JUadina  — 

Intertatei' Eatates  •  [187]. 


PEIVATB  BUSINESS. 


WEYMOUTH  AND   MELCOMBB    REGIS 

CORPORATION  BILL  (*y  Order), 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— {^>  Ckarlst  Forster.) 

Ds.  TANNfiB  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  Yee* 
terday,  whem  this  Bill  was  broug^ 
forward  for  second  reading,  I  felt  it 
mj  duty  to  oppose  it,  beoause,  on  read* 
ing  varioin  proTisiona  contained  ia^  it,  I 
fooftd  that  they  were  of  a  somewlMit  ez* 
traordinary  character.  The  size  of  the 
Bill  itself  is  bulky  |  it  contains  a  great 
number  of  pages-^no  less  than  100 ;  aad 
the  clauses,  which  are  very  nsmerons, 
comprise  many  unreasonable  pro? iaionsw 
I  know  that  it  is  unusual  for  an  hoo. 
Member  to  oppose  a  Bill  which  has  been 
brought  forward  by  a  Municipality  with 
which  he  has  no  connection;  but  still, 
when  we  look  into  this  Bill,  and  see  the 
large  amount  of  money  asked  for  by 
this  Municipality  in  oraer  to  carry  out 
oertain  works ;  I  think  it  is  incumbent 
upon  us,  before  we  pass  it,  to  examine 
the  accounts  of  the  Corporation,  and  see 
whether  the  measure  is  one  which  ought 
to  be  passed  by  this  House.  No  doubt, 
this  measure  contains  a  greait  many 
good  provisions ;  and,  probably,  if  the 
bad  ones  were  diminated,  the  Bill 
would  be  of  great  ben^t  to  the  Munioi* 
pality.    The  ol^ect  of  the  Bill  is — 

"  To  enable  the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Bur- 
g^eMea  of  the  Borough  of  Weymouth  and  Mel- 
combe  Regis  to  make  a  new  Pier  and  new 
Streets  and  Street  Improvements,  to  pnrohasa 
the  Undertakings  of  the  Weymouth  Consumers 
Gas  Company  and  the  Company  of  Proprietors 
of  the  Weymouth  Water  Works,  and  to  make 
further  provision  for  the  Improvement  and 
good  €K>veniment  of  the  Borough  ;  and  for 
other  pmpoaes,'* 

Now,  with  respect  to  new  streets  and 
street  improvements,  I  have  nothing 
whatever  to  say ;  but  when  I  come  to 
those  provisions  of  the  Bill  which  deal 
with  the  purchase  of  the  Water  Works 
and  Gas  Works,  and  propose  to  hand 
over  those  undertakings  on  payment  of 
a  certain  sum  of  money  to  the  Corpora- 
tion, I  think  the  position  of  this  Munici- 
pality requires  a  little  investigation. 
Now,  Sir,  the  town  of  Weymouth,  ac- 
cording to   the   Betums   of  the   last 
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Census,  has  a  poptdatioii  of  13,715,  and 
the  area  of  the  parish  itself  is  52 
acres,  although  that  of  Meloombe  Regis, 
which  is  oombined  with  it,  is  1,548.  The 
poor  rates  levied  in  the  town  amounted, 
in  188d,  to  £15,758;  but  in  1884— and 
this  is  the  last  year  for  which  I  hare 
been  able  to  obtain  a  Return — they 
amounted  to  £15,018,  showing  a  con- 
siderable falling  off.  Then,  according 
to  these  statistics,  I  think  it  is  only 
reasonable  that  we  should  go  into  some 
of  the  details,  and  asowtatn  what 
amount  of  money  the  Corporation  of 
Weymoutii  have  already  borrowed,  and 
the  amount  which  they  now  propose  to 
biMrrow.  I  find,  in  the  first  place,  that 
they  have  borrowed  a  sum  of  £15,000 
ioit  repairing,  improving,  and  maintain* 
ing  the  harbour  of  Weymouth  and  Mel* 
combe  Regis,  and  also  £20,000  for  re* 
pairing,  improving,  or  rebuilding  the 
outer  pier  or  breakwater  of  that  har- 
bour. They  do  not  say  that  that  money 
has  been  repaid.  It  appears  to  have 
been  borrowed,  and  a  great  portion  of 
it  remains,  at  the  present  moment,  un- 
paid. By  an  Act  passed  in  1854,  the 
Corporation  were  authorized  to  construct 
a  pier  known  as  the  Pile  Pier,  and  for 
the  use  of  such  pier  to  levy  tolls  and 
rates,  on  the  security  of  which  they 
borrowed  £12,000.  In  1859,  under  an 
Actoalled  the  Weymouth  and  Melcombe 
Regis  Markets  and  Pier  Amendment 
Act,  the  Corporation  were  further 
authorized  to  borrow,  on  the  security 
of  the  pier  tolls  and  rates,  a  further 
sum  of  £5,000.  Subsequently  they 
borrowed,  on  the  security  of  the  market 
tolls,  a  further  sum  of  £10,000.  In  1859 
they  were  authorized  to  borrow,  on  the 
«eeurity  of  the  market  tolls,  the  sum  of 
£1,500  ;  and  I  find  that  they  have  been 
littthorized  to  borrow  additional  sums 
on  the  security  of  the  market  tolls.  They 
now  owe  the  sum  of  £10,000  borrowed 
on  that  security  for  the  purposes  of  the 
harbour,  and  on  the  security  of  the 
harbour  tolls  the  sum  of  £21,000,  of 
which  £19,925  is  stiU  owing,  making  a 
total  sum  of  £41,925.  The  Corporation 
then  appear,  with  ^e  consent  of  the 
liOTds  Commisdoners  of  Her  Majesty's 
Treasury,  to  have  borrowed,  upon  the 
security  of  their  Corporate  estates,  for 
various  purposes,  a  sum  of  £7,000,  of 
which  sum  £5,031  is  still  owing.  In 
1879,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Wey- 
.mouth  and  Melcombe  Regis  Bridge  Aot, 

B^.  Tanner 


the  Corporation  built  a  bridge,  and  l» 
that  purpose  they  borrowed,  on  the  se- 
curity of  the  bridge  tolls,  and  as  a  ooUate- 
ralsecuritythe  boroughfundandboroo^ 
rate,  the  sum  of  £6,000,  of  which  £4,600 
is  still  owing.  The  actual  debt  of  the 
Corporation  at  this  moment  is  £57,556. 
Now,  when  I  inquire  into  the  poaitioii 
of  the  town  and  harbour  of  Weyraoutht 
I  find  that  it  is  an  old  yachting  station ; 
but  that  so  far  as  commercial  purposes 
are  concerned  it  does  not  appear  to  haye 
improved  very  much  since  the  time  of 
George  III.,  who  brought  itintofa^oa 
from  going  there  personally  in  order  to 
enjoy  the  cliniate  and  the  good  sea- 
bathing to  be  found  there.  I  am  teU 
that  it  is  sUll  resorted  to  as  iEt  sea« 
bathing  place,  and  I  do  not  object  to 
any  expenditure  which  may  be  inearred 
in  street  improvements,  and  for  im- 
proving the  esplanade  which  is  abso* 
lately  essential  to  any  locality  resorted 
to  for  bathing  purposes.  But  what  is  it 
that  the  Corporation  of  Weymouth  pro- 
pose to  do  by  this  Bill  ?  ti^ey  propose^ 
now,  to  borrow  £40,000  for  the  harbour, 
£30,000  for  the  new  pier,  £41,300  f(» 
the  pile  pier,  £1 1 ,000  for  street-impTove- 
ments,  £10,000  for  the  markets,  and 
£6,700  for  general  purposes,  jaJthougli 
what  for  they  do  not  state — making  a 
total  for  the  new  loan  they  now  require 
of  nearly  £139,000.  Well,  Sir,  there 
was  a  point  yesterday  which  I  had  in- 
tended to  bring  before  the  Rouse,  bnt 
to-day  I  will  merely  advert  to  it,  because 
I  find,  on  investigatioQ,  that  I  happen  to 
be  wrong  in  my  aurmiso.  I  have  beea 
under  the  impression  that  the  ratepayeff 
of  the  town  had  not  been  convened  to- 
gether in  public  meeting  in  order  te 
give  their  aasent  to  th*  Bill  for  whick 
this  application  was  to  be  made  to  Par- 
liament. I  find  that  I  wma  wiong  ia 
that  matter,  and  therefore  I  will  not 
refer  to  it  further.  In  looking' througk 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  I  find  a  daiise, 
on  page  12,  entitled  *'  Committees  of 
Council."  I  altogether  object  to  this 
clause,  and  should  necessity  arise,  I  wiO 
take  a  Division  upon  it,  because  I  r^sfd 
it  as  an  extremely  improper  clause.  The 
clause  provides  that — 

''For  the  purpose  of  carrytfig  into  effiaet  tlte 
prorimonfl  of  this  Act  the  Oooncil  mtej  from 
time  to  time  appoint  committees  iof  their  JOm?' 
hers  and  may  define  the  duties  of  each  sack 
committee  and  may  delegate  to  each  soidi 
committee  such  of  the  powers  and  duties  of  Ae 
Corporation  whether  ae  a  Municipal  Body  or  M 
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holders  of  the  Water  and  GhuiOompanj, 
hecause  I  look  upon  one  as  praolacally 
including  the  other,  although  the  Gas 
Works  appear  to  have  been  doing  verj 
much  better  than  the  Water  Works.  11 
some  of  these  gentlemen  should  happen 
to  hold  a  position  in  both  of  these 
Boards  as  Directors  or  shareholders, 
thej  may  be  able  to  perpetrate  a  job 
and  may  endeavour  to  recoup  themselyea 
in  a  large  sum  of  money  by  the  sale  of 
undertakings  which  are  not  worth  one- 
half  of  the  amount  they  are  going  to  re* 
oeive.  I  shall  certainly  require  a  full 
explanation  upon  these  points;  and  I 
think  that,  in  the  first  place,  ^e  sum 
agreed  upon  as  the  purchase  money 
should  be  specified,  and  whether  any 
members  of  the  Corporation  now  occupy 
a  position  on  the  Board  of  Directors,  or 
as  shareholders,  in  either  of  these  Com- 
panies.   Clause  46  provides  that — 


the  Urban  Staitary  Authority  or  otherwise  as 
the  CoaacU  think  fit  and  the  acts  aild  proceed- 
ings of  every  luch  committee  within  the  limits 
of  their  delegation  shall  be  deemed  the  acts  and 
piooeei&igs  of  the  Council  and  the  qnonun  of 
way  sach  oommittee  shall  be  five  unless  the 
Council  otherwise  direct  and  the  Council  may 
from  time  to  time  make  sach  regulations  as  they 
may  think  fit  with  respect  to  the  ooufirmation 
of  the  proceedings  of  a  committee  or  otherwise 
sad  lor  the  guidance  of  a  committee  and  the 
Coonoil  may  from  time  to  time  remove  any 
member  of  a  committee  and  appoint  in  his  stead 
another  member  of  the  Council.'* 

Now,  Sir,  this  delegation  of  powers  from 
one  body  to  another  is  distinctly  wrong, 
and  yesterday,  when  I  had  the  oppor- 
tuniw  of  meeting  the  very  learned 
(>sntleman  who  acts  as  your  counsel, 
Sir,  I  was  glad  to  find  that  this  point 
had  received  favourable  consideration  at 
the  hands  of  some  of  the  Gentlemen  who 
are  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  and  which 
gave  me  reason  to  hope  that  this  clause 
would  either  be  materially  modified  or 
altogether  withdrawn.  1  will  pass  on 
now  to  the  provision  in  regard  to  the 
purchase  of  the  Water  Works.  What  is 
it  that  they  propose  to  do  ?  They  say 
thatr-- 

«*The  Water  Company  with  the  consent  of 
three-fifths  of  the  votea  of  the  Bhareholders  of 
that  Company  present  personally  or  by  proxy 
at  any  meeting  of  that  Company  specially 
convened  for  the  purpose  may  sell  to  the 
Oorporation  and  the  Corporation  may  purchase 
the  Water  Undertaking  (inolnding  in  that 
expression  the  undertaking  real  and  personal 
{ffoperty  choses  in  action  easements  rights 
powers  and  privileges  of  the  Water  Company) 
for  such  consideration  and  on  and  subject  to 
BQoh  terms  and  conditions  as  may  be  agreed  on 
hetween  the  Water  Oompsn  j  and  the  Cocpora- 
tioo.'' 

Now  I  strongly  object  to  this  clause,  be* 
cause  I  think  that  if  the  Corporation 
intend  to  purchase  the  undertakings  of 
this  Water  Company  with  money  which 
is  to  be  bonrowed,  the  sum  should  be 
specified  and  the  number  of  years  named 
over  which  it  is^  to  be  spread,  in  order 
that  we  may  know  whether  the  Corpora- 
tion are  really  making  a  bargain,  or  are 
simply  purchasing  a  white  elephant. 
When  I  look  iuto  the  past  history  of 
this  Water  Company  I  do  not  find  that 
it  appears  to  have  been  a  very  successful 
undertaking,  and  therefore  I  think  it 
is  absolutely  essential  that  the  amount 
of  the  purchase  money  should  be  speci- 
fisd  ia  the  Bill.  There  is  yet  another 
point.  How  are  we  to  know  that  some 
of  the  members  of  the  Weymouth  Cor- 
poration may  not  be  Directc^s  or  sbare- 


**  From  and  after  the  transfer  and  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  Act  all  the  rights  powers 
privileges  and  authorities  of  the  Water  Com- 
pany under  the  Waters  Acts  and  under  any 
enactment  for  the  protection  of  the  Water  Com- 
pany or  the  Water  Undertaking  including  the 
right  to  levy  demand  receive  and  recover  any 
rates  rents  and  charges  which  the  Water  Com- 
pany may  demand  receive  or  take  shall  be  by 
virtue  of  this  Act  transferred  to  and  vested  in 
the  Corporation  and  those  Acts  and  enactments 
shall  be  read  and  have  effect  as  if  the  Corpora- 
tion had  been  therein  named  instead  of  the 
Water  Company  subject  nevertheless  and  ac- 
cording to  the  provisions  of  this  Act  and 
to  the  following  exceptions  and  provisions 
(namely) : — 

(1)  The  provisions  of  *  The  Companies  Clauses 

Consolidation  Act  1846 '  incorporated 
with  the  Water  Acts  shall  not  apply  to 
the  Corporation : 

(2)  None  of  the  provisions  of  the  Water  Acts 

in  any  manner  relating  to  tiie  share  or 
loan  capital  of  the  Water  Company  or  to 
any  limitation  of  the  amount  of  profit  to 
be  received  by  them  or  to  the  constitution 
meetings  by  direction  of  the  Water  Com- 
pany shall  apply  to  the  Corporation.*' 

Now,  this  clause  does  not  specifically 
state  what  the  Corporation  may  charge 
for  the  water.  If  the  Water  Company 
in  the  past  has  not  been  successful,  the 
Corporation,  in  order  to  make  the  un- 
dertaking pay,  ought  to  be  entitled  to 
charge  more  than  the  amount  charged 
in  the  past,  and  it  is,  therefore,  im- 
portant that  we  should  have  some  ex- 
planations on  these  points.  I  pass  from 
the  Water  Works  to  the  sanitary  por- 
tion of  the  Bill.  Clause  64  relates  to 
notice  to  be  given  to  the  Corporation  of 
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persons  suffering  from  infectious  diseases. 
Before  I  go  into  this  subject,  I  may  tell 
the  House  that  upon  various  points 
under  this  head  of  infectious  diseases 
there  appears  to  be  a  considerable 
amount  of  divergence  of  opinion  among 
the  people  of  Weymouth  themselves 
and  the  medical  officers  of  that  town. 
I  find,  in  the  first  place,  a  provision 
that— 

"  If  any  sach  inmate  be  suffering  from  any 
infections  disease  the  occnpier  or  the  person 
having  the  charge  management  or  control  of 
such  building  (or  if  such  occupier  or  person  be 
prevented  by  reason  of  such  disease  then  the 
person  in  charge  of  such  inmate)  shall  so  soon 
as  he  shall  become  aware  of  the  existence  in  any 
such  inmate  of  any  such  disease  forthwith  g^ve 
notice  tiiereof  to  ilie  Medical  Officer  of  H^th 
at  his  office." 

I  do  not  object  to  that,  but  in  sub-head  2 
there  is  a  provision  which  I  cannot 
help  regarding  as  curious,  at  any  rate. 
The  sub-head  says — 

'*If  such  inmate  be  not  a  member  of  the 
family  of  such  occupier  or  person  the  head  of 
the  family  (resident  in  such  building)  to  which 
such  inmate  belongs  or  if  there  be  no  such  head 
or  if  such  head  be  prevented  by  illness  then 
such  inmate  (unless  prevented  by  reason  of  such 
disease  or  of  youth;  shall  on  becoming  aware  of 
the  existence  in  such  inmate  or  in  his  own  per- 
son as  the  case  may  be  of  such  disease  forthwith 
give  notice  thereof  to  such  occupier  or  per- 
son." 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  go  through  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill  in  this  manner. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  bow  to  your  de- 
cision, Sir,  and  I  will  merely  draw  at- 
tention, if  you  will  permit  tne  to  do  so, 
to  this  one  clause  relating  to  infectious 
diseases.  The  sub-head  speaks  of  the 
occupier  becoming  aware  of  the  exist- 
ence in  an  inmate  of  the  Home,  or  in 
his  own  person,  of  an  infectious  disease. 
Now,  if  he  becomes  aware  of  the  exist- 
ence of  small-pox  or  cholera  in  his  own 
person,  how  can  he  possibly  give  notice 
of  the  existence  of  the  infectious  disease  ? 
The  medical  officer,  on  becoming  aware 
that  any  person  is  suffering  from  an  in- 
fectious disease,  is  required  forthwith  to 
give  notice ;  but  I  do  not  see  how  it  is 
important  to  require  the  person  infected 
to  give  that  notice  himself.  Finally,  let 
me  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  one 
provision  in  this  Bill  which  strikes  me 
as  being  of  the  most  vital  character. 
Clause  176  provides  that— 

"  A  Judge  of  any  Court  or  a  Justice  shall  not 
be  disqualiHed  from  acting  {n  the  execution  of 

Dr.  Tanner 


this  Act  bv  reason  of  his  being  liable  to  aaj 
rate  or  othl^  charge  thereunder  or  by  reason  of 
his  being  a  memb^  of  the  Council.'* 

That  means  that  if  the  Judge  or  Jnstioe 
happens  to  be  in  any  way  included  in 
this  Gas  Company  or  Corporation  he 
will  not  be  disqualified  from  pronouncing 
an  opinion  on  any  of  the  points  whi(£ 
may  afterwards  crop  up.  I  am  glad  to 
see,  however,  that  there  is  a  provisioa 
in  the  Bill  which  is  underlined — namely, 
Clause  55,  that  matters  in  difference  be- 
tween the  Water  Company  and  the  Cor- 
poration are  to  be  determined  by  arbi- 
tration. 

Colonel  HAMBRO  (Doreet,  8.):  I 
cannot  but  think  the  hon.  Member  has 
taken  a  very  unusual  course  in  oppos- 
ing the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
which,  as  the  House  must  be  aware, 
is  a  Bill  of  an  entirely  private  cha- 
racter. He  has  informed  us  that  he 
knows  nothing  of  the  locality  in  regard 
to  which  the  Bill  is  promoted.  Indeed, 
he  informed  me  himself  that  he  had 
never  the  pleasure  of  being  nearer  to 
Weymouth  than  somewhere  off  the 
Bill  of  Portland.  His  opposition  of  the 
Bill,  therefore,  cannot  have  arisen  from 
any  desire  to  benefit  the  ratepayers  of 
Weymouth,  and  I  rather  imag^e  his 
real  object  has  been  to  stave  off  the  die- 
cussion  which  the  House  desires  to  ent^ 
upon  at  a  later  period  of  the  evening. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  is  not  entitled  to  attri- 
bute motives  of  that  kind  to  the  hon. 
Member. 

Colonel  HAMBBO  :  I  am  sorry  tiiai 
I  made  the  remark,  and  I  withdraw  it 
at  once.  This  Bill,  which  has  been  in- 
troduced by  the  Corporation  of  Wey- 
mouth, is  one  similar  in  character  to 
those  which  are  constantly  being  pro- 
jected by  Municipid  Corporations.  It  is 
purely  of  a  local  character,  and  its  ob- 
jects have  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. Perhaps  he  will  allow  me  to  sup- 
plement his  statement  by  remarking  that 
the  Bill  also  seeks  to  oonsolidate  die 
Harbour  Trust  and  the  Harbour  Pier 
Trust ;  to  consolidate  the  Corporation  and 
their  Market  Trust ;  to  provide  for  the 
purchase  of  the  existing  Gas  and  Water 
Works ;  to  make  various  street  impress- 
ments ;  to  provide  for  the  ereetion  of  a 
new  pier  and  the  improvemement  of  the 
existing  pile  pier ;  to  carry  out  certain 
improvements  on  the  esplanade  parb; 
to  borrow  money  for  improvements;  to 
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make  bye-laws  and  purohase  lands ;  and 
to  exercise  various  powers  in  regard  to 
infeotiouef  diseases,  besides  granting  a 
municipal  stock,  by  means  of  which 
money  may  be  borrowed  at  a  cheaper 
rate  than  under  present  circumstances. 
If  this  Bill  had  received  the  slightest 
opposition  from  the  ratepayers  of  Wey- 
moath,  I  might  have  had  something  to 
say  about  it  myself,  and  I  should  cer- 
tainly not  have  been  heard  here  to  sup- 
port the  second  reading.  But  the  mea- 
sure has  not  been  introduced  in  a  hurry. 
First  of  all,  it  was  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Town  Oouncil,  where  it  re- 
ceived the  approval  of  an  absolute  ma- 
joirity  of  the  Council.  After  that  the  re- 
solution of  the  ratepayers  was  taken  at 
a  publio  meeting,  and  a  motion  was 
passed  in  favour  of  it.  Not  content 
with  that  a  poll  of  the  town  was  taken, 
and  a  very  Isu-ge  majority  of  the  inhabi- 
tants declared  themselves  to  be  in 
favour  of  the  Bill.  The  Town  Coun- 
cil again  had  a  meeting  after  the 
Bill  had  been  deposited,  and  passed 
a  resolution  by  a  large  majority  ap- 
proving of  the  provisions  it  contains. 
Having  done  that,  the  Corporation  ob- 
tained the  consent  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  of  the  Treasury,  of  the 
War  Office,  of  the  Admiralty,  and  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill;  all  these  consents  being  panted 
subject  to  certain  modifications  in  vari- 
ous clauses  of  the  Bill.  This  Bill  is 
absolutely  necessary,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  ratepayers  of  Weymouth,  for  the 
improvement  of  the  harbour  and  town. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  has 
pointed  out  that  the  amount  of  money 
abready  borrowed  is  £57,956  ;  but  under 
the  Local  Government  Act  the  Corpora- 
tion is  allowed  to  borrow  up  to  two  years' 
rateable  value,  which  would  amount  to 
a  sum  of  £130,000.  I  have  no  desire 
to  detain  the  House  with  any  explana- 
tion of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill ;  but  I 
would  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork  that  Bills  of  this  description 
are  not  Bills  which  are  usually  discussed 
on  the  second  reading.  If  he  is  ac- 
quainted with  the  course  of  procedure 
on  measures  of  this  kind,  he  will  know 
that  aa  soon  as  the  Bill  has  been  read  a 
second  time  it  will  be  handed  over  to  a 
Committee  of  this  House,  by  whom  every 
ohuise  and  line  of  the  measure  will  be 
carefully  gone  through  and  examined 
with  the  assistance  of  the  Legal  Authori- 
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ties  of  the  House.  It  will  also  be  care- 
fully investigated  by  the  House  of  Lords, 
if  it  happens  to  be  referred  to  that 
House  hereafter.  I  can  only  hope  that 
the  hon.  Member,  when  he  becomes 
more  fully  acquainted  with  the  facts, 
will  not  insist  upon  opposing  the  Bill. 
I  may  add  that  the  Water  Works  to 
which  he  has  referred,  instead  of  being 
an  unmarketable  speculation,  is  most 
highly  remunerative.  I  hope,  under  all 
the  circumstances,  the  hon.  Member  will 
allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time. 
Mb.  BIGK3^AE  (Cavan,  W.) :  I  quite 
agree  with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down  that  the 
main  objects  of  this  Bill  are  of  an  ex- 
ceedingly laudable  nature ;  but,  at  the 
same  tmie,  I  am  afraid  there  are  certain 
provisions  in  the  measure  which  are  ob- 
jectionable, and  that  the  attention  of  the 
House  should  be  called  to  them,  especi- 
ally as  the  Bill  is  not  likely  to  be  op- 
posed upstairs,  and  the  provisions  of  it 
will,  consequently,  not  be  fully  gone  into 
by  a  Committee.  I  make  no  reference 
to  the  proposed  street  improvements,  or 
the  works  in  connection  with  the  har- 
bour and  the  pier.  I  assume  they  are 
of  a  desirable  character ;  but  I  think  that 
some  of  the  points  which  have  been 
raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  are  entitled  to 
consideration  from  the  officials  whose 
duty  it  will  be  to  watch  the  Bill  in  Com* 
mittee  and  to  strike  out  and  modify  any 
of  the  clauses  of  the  measure  which  may 
be  found  to  be  objectionable.  If  I  un- 
derstand the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
aright,  the  Corporation  is  authorized  to 
treat  with  the  Directors  and  share- 
holders ofthe  Waterand  Gas  Companies; 
even  although  some  of  the  members 
of  the  Corporation  may  be  Directors  and 
shareholders  of  those  Companies  them- 
selves. I  maintain  that  that  is  a  provi- 
sion which  ought  to  be  struck  out  of 
the  Bill.  It  is  a  provision  which  is 
perfectly  indefensible.  If  negotiations 
are  going  on  with  regard  to  the  price 
at  which  these  undertakings  are  to  be 
purchased,  I  think  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  gentlemen  so  situated  to  resigpi 
their  position  in  the  Town  Council,  so  as 
to  allow  gentlemen  who  have  no  interest 
whatever  in  the  Ghus  and  Water  Com- 
panies to  make  an  arrangement  with 
the  Corporation.  I  also  think  it  would 
have  been  more  regular  if  the  Bill  had 
stated  the  basis  upon  which,  the  valna* 
tion  of  the  undertc^kings  of  these  two 
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trial,  ooimeted  ob  a  separate  ohargeof 
assault  committed  at  the  same  time  and 
place;  and,  if  the  above  circumstaneea 
are  correct,  whether  he  will  inquire  into 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  take 
steps  for  giving  some  redrew  to  tiiese 
five  innocent  men,  espedallj  the  lour 
who  were  acquitted  on  the  ground  of 
mistaken  identity  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.H.  A. 
Mjlodojxau})  (Edinburf^h  mad  8t.  Ai* 
drews  Universitiee) :  Tes,  Bit ;  mj  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  ^ese  oMes. 
The  statements  in  the  second,  diird,  and 
fourth  paragraphs  of  my  hon.  Friends 
Question  are  substantially  correct.  Upon 
the  evidence  laid  before  tliQ  Crown 
Counsel  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
the  men  referred  to  should  be  tried. 
There  are  no  public  funds  in  the  hands 
of  the  Lord  Advocate  out  of  which  any 
payment  towards  the  costs  of  an  aocnsd 
person  could  be  made :  and  as  I  can 
find  no  circumstances  indicating  anj- 
thing  improper  in  calling  upon  these 
men  to  stand  their  trial,  I  do  not  saa 
any  reason  to  ask  for  a  special  Tote  of 
money  in  their  case. 

LAW   AOT)    JUBTICT    (IRELAOT))-MB. 

JOHN  KEDINQTON,  SUB-SHERIFF  OP 

CO.  GALWAT. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
RushoUfi^e)  asked  the  Chief  Seoretair 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelana, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  following  incident  at  the  Con- 
naught  Winter  Assizes,  lield  at  SHgo,  at 
reported  in  The  Freeman's  Journal  2drd 
December  1886 : — 

*<Mr.  John  Redinfftcni,  Sab-Sheziff  d  the 
(bounty  of  Qalway,  deposed,  in  reply  to  Mr. 
Le  Poor  Trench,  Q.O.,  'I  have  been  Sab-Sheriff 
for  the  paat  thirteen  years.' 

•  •  •  •  »  • 

**  Will  you  swear  that  yon  were  at  Sannden* 
two  hours  before  sunset  ?~I  did  not  know  when 
the  sun  set.  I  did  not  know  tiiere  was  a  section 
in  the  Act  of  Barhament  regulating  erietioiis 
that  an  eviction  could  not  m  carried  oat  two 
hours  before  sunset. 

"  Have  you  frequently  directed  men  after  the 
legal  hour  ?— I  don't  know ;  " 

and,  what  steps  he  proposes  to  take 
in  view  of  the  ignorance  of  the  law  con- 
fessed by  this  officer  ? 

The  OHIBF  8E0RBTABY  (Sir 
Michael  Hioks-Bxach)  (Bristol,  W.}: 
Any  person  feeling  aggrieved  by  the 
action  of  the  Bu^Shenff  has  a  legftl 
remedv.  The  Oovemmettt  are  not  re- 
sponsible for  any  neglect  of  dvl^  oa  Wn 


Oompanies  has  been  made.  The  Bill 
gives  no  information  at  all  upon  that 
point.  The  prices  at  which  the  works 
may  be  purchased  may  be  double  what, 
according  to  the  ordinary  rules  of  valua* 
tion,  would  be  considered  fair  and 
reasonable.  Another  awkward  fact  is, 
that  in  the  provision  which  relates  to 
ratii^^  for  water  purposes,  if  the  maxi^ 
mum  of  rating jpover  be  reached  which 
the  present  Water  Oompany  enjoy, 
ihwe  is  no  power,  in  oase  of  a  defi- 
ciency, to  pay  such  deficiency  out  of  any 
other  reoeipts.  Therefore,  I  think  it  is 
possible  that  the  ratepayers  may  here- 
after  be  called  upon  to  pay  a  much  larger 
sum  than  they  ought  to  pay.  I  think 
my  hon.  Friend  was  justified  in  calling 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  defects 
of  the  Bill ;  and  I  hope  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means,  when  the  measure 
conies  into  Committee,  will  see  that  it  is 
in  a  proper  form  before  it  is  idlowed  to 

rss  this  House.  Having  said  so  much, 
think  my  hon.  Friend  would  do  well 
not  to  put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a 
Divnion.  He  has  done  his  duty  in  call- 
ing attention  to  l^e  subject ;  and  I  hope 
he  will  not  now  press  his  opposition 
forther. 
Question  put,  and  a^eed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted, 

QUESTIONS. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)  — 
TBIAL  OF  PETER  WHITE  AND 
OTHERS,  CHARGED  WITH  MOBBINa 
AND  RIOTING  AT  MOTHERWELL. 
Mb.  D.  CEAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.B.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  trials  at 
Hamilton  of  Peter  White,  Alexander 
Tenn^nt,  and  John  Clark  on  26th  Janu- 
ary last,  and  of  Timothy  Ward,  Andrew 
M'Ouskar,  and  James  Martin  on  27<Ji 
January,  all  steel  workers,  on  a  charge 
of  mobbing  and  rioting  at  MotherweU, 
On  4th  October;  whe&er,  in  the  fii^ 
trial,  the  jury,  after  a  very  short  delibe* 
ration,  found  the  three  prisoners  not 
guilty,  aod  in  the  second  trial  the  Fto* 
curator  Fiscal,  after  leading  evidence, 
withdrew  the  charge  against  all  the  tiiree 
prisoners;  whether  a  special  defeeoe  of 
alibi  was  pleaded  by  Tennent,  dark, 
M^Ouskar,  and  Maitin,  and  given  effect 
to  by  Ae  vwdiet  of  the  jury ;  whether 
Ward  was,  at  Ae  conclusion  of  the  other 
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pur^  If  tiie  ijgfnoi-aitee  of  thid  8ab« 
Sheriff  has  l!>eeii  to  the  injury  oi  any 
ether  person,  proceedings  can  be  taken 
against  him. 

WAYS  AND   MEANS-COMMISSIONERS 
0¥  INLAND  BEVENUE-RETUBN  OP 
INCOME     TAX  —  DIVIDEND     WAB- 
RANTS  OF  RAILWAY  COMPANIES. 
Mb.  HALSEY  (Hevts,  Watford)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  ibichequer.  Whe- 
ther the  Gommissioners  of  Inland  Be- 
Twua  hare  intimated  to  the  London  and 
North- Western,  and  other  Bailway  Oom^ 
pvu«0,  that  they 

*<««amot»  M  hm^Man^  aoc6pt  tha  itatemaat 
portion  of  the  diyidend  warrant  a«  a  Touoher  in 
support  of  a  claim  for  the  return  of  Income 
Tax,  antH  aach  dtafement  has  been  verified  hy 
the  Secretary  of  the  Company ;  " 

and,  if  so,  what  is  the  object  of  imposing 
upon  thOBe  concerned  the  additionta 
trouble  caused  by  this  change  from  the 
kmg-established  practice  ? 

ThbGHANOELLOB  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GosoHEX)  (St.  George's, 
Hanorer  Square) :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  Question,  I  hare  to  say 
that,  though  the  words  he  quotes  do  not 
appear  in  any  letter  which  the  Inland 
Sevenue  authonties  can  trace,  they  re- 
present fairly  enough  the  rule  which 
they  have  laid  down.  Originally  the 
Baiiway  Companies  inserted  in  the  diyi- 
dend statements  the  names  of  the  pro- 
prietors of  the  stock;  and  the  Inland 
Bevenue  accepted  these  statements,  in 
support  of  an  application  for  return  of 
Income  Tax,  without  further  yerifica- 
tion.  The  Companies,  however,  have  since 
1880,  no  doubt  to  save  clerical  labour, 
been  discontinxung  the  insertion  of  the 
proprietors'  names  in  the  dividend  state- 
ments; so»  to  avoid  these  statements  being 
made  the  foundation  of  fictitious  claims 
ibr  return  of  Income  Tax  by  persons  not 
the  registered  proprietors  of  the  stocks, 
it  has  been  found  necessary,  where 
olaima  for  repayment  are  made,  to  re- 
quire the  production  of  a  verification 
signed  by  the  Secretaries  of  the  Com- 
panies. The  Companies  prefer  this  to 
inserting  the  proprietors'  names  in  all 
the  statements,  as  they  formerly  did. 

AKMY    (AUXIUART     FORCES) -THE 
yOLUWTEQBa  FOBOX-^THB    CAPITA- 
TIOK  GRANT-- R£00MMSNDATI0N6 
OF  THS  RECENT  COMMITTEE. 
MR.HOWABD  YINOBNT  rSheffl^ 

O^taral)  ariced  the  Secretary  of  State  for 


War,  What  decision  he  has  amved  at 
as  regards  the  recommendations  of  the 
recent  Committee  on  the  Volunteer  Force 
with  regard  to  the  increase  in  the  capi- 
tation grant,  the  travelling  allowance  to 
ranges,  and  the  premium  on  complete 
equipment? 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  I  must  ask  my  hon.  Friend, 
whose  interest  in  the  Yolunteers  is  well 
known,  to  restrain  his  impatience  for  a 
few  days  more.  The  intentions  of  the 
Government  with  reference  to  the  Yolun- 
teers and  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  are  explained  in  my  Me- 
morandum accompanying  the  Army  Eeti- 
mates,  which  will  be  circulated  very 
shortly. 

MERCANTILE  MARINE— SHIPWRECKS 
ON  THE  GLAMORGANSHIRE  COAST 
— OOASTaUABD  STATION  AT  SOUTH- 
ERNDOWN. 

Mb.  a.  J*  WILLIAMS  (Glamorgan, 
B.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Tntde,  Whether,  having  regard  to  the 
serious  loss  of  life  from  shipwrecks 
which  have  recently  occurred  on.  the 
Glamorganshire  coast,  between  Porth- 
cawl  and  Nash  Point ;  the  Government 
win  provide  a  coastguard  station  at 
SoUthemdown,  with  a  rocket  apparatus, 
and  a  system  of  signals,  by  which  the 
life-boat  station  at  Porthcawl  can  be  sig- 
nalled when  vessels  are  seen  to  be  m 
distress  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  (Baron  Hbn&t 
Db  Works)  (Liverpod,  East  Toxteih) : 
The  question  of  pladng  an  additional 
apparatus  on  this  part  of  the  ooast — 
namely,  one  between  Porthcawl  and 
Nash  Point,  is  one  that  has  received 
the  very  careful  oonsiderattoa  of  the 
Board  of  l^rade  on  several  oooasions, 
and  the  Board  have  been  advised  that 
it  is  unneoeesary.  The  question  of 
establishing  a  Coastguard  station  at 
Southemdown  is  for  the  Admiralty  and 
not  for  the  Board  of  Trade;  but  the 
Board  are  advised  that  in  any  case 
Southemdown  would  not  be  a  suitable 
place  for  a  rocket  appaiaius.  I  am 
in  commnnioation  ^mti  the  Royal  Na- 
tional lifeboat  Institution  aa  to  the 
necessity  for  signals  being  placed  at 
Southemdown  aa  a  meHns  of  8igtaUin|^ 
to  the  Pof thoawl  life-boat, 
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eniatled  to  the  salary  and  privOegee  at- 
taching to  that  title  in  the  office  at  which 
he  18  located ;  and,  if  so,  whether  a  pre- 
transfer  clerk,  who  is  a  "  clerk  "  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  in  the  Post  Office 
Service,  is  entitled  to  a  clerkship  of  the 
same  value  as  that  in  force  in  the  post 
office  were  he  is  stationed;  if  that  is 
not  so,  what  are  the  privileges  to  which 
the  Act  of  1868  entitles  such  pre-transfer 
clerks  ? 

The  P0STMA8TEE  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikbs)  (Cambridge  University):  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  of  the  officers  formerly  in  the 
service  of  the  Telegraph  Companies  and 
now  in  the  service  of  the  Post  Office  a 
lar^e  number  have  obtained  promotion ; 
while  the  remainder,  though  on  a  scale 
of  wages  not  exceeding  50s.  a-week, 
are  much  better  off  than  they  were  under 
the  Companies.  The  officers  and  derks 
transferred  to  the  Poet  Office  were,  in 
the  language  of  the  Act  transferring 
them,  to 

"be  deemed  to  be,  to  all  intents  and  mt- 
poeee,  officers  and  clerks  in  the  permanent  Civil 
Servioe  of  the  Crown,  and  to  he  entitled  to  the 
same  but  no  other  privileges.** 

The  meaning  of  this  I  conceive  to  be 
simply  that,  in  such  matters  as  tenure  of 
appointment  and  title  to  pension,  tele- 
graph clerks  were  to  be  in  ^e  same 
position  as  other  Civil  servants,  and  cer- 
tainly not  that  their  salaries  were  to 
be  regulated  otherwise  than  with  spe- 
cial reference  to  the  duties  to  be  ms- 
charged. 

POST  OFFICE  (TELEGRAPH  I^PABT- 
MENT)  —  TELEaRAPHIC  ADDRESS, 
"  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS.'' 

SiE  EICHAED  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If 
he  will  be  ^;ood  enough  to  arrange,  for 
the  convenience  of  hon.  Members,  that 
in  telegrams  sent  to  them  addressed  to 
this  House  the  term  ''  House  of  Com- 
mons "  shall  be  reckoned  as  one  word, 
and  not  three,  as  at  present  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University)  :  This 
is  a  matter  in  which  I  could  not  act  with- 
out the  ocmcnrrenee  of  the  Treasmy; 
and  as  any  alteraticm  of  the  preaentnuo 
would  affect  not  only  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons,  but,  at  any  rate,  many  Public 
Offices,  I  must  take  time  to  cpnaider  the 
question. 
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INFLAMMATORY    LANGUAGE    (IRE- 
LAND)—SPEECH   OP    LORD    ROSS- 
MORE    AT   THE    CAMLA    ORANGE 
HALL,  MONAGHAN. 
Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  ^Cliief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  report  in  the 
Monaghan  Northern  Standard,  of  12th 
February,  of  an  address  delivered  in  the 
Camla  Orange  Hall,  by  Lord  Eossmore, 
in  which  he  used  the  following  langua&^e 
respecting  the  Right    honourable    the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  : — 

'<  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  warm  to  my  work 
Jike  the  'Grand  Old  Gobbler,'  and  talking 
about  him  reminds  me  of  a  thought  which 
struck  me  to-day.  Ton  hare  all  hMird  of  the 
mad  dog  we  have  had  in  onr  midst  lately.  Ton 
know  the  misery  his  presence  has  caused.  Well, 
I  say  if  a  human  mad  dog  is  loose,  who  wil- 
fully and  wantonly  destroys  thousands  of 
people,  what  ought  to  be  done  with  him  f  The 
man  dog  ought  to  be  done  away  with  before  he 
infects  any  more  ignorant  people  with  the 
snapping  and  snarling  of  his  Home  Rule 
rabies,  which  rabies,  brethren,  do  so  much 
harm  to  mankind  when  bitten  by  them ; " 

and,  whether,  if  the  report  is  true,  the 
Government  intend  to  take  any  action  in 
the  matter? 

Thi  chief  SECKETABT  (Sir 
MiOHABL  Hicks-Bsaoh)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
No,  Sir. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  do  not  under- 
stand the  answer.  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  whether  he  communi- 
cated with  the  noble  Lord  and  asked 
him  if  the  report  was  correct  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
I  have  answered  the  Question. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  wiU  put  the 
Question  in  another  form. 

POST  OFFICE  (TELEGRAPH  DEPART- 
MENT)— PRE-TRANSFER  TELEGRAPH 
CLERKS. 

Mb.  H.  S.  WEIGHT  (Nottingham,  S.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If  he  is 
aware  that  a  large  number  of  pre- 
transfer  telegraph  clerks,  who  were  in- 
duced by  ''^e  Telegraphs  Act,  1868," 
to  enter  the  service  of  the  Postmaster 
General,  are  now,  after  more  than  20 
years,  only  receiving,  as  ''telegraphists," 
lalaries  varying  f^rom  8d«.  to  50«.  per 
week;  and,  whether  it  is  within  nis 
knowledge  that  immediately  an  officer 
of  the  Post  Office,  or  the  Telegraph 
branch  of  the  Post  Office,  is  offidaUy 
deei^ated  a  *'clerk"  he   is  at  onoe 
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Sir  KICnABB  PAGET  asked,  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  easy  for  the  De- 
partment to  get  over  the  difficulty  if  the 
Speaker  were  formally  to  enter  the  re- 
gistered address  of  that  House  ? 

fiiB.  BAIKES :  I  believe  there  would 
he  no  objection  in  the  Department  if  the 
address  of  this  House  were  registered  as 
"  Commons.'*  At  the  same  time,  it  will 
he  for  the  authorities  of  the  House  to 
consider  how  far  that  might  be  generally 
desirable,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
some  delay  occurs  in  the  transmission  of 
telegrams  in  consequence  of  the  addi- 
tional difRculty  of  sorting  them. 

Mr.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.)  inquired 
whether,  if  a  telegram  were  addressed 
to  **  Parliament,*'  it  would  be  delivered 
at  the  House? 

Mr.  EAIKES  :  I  presume  that  if  the 
address  of  the  House  of  Oommons  were 
registered  as  '*  Parliament,"  telegrams 
would  be  delivered  at  that  address ;  but 
it  is  a  question  whether  the  authorities 
can  do  that  without  trenching  on  the 
privileges  of  the  other  House  of  Far- 


COMmSSIONERS  OP  NATIONAL  EDU- 
CATION (IRELAND)  —  CLASSIFICA- 
TION OP  BCHOOIi- KEEPING  BY 
TEACHEM. 

Mr.  LEAHY  (Ejldare,  S.)  asked  the 
Obief  Secretarv  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  rule  of  the 
Commissioners  of  National  Education 
that  first  dass  teachers  may  be  depressed 
in  classification  should  their  schools  not 
maintain  a  fair  standard  of  proficiency ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  first  class  candidates 
will  be  allowed  to  go  forward  for  pro- 
motion upon  merely  giving  notice  of 
their  intention  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  8E0RETARY  (Sir 
MicKAEL  Hioks-Bbach)  ^Bristol,  W.)  : 
By  a  loDg-establtshed  rule  all  tieachers 
are  liable  to  depression  in  classification 
should  their  schools  decline  in  useful- 
ness and  efficiency;  and  satisfactory 
school-keeping  mxist  be  regarded  as  a 
necessary  condition  in  allowing  teachers 
to  seek  promotion  in  classification. 

ADMIRALTY- NAVAL  LIEUTENANTS— 
RESIGNATION  OP  COMMISSIONS  IN 
TIME  OF  VEACR. 

General  ERASER  (Lambeth,  N.) 
^ked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  the  applications  from  lieu- 
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tenants,  Royal  Navy,  to  resign  their 
commissions  have  been  refused,  con- 
trary to  usual  custom  in  peace  time; 
and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  necessary  to 
have  recourse  to  the  enforced  service  of 
officers  in  consequence  of  the  serious  in- 
completeness in  the  establishment  of 
Lieutenants  in  the  Royal  Navy  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  Gbobgb 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  It  is 
the  case  that  during  the  latter  part  of 
last  year  applications  from  lieutenants, 
Royal  Navy,  to  resign  were,  unless 
under  very  exceptional  circumstances, 
refused.  It  was  considered  necessary  to 
do  so  in  consequence  of  the  dearth  of 
officers  at  the  time;  caused  principally 
by  insufficient  entries  of  cadets  in  past 
years,  and  partly  by  the  increased  com- 
plements of  lieutenants  allowed  to  ships 
m  commission.  This  necessity  was, 
however,  of  a  temporary  nature,  and  is 
passing  away.  It  is  by  no  means  in- 
tended to  retain  officers  who  wish  to  re- 
sign their  oommissionB  beyond  the  tinae 
during  which  it  is  considered  indiipen- 
sable  in  the  public  interests  that  they 
should  remain.  The  Admiralty  have  no 
wish  to  retain  officers  in  the  Navy 
against  their  will. 

NAVY— THE  DOCKYARDS-THE 
SHEERS  AT  PEMBROKE  DOCKYARD. 

Admiral  MATNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  has  been 
informed,  by  very  good  authority,  that 
the  sheers  at  Pembroke  eould  be  com- 
pleted in  six  or  eight  months  if  the 
work  were  carried  on  with  proper  energy ; 
and,  whether  the  Aurora^ 8  boilers  would 
require  to  be  put  in  before  that  time  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Gbobgb 
Hahilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  It  is 
anticipated  that  the  Aurora^s  boilers 
will  be  ready  to  be  placed  on  board 
early  in  March  next.  jSven  if  the  pro- 
posed shipbuilding  programme  for  Pem- 
broke Yard  had  rendered  it  advantageous 
to  enter  on  the  expense  of  erecting  new 
sheers  during  the  ensuing  year,  it  is  very 
doubtful  whether  they  would  be  ready  as 
early  as  March  next. 

CRIME    AND    OUTRAGE    (IRELAND)— 
THE  RIOTS  AT  BELFAST— THE  TRIAL 
OF   THE   WALKERS-CHALLENGING 
THE  JURY. 
Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 

asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 


Digitized  by  ^ 


J^^JKJ 


gle 


1067 


Pn9(m$ 


lOCAlMONaf 


(Orea^BHiaih). 


tm 


Ib  it  intended  that  the  tiial  of  the  two 
Walkers  for  the  murder  of  a  eolicemaa 
and  a  soldi^  dunnff  the  Bwast  riots 
should  take  plaoe  in  Belfast ;  and,  if  so, 
what,  if  any,  instructions  hare  been 
giyen  as  to  **  stand  asides ''  ? 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GBNEBAL  Foa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Hoimes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
yersily) :  Tee,  Sir ;  the  case  of  the  two 
Walkers  shall  be  tried  at  the  next 
Belfast  Assizes.  Ahhoug^h  the  case 
arose  out  of  the  Belfast  riots,  there  is 
ZK>  reason  to  believe  that  such  a  case 
shall  not  be  fairly  and  impartially  tried 
there.  The  only  instructions  as  to 
''stand  asides"  that  ever  have  been 
issued  are  the  instructions  which  I  have 
already  communicated  to  tiiie  House. 
Of  course,  these  instructions  will  not  be 
d^arted  from  in  ^is  case. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  S.) :  Arising 
out  of  this  Question,  can  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  say  whether  he 
gave  instructions  in  writing  mentioning 
me  very  names  of  the  men  who  were  to 
be  adced  to  stand  aside  in  the  recent 
political  trials  in  Dublin  ? 

Mb.  SP£  AEEB  :  Order,  order ! 

STREET      IMPROVEMBBTTS      (MKTBO- 

POLIS)— CHARING   CROSS    STREET- 

THB  NATIONAL  GALLERY. 

Majob  BASOH  (Essex,  8.E.)a8ked 
the  First  Oommissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  he  will  take  into  consideration 
the  advisability  of  widening  the  lower 
portion  of  Oharing  Gross  Street  between 
the  National  Oauery  and  St.  Martin's, 
either  by  cutting  off  an  angle  of  the 
National  Gidlery,  or  removing  the  steps 
of  St.  Martin's,  as  the  road  is  there  re- 
duced, where  the  traffic  is  heaviest,  from 
a  width  of  130  to  45  feet? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Pltjnkbt)  (Dublin  University) :  Every- 
one must,  I  think,  agree  as  to  the  ad- 
visability of  widening  the  lower  portion 
of  Oharing  Oross  Street  between  the 
National  Qallery  and  St.  Martin's 
Church ;  and  it  seems  to  be  obviousjthat 
this  could  be  best  accomplished  by  the 
removal  of  the  steps  of  the  church,  which 
now  project  into  the  road  at  the  comer 
where  the  traffic  must  be  much  heavier 
thaA  on  the  western  side.  I  myself  be- 
lieve that  such  a  change  might  be  made 
without  any  architectural  disfigurement ; 
but  I  have  no  authority  in  the  matter. 
As  to  cutting  off  an  angle  6t  the  National 
Gallery,  if  my  hon.  ai^  gallant  Friend , 

Mr.  T.  M.  maly 


means  by  that  pulling  down  a  portion  o! 
the  building  itself,  I  should  feel  bouad 
to  resist  su<a  a  proposal.  If  he  means 
cutting  off  part  of  tne  enclosed  qpaoe  in 
front  of  the  building,  that  is  a  questiea 
for  the  Metropolitan  Board  <ai  Wocks, 
whose  property  it  is. 

Sib  RICHARD  PAGET  (aooMnst, 
Wells)  inquired  whether  notice  would 
be  given  to  the  House  belbre  aaything 
was  done  in  regard  tothe  reaoaovalol  the 
steps?  

Mb.  PLUNKET:  Ihavenoantherity 
in  the  matter.  An  Act  of  PaiMainerit 
would  be  required. 

Me.  KING-HARMAN  (Kent,  Isle  ef 
Thanet)  asked  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware  that  the  question 
of  cutting  the  steps  of  St.  Martin's 
Church  was  brought  before  ^at  House 
some  years  ago;  that  it  was  fully  de- 
bated ;  and  that  the  scheme  was  thrown 
out  by  a  large  majority  ? 

Mb.  PLUNKET  :  There  was  a  Bill 
before  the  House  and  that  dause  was 
dropped ;  but  whether  there  w«8  a  strong 
opposition  to  it  or  not  I  do  not  know. 

PEISONS  (GREilT  BRITAlN)-PRISOir 
LABOUR-MAT-MAKING. 

Mb.  OUILTER  (Suffolk,  Sudbury) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  D^artment»  Whether  it  i^  a 
fact  that  such  a  large  quantity  of  mats  of 
one  class  are  made  in  prisons  that  the 
authorities  are  obliged  to  sell  them  con- 
tinually below  the  regular  list  price; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he,  will  take  steps  to 
insure  mat-weavinff  in  prisons  being 
spread  over  the  wh^e  range  of  the  list, 
so  as  to  prevent  the  excessive  manufac- 
ture of  one  class  of  mat;  whether,  in  riew 
of  the  injury  done  to  employers  of  free 
labour  by  the  jobbing  of  prison  labour 
to  certain  mat-making  firms,  tike  Gh>yerii- 
ment  wiU  take  steps  to  put  an  end  to  the 
system ;  and,  whewer  it  is  a  fact  that  a 
former  official  in  one  of  Her  Hajeetfs 
prisons  has  had  for  some  years  the  <&- 
posal  of  the  labour  of  four  or  more 
prisons  ? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Mr.  Stttakt-Woetlkt)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam) :  It  is  not  a  &ot  that 
large  q uantities  of  mats  of  one  class  are 
made  in  prisons,  nor  that  the  authorities 
are  obliged  to  sell  them  continually  be- 
low the  regular  list  price.  The  assort- 
ment of  mats  made  is  the  same  as  that 
which  existed  when  the  Gh)yemment  took 
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over  the  pnaont  m  1878,  aad  ike  mats 
are  sold  at  approyed  rates  fully  equal 
to  those  of  private  makers.  The  mat- 
making  is  spread,  as  far  as  possible, 
over  the  whole  range  of  the  list ;  and 
though  the  demand  regulates,  to  some 
extent,  the  quantity  of  each  class  of  mats 
supplied,  none  of  the  10  classes  are  neg- 
lected. Oonsidering  the  rates  paid  for 
the  labour,  it  does  not  appear  that  any 
injury  is  done  to  the  employers  of  free 
labour  by  the  jobbing  of  prison  labour 
to  certain  mat*makers.  Large  reductbns 
have,  however,  been  made  in  the  number 
of  prisons  where  this  work  is  carried  oo, 
and  efforts  are  being  made  further  to 
reduce  the  number.  It  is  the  case  that 
a  person  who  hires  labour  at  four  of  Her 
Majesty's  prisons  was  formerly  an  official 
attached  to  the  Prison  Service ;  but  he 
left  the  Service  nearly  30  years  ago. 

COMMISSIONERS  OP  NATIONAL  EDU- 
CATION (IRELAND)— TBAOHERS— MB. 
JAMES  A.  IRWIN,  CARRICKAWILKIN, 
CO.  ARMAGH. 

Mr.  p.  O'BEIEN  (Monaghan,  N.} 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,WlLether  theBoard 
of  Commissioners  of  National  Education 
(Ireland)  have  yet  investigated  and  re- 

Krted  upon  the  alleged  connection  of 
r.  James  A.  Lrwin,  teacher  of  Carrick- 
awilkin  (County  Armagli)  National 
School,  with  the  Orange  Sociehr;  and 
what  is  the  result  of  the  inquiry  r 

The  chief  SECBETART  (Sir 
Michael  Hioks-Bbaoh)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
The  case  is  still  under  mvestigation. 

I4AW  AND  POLICE  — THE  RECENT 
SOCIALIST  DEMONSTRATIONS-(ME- 
TR0P0LI8). 

Mb.  FISHEB  (Fulbam)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  he  can  furnish  any  in- 
fermation  as  to  the  number  of  extra 

Klioe  employed  at  the  meeting  of  the 
oial  Danocratio  League  in  ^afalgar 
Square  on  the  29th  of  August,  1886, 
and  of  the  demonstration  at  St.  Paul's 
on  the  37th  of  February,  and  on  similar 
meetings  and  demonstrations ;  what  was 
the  amount  oi  extra  pay  granted  to  the 
police  who  were  then  employed;  what 
was  the  number  of  extra  hours  which 
such  poliee  had  to  serve ;  what  was  the 
appioximate  oost  to  the  ratepayers  of 


London,  aad  to  the  taxpayers  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  of  the  pnaparations 
em  the  part  of  the  Government  to  meet 
any  disturbante  of  law  and  order  on 
those  occasions ;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment will  oonsidw  the  deMrability 
of  taking  any  steps  to  prohibit  such 
meetings  in  the  future  ? 

Thb  SEOEETART  of  STATE  (Mr. 
ICatthsws)  (Biminghan,  E.) :  The 
number  of  poliee  empk)yed  at  the  meet- 
ing of  the  Social  Demooratio  League  on 
the  29th  of  August^  1886,  was  2,373 ;  at 
die  demonatvation  at  St  Paul's  Cathedral 
on  the  27th  of  February,  1887,  3,094 ; 
the  Oiiy  Police  especially  employed  on 
the  latter  oooaaion  were  746.  The  amount 
of  extra  pay  granted  to  the  Metropolitan 
Poliee  on  these  two  occasions  was  in  all 
about  £20,  the  amount  of  travelling  ex- 
penses about  £120.  The  approximate 
cost  of  the  special  emjdoyment  of  Metro- 
politan Police  on  these  occasions  was, 
th^efore,  about  £140.  T)ie  question  of 
regulating  such  meetings  in  the  future  is 
now  under  ay  consideration. 

POLICE  CLOTHING— THE  SYSTEM  OF 
CONTRACTS. 
Mb.  CONTBEABE  (Oomwall,  Oan^ 
borne)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  Messrs. 
Herbert,  Brothers  and  Co.,  of  Betfanal 
(Jreen  Koad,  E.,  contract  with  the  Go- 
vernment to  do  a  portion  of  their 
dothing;  whether  most  of  the  work 
oontracSed  for  by  that  firm  is  sub-let  to  a 
middleman,  who  has  to  deposit  a  sum  of 
£500  as  security ;  whether  this  middle- 
man again  sub-lets  the  work  to  a  second 
middleman,  who  also  has  to  make  a  de- 
posit as  security;  whether  the  work  is 
then  distributed  amongst  the ''  sweaters," 
who  take  the  work  home  and  get  the 
work*  people  to  work  for  low  wages  and 
during  long  hours ;  whether  the  places 
where  the  work  is  actually  done  are  un- 
healthy *'dens;"  whether  the  work- 
hands  are  compelled  to  buy  tea,  coffee, 
and  sugar  on  the  premises  under  the 
penalty  of  a  fine  of  2«.  6(1.,  or  dismissal ; 
whether  the  said  firm  employ  a  large 
number  of  foreign  Jews  on  the  premises, 
paying  them  at  a  lower  rate  of  wages, 
on  account  of  their  ignorance  of  the 
English  language ;  whether  he  will  in- 
stitute an  iuquiry;  and,  whether  these 
circumstances  constitute  a  violation  of 
the  Factory  and  Truck  Acts  ? 
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The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The 
Chief  Inspector  of  Factories  has  made 
inquiries  into  this  matter,  and  he  in- 
fomrs  me  that  this  firm  have  formerly 
contracted  for  police  clothing,  hut  are 
now  engaged  in  other  work.  None  of 
the  wonc  is  sub-let  to  middlemen,  and 
no  deposit  of  money  is  made;  but  re- 
cently, owing  to  want  of  spaoe,  some  ef 
the  work  has  been  given  out  to  old  work- 
men of  the  firm,  who  do  the  work  them- 
selves and  employ  their  own  work- 
people. The  work  is  done  in  the  ordi- 
nary tailors'  work-rooms  and  not  in 
living  rooms.  Most  of  the  $mployi9  are 
of  the  Jewish  persuasion.  The  men 
work  long  hours ;  but  the  women  work 
late  only  on  Thursday^  which,  I  believe, 
is  the  regular  custom  with  the  Jews.  I 
know  notiiing  of  the  rate  of  wages ;  but 
I  am  told  that  when  work  is  plentiful  a 
good  wage  is  obtainable.  The  firm 
supply  tea  on  the  premises,  which  the 
work-people  can  pumiase  at  their  option. 
There  is  no  fine  or  dismissal  in  the  event 
of  their  refusing  to  do  so.  I  do  not 
propose  to  institute  any  f  urdier  inquiry ; 
for,  as  far  as  I  can  ascertain,  there  is  no 
violation  of  the  Factories  or  Truck 
Acts. 

WAB  0FF1CE-(0RDNAN0E  DEPAKT- 
MENT)— AMMUNITION,  &c.  —  SOLID- 
DRAWN  CARTRIDGE  CASES. 

CoLOKEL  HUGHES -HALLETT 
(Rochester)  asked  the  Surveyor  Q^neral 
of  the  Ordnance,  If  he  will  state  the  cost 
of  solid-drawn  cartridge  oases  per  1,000 ; 
whether  these  cases  are  made  entirely  at 
Woolwich,  or  by  any  private  manu- 
facturing firm,  other  than  Muirhead, 
Latimer,  Clark,  and  Co ;  and,  whether  it 
is  not  a  fact  that  the  eoHd- drawn  cart- 
ridge can  be  used  several  times  for 
making  fresh  cartridges,  an  advantage 
not  possessed  by  the  Boxer  cartridge? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Noethootb)  (Exeter) :  The  average  cost 
of  solid-drawn  cases  for  Martini-Henry 
cartridges  has  been  £2  7«.  per  1,000, 
and  £2  11«.  for  the  Enfield  Martini,  and 
they  have  been  made  by  several  firms. 
No  separate  solid  cases,  but  only  com- 
plete cartridges,  have  been  ordered  from 
the  particular  firm  in  question.  It  is  a 
fact  that  the  solid-drawn  cartridge  case 
has  the  advantage  over  the  rolled  case 
that  it  can  be  used  several  times. 


ARMY    (AUXILIARY    FORCES)   -THE 
MILITIA    (IRELAND)  —  SUPPLY    OF 
MARTINI-HENRY  RIFLES. 
Colonel    HUGHES -HALLETT 

SBochester)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
or  War,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  English  and  Scotch  Militia 
battalions  are,  and  have  been  for  some 
time,  supplied  with  the  Martini-Henry 
rifle,  the  Militia  battalions  in  Ireland 
will  be  similarly  supplied  this  year,  in- 
stead of  being  allowed  to  train,  as  here- 
tofore, with  the  obsolete  Snider  ri^Q  ? 

Thb  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle}  :  The  Snider  rifles,  with  which 
the  Irish  Militia  are  now  armed,  will  be 
exchanged  for  Mariini-Henry  rifles  as 
soon  as  the  number  in  store  of  the  latter 
arm  will  justify  such  a  measure  ;  but  I 
fear  that  the  exchange  cannot  take 
place  in  time  for  the  present  year's 
training. 

ARMY  (AUXn.lARY  FORCES)— VOLUN- 
TEER ARTILLERY  —  SUPPLY  OF 
FIELD  GUNS. 

Mr.  C.  T.  D.  ACLAND  (Cornwall, 
Launceston)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  whether  it  be  true  that  the 
field  guns  attached  to  No.  8  Batteiy, 
1st  Volunteer  (Devonshire)  Brigade, 
Western  Division  Eoyal  Artillery,  have 
been  taken  away,  and  are  to  be  replaced 
by  heavy  guns,  the  battery  being  turned 
into  a  garrison  battery;  whether  it  is 
still  intended  to  issue  a  large  number  of 
field  guns  to  Volunteer  Artillery ;  and, 
whether  these  guns  have  been  removed 
against  the  urgent  rocommendation  of 
the  Officer  Commanding  Auxiliary  Ar- 
tillery, Western  District  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  In  the  mobilization  scheme 
which  has  been  approved  for  home  de- 
fence, certain  batteries  of  Yoliditeer 
Artillery  are  allotted  m  garriaoa  artiUety 
for  the  large  coast  fortresses  in  their 
neighbourhood.  This  particular  oorps  is 
allotted  as  part  of  the  garrison  ol  Ily- 
mouth;  and  its  practice  should,  there- 
fore, be  carried  on  in  forts  or  fixed 
batteries.  The  guns  withdrawn  will, 
consequently,  not  be  returned  to  it. 
With  regard  to  the  general  question  of 
Volunteer  Artillery,  their  armament,  and 
their  position  in  the  general  scheme  of 
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national  defence,  I  propose  to  make  a 
Btatement  in  the  Memorandum  wliieli  I 
shall  submit  to  Parliament  with  the 
Army  Estimates. 

GUN  LICENCES  (IRELAND)- CASE  OF 
JAMES  MATE,  ARDFINAN,  OG.  TIP- 
PERARY. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  8.) 
Btked  the  Chief  Beeretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland,  To  state  on  what 
grounds  was  James  Maye,  of  Ardfinan, 
County  Tipperary,  refused  a  lioence  for 
a  gun  by  the  Sessional  Magistrates; 
whether  the  gun  belonged  to  Maye's 
uncle,  lately  deceased,  and  was  taken 
op  by  the  police  on  the  death  of  the 
owner ;  whether  the  police  adrised  Maye 
to  apply  for  the  licence,  so  that  they 
may  restore  the  gun ;  and,  whether  Maye 
has  a  licence  to  carry  arms  on  his  farai 
at  Corrin  Permoy,  County  Cork  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  (Sir 
MiCHABL  Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.): 
The  licensing  officer  did  not  consider 
this  a  case  in  which  a  licence  should  be 
issued,  and  I  see  no  reason  to  interfere 
with  his  discretion. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  What  did  he  do 
with  the  gnn  ?  Was  there  a  confisca- 
tion of  the  gun  ? 

8iB  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
will  inquire  about  that. 

EVICTIONS(IRELAND)— CASE  OF  JAMES 
CLERY,  ARDMOYLE,  C.VSHEL-CON- 
DUCT  OF  AN  EMERGENCY  MAN. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether,  at  the 
eyicdon  of  James  CHery,  Ardmoyle, 
Cashel,  County  Tipperary,  on  the  4th 
instant,  an  emergency  man,  named 
Bobert  Millet,  presented  a  revolyer  at  a 
crowd  of  about  300  people,  and  placed 
it  at  the  breasts  of  a  few  persons ;  whe- 
ther Clery  demanded  his  arrest  by  the 
District  Inspector  Green,  who  was  in 
charge  of  the  police,  and  who  declined 
to  act  except  on  a  warrant;  whether 
Olfivy  and  witnesses  of  the  alleged  as- 
sault went  to  Colonel  Mansergh,  the 
nearest  Magistrate,  and  asked  for  a 
warrant  for  Millet's  arrest,  and  were 
told  by  him  that  he  had  got  no  warrant 
in  the  house;  whether  Clery  and  wit- 
nesses then  applied  to  Denis  Scully, 
Petty  Sessions  Clerk,  Cashel,  who  per- 
emptorily refiosed  a  form  of  warrant, 


sayi'Jgt  "  l>6  would  not  put  any  magis- 
strate  in  a  difficulty ;  "  and,  whether  he 
will  make  inquiries,  with  a  view  to 
facilitate  the  operation  of  the  law  in 
this  and  similar  eases  in  the  district 
mentioned  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Sir 
MiOHAHL  Hicks-Bhach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
The  alleged  assault  was  not  witnessed 
by  any  of  the  police,  and  the  officer  in 
charge  declined  therefore  to  make  the 
arrest ;  but  referred  the  complainants  to 
a  magistrate.  Colonel  Mansergh,  to 
whom  they  went,  was  of  opinion  the 
case  should  be  dealt  with  by  summons. 
The  Clerk  of  Petty  Sessions  merely  de- 
clined to  issue  a  warrant  without  direc- 
tions from  a  magistrate,  and  pointed 
out  it  was  a  case  &r  a  summons.  This 
view  of  the  case  was  subsequently  sup- 
ported by  the  Cashel  Bench  of  Magis- 
strates,  and  the  Executive  sees  no  cause 
to  interfere. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
LAND) —  OAERIGAHOLT  PIER,  CO. 
CLARE. 

Mb.  JORDAN  (Clare,  W.)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
£11,000  of  the  £13,600  cost  of  erecting 
the  pier  at  Carriffaholt,  Coun^  dare, 
were  granted  by  the  Piers  and  Harbours 
Commissioners,  for  the  express  purpose 
of  enabling  fishery  smacks  to  come  in  at 
all  states  of  the  tides;  whether,  as  it 
has  been  designed  by  the  Engineers  of 
the  Board  of  Works,  it  will  afford  that 
accommodation ;  whether  the  design  of 
the  engineers  of  the  Board  of  Works  is 
to  put  an  elbow  or  bend  on  the  pier ; 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  engi- 
neers, or  those  responsible  for  the  works, 
to  leave  the  building  of  this  elbow  ad- 
dition to  aome  future  time ;  whether  the 
pier  will  then  be  unsuited  for  the  pur- 
poses for  which  it  was  originally  in- 
tended ;  whether  representations  have 
been  made  to  the  Board  of  Works  by 
persons  in  the  locality  of  the  necessity 
and  advisability  of  running  out  the  pier 
into  deep  water ;  whether  the  Board  of 
Works  have  declined  to  accede  to  these 
representations,  and  adhere  to  their  own 
design  ;  whether,  if  to  admit  vessels  at 
all  states  of  the  tide  (as  originally  in- 
tended) the  pier  will  afterwards  be  ex- 
tended into  aeep  water,  and  the  elbow, 
if  erected,  must  be  removed ;  whether 
that  would  entail  large  outlay  which 
might  be  avoided  by  carrying  out  now 
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Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Mid^fle- 
sex,  Uxbridge) :  I  beg  to  ask  a  farther 
(Question,  wliethep,  in  case  the  efforlB 
of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  to  obtain 
the  insertion  of  such  a  Clause  are 
unsnooessfnl,  he  will  nndertake  to 
yoteagainst  the  third  reaifing  of  the 
Bin? 

THB0HAIRMAN(8irJAMB8M'aAiiL. 
Hooo)  (Middlesex,  Homsey) :  Im  teply 
to  mj  hon.  Eriend,  I  beg  to  say  tint 
when  the  London  Goal  and  Wine  Dotiss 
Oontinuanoe  Bill  has  passed  the  steoad 
reading,  and  has  be^i  referred  to  a 
Committee,  I,  on  behalf  of  the  Oorpors- 
tion  of  London  and  the  Metiopdilm 
Board,  will  propose,  or  soppocrt,  the  in- 
troduction of  a  CHaiuefor  the  i^pUoato 
of  a  portion  of  the  duties  to  the  leqain- 
ments  of  districts  outside  the  Metropdis, 
but  within  the  area  of  the  duties.  In 
regard  to  the  second  Question,  I  beg 
leaTe  to  decline  to  answer  it.  If  the  hon. 
Gentiesian  likes  to  put  it  on  the  Piper 
I  will  consider  whether  I  will  do  so  or 
not. 

Mb.  SKAW  LEFfiVHB  (Bradfori, 
Central):  Can  the  hon.  and  gallut 
Gentleman  aA>rd  any  estimate  of  what 
proportion  of  the  duties  should  be  paid 
over  to  the  parishes  outside  ? 

Sir  JAIkUBS  M'^ABEL-HOGO:  I  am 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentkoian  fv 
doing  his  best  to  put  me  and  my  Eriendi 
into  a  position  of  very  great  lUfficnltj. 
It  strikes  me  that  is  a  matter  for  thfl 
Committee  to  decide,  and  when  the 
Committee  has  decided  it  we  will 
accept  it. 

Sib  CHABLES  PALMEB  (Dufhtm, 
Jarrow)  (for  Mr.  Joiobt)  (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street)  asked  whether  there 
is  any  arrangement  or  understandtog 
with  the  OorpOTation  of  ike  (&t^  A 
London  to  miuce  any  paym^it  jointlj 
towards  tiie  expenses  of  promotingmaet- 
ings  in  the  Metropolis  in  support  of  their 
Bill  for  the  renewal  of  the  Coal  sod 
Wine  Dues ;  or  whether  the  Metrop<Jitan 
Bo8^  itself  has  supplied,  or  is  sepplyiogt 
any  money  for  this  purpose  ? 

Sib  JAMES  M'GAEEL  -  HOGO : 
There  is  no  such  arraagem^it  or  under- 
standing as  the  hon.  Member  alludes  to; 
and  the  Metropolitan  Board  has  v^ 
supplied,  imd  is  not  supplying,  any 
money  for  the  purpose  of  piometiBg 
meetings  in  support  of  the  Goal  and 
Wine  Duties  Oontinuanoe  BilL 


the  suggestions  made  to  the  Board  of 
Works ;  and,  whether  there  is  any  ob- 
jection to  lay  upon  the  Table  all  the 
correspondence  on  the  subject  of  this 
pier,  including  any  recommendations 
made  by  the  Piers  and  Harbours  Com- 
missioners ? 

The  SEORETAEY  (Mr.  Jaokson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  amount  of  grant  pro- 
posed by  tibe  Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours 
Commissioners  for  the  jiier  at  Carriga- 
holt  was  £13,500.  The  pier  at  present 
under  construction  is  that  sanctioned  on 
the  recommendation  of  those  Commis- 
sioners, and  will  run  out  into  a  depth  at 
low-water  spring  tides  of  eight  f^et; 
being  the  maximum  accommodation  that 
can  be  obtained  for  the  money  availaMe 
for  the  construction  of  the  pier.  To 
make  it  suitable  for  first-class  fishing 
vessels  at  all  stages  of  the  tide,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  extend  its  length  so  as 
to  have  not  less  than  12  feet  in  depth  at 
low-water  spring  tides,  but  this  would 
cost  an  additional  £12,000,  none  of 
which  is  forthcoming.  The  design  ap- 
proved for  the  work  has  a  oant  or  elbow 
at  tixe  outer  end  of  the  pier,  and  this 
portion  is  now  being  proceeded  with. 
To  have  merely  extended  the  pier  direct 
without  the  cant  would  hare  left  the 
harbour  exposed  without  reaching  deep 
water,  as  supposed;  the  depth  at  the 
head  of  the  pier  would,  in  fact,  have 
only  been  increased  by  a  few  inches. 
The  Board  of  Works,  though  most 
anxious  to  meet  the  wishes  of  those  in- 
terested, have  had  no  means  for  carrying 
out  any  other  work  than  that  originally 
approved  and  sanctioned.  I  see  no 
public  advantage  in  laying  the  corre- 
spondence upon  the  table. 

LONDON  COAL  AND  WINE  DUTIES 
OONTINUANOB  BILL— EXTENSION  OF 
THE  IMPOST  TO  THE  METROPOLITAN 
AREA. 

Mr.  LIONEL  COHEN  rPaddington, 
N.)  asked  the  Chairman  of  the  li^tro- 
politan  Board  of  Works,  Whether,  in 
the  event  of  the  London  Coal  and 
Wine  Duties  Continuance  Bill  pass- 
ing the  second  reading  he  will  under- 
take to  propose  or  support  Clauses  in 
Committee  by  which  a  proportionate 
share  in  these  Duties  will  be  secured  to 
those  districts  which  are  outside  the 
Metropolitan  area,  but  which,  neverthe- 
less, now  contribute  to  the  Duties  ? 

Mr,  Jordan 
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LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (IRE. 
LANDHBANKEBS'  ACCOUNT  OF  THE 
MACROOM  BOARD  OF  GUAJIDIANS— 
TRANSFER  OF  ACCOUNT. 

Db.  tanner  (Oork  Co.,  Mid}  asked 
tira  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  &e  Board  1^  declined  to  accept  or 
reoognise  the  reasons  set  forlh  in  an 
nnanimoas  Besolution  of  the  MaonxHn 
Board  of  GKiardmns  on  ike  29th  January 
for  dmngiiig  the  aeoonhts  of  the  union 
from  the  National  Bank  (Limited)  to  the 
Manster  and  Leinstear  Bank  (Limited), 
and  wheiheir  the  Board  are  now  prepared 
to  saaction  .audi  a  change ;  what  were 
the  reasons  which  actuated  the  Local 
GoYemment  Board  in  refusing  to  sanc- 
tion the  '  change  of  treasurership ; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Natiaiud 
Bank  dishonoured  the  cheques  presented 
by  the  union  at  first,  when  their  OTer* 
drafidid  not  exceed  £1,493  1«.  5d.,  and, 
Becoadly,  when  the  OYordraft  was  dimi- 
nished to  £1,077  68.  7d.;  whether  such 
action  on  the  part  of  the  said  hank  has 
anioQsly  embarrassed  tiie  union  for 
sereral  months,  most  of  the  officials  and 
contractors  not  having  been  paid  for 
seyeral  months ;  whether  several  of  the 
coniractors  have  threatened  to  discon- 
tinue  supplies;  whether  the  Munster 
and  Leinster  Bank  offered  the  union  ac- 
commodation to  the  extent  of  £2,000; 
sad,  whether  the  Local  Government 
Bofud  will  see  fit  to  sanction  and  promote 
the  change  of  treasurer  in  the  saia  union  ? 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Sir 
HiCEASL  Higks-Bbach)  (Bnstol,  W.): 
I  understand  that  most  of  the  statements 
in  this  Question  are  substantially  cor- 
rect ;  bat  ti^re  seems  to  have  been  lately 
aooie  change  in  the  situation,  for  it  does 
iK>t  appear  that  the  Guardians  are  now 
making  any  r^resentattons  as  to  finan- 
oal  diifiouhies,  the  treasurer  having 
Mshsd  all  eheques  presetted. 

HOB8B8-PROHIBITION  OP  EXPORTA- 
TION FROM  GBRMANY  TO  ENGLAND. 
Mb.  WHITMOBE  (Chelsea)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  whether  he  can  give,  or  suggest, 
any  remedy  to  Mr.  W.  Bramley,  who, 
before  the  issue  of  the  decree  prohibiting 
the  exportation  of  horses  from  Germany, 
purchased  there  and  pud  £3,000  for 
horses  to  be  exclusively  usedin  England, 
and  who  has  been  prevented  by  the  Ger- 
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man  Government  from  exporting  these 
horses  at  a  great  and  continuing  loss  to 
himself  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  of 
State  (Sir  Jambs  Feroussoit)  (Man- 
Chester,  N.E.) :  I  regret  very  much  that 
there  is  no  remedy  for  the  misfortune 
on  account  of  which  Mr.  Bramley  is  suf- 
fering. It  is  incidental  to  the  precau- 
tionary measure  of  prohibiting  the  ex- 
port of  horses  firom  Germany. 

MEROHANBIZE     MARK8      ACT      (1862) 
AMENDMENT  BILL<-^HALL  MAREINa 
OF  WATCH  CASES* 
Mb.  WIGGIN  (Stafiteidshire,  Hands- 
worth)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  Whether  Her  Majeety*s  Go* 
vemment,  before  proceeding  with  the 
Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1862)  Amende- 
ment  Bill,  will  confer  with  the  Governors 
of  the  Birmingham  Assay  OSoe,  seeing 
that  outof  1,156,748  watch  cases  marked 
during  the  last  three  years,  Birmingham 
marked  661,171,  London  409,7&8,  and 
Chester  95,789? 

The  secretary  (Baron  Hffiitt 
Db  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxtefch): 
The  Department  is  not  unacquainted 
with  the  pactice  of  the  different  assay 
offices,  including  Birmingham  and  Ches- 
ter. It  is,  indeed,  particularly  indebted 
to  the  assay  master  of  the  Birmingham 
office  for  information  recently  afforded 
on  matters  affecting  the  assay  of  watch 
cases ;  and  it  hopes  to  have  the  opinion 
of  the  Gtrvemors  of  the  different  assay 
offices  in  Riving  practical  effidct  to  any 
new  regulations  for  the  marking  of 
watch  cases. 

NAVY  —  THE  DOCKYARDS  -  FATAL 
ACCIDENT  AT  PORTSMOUTH  DOCK- 
YARD. 

Sir  WILLIAM  GROSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  circamstances  in  which  a 
labourer,  named  Walter  Weeks,  lost  his 
life  while  at  work  in  Portsmouth  Dock- 
yard on  the  afternoon  of  Friday  last ; 
whether  there  are  any  regulations  in 
force  in  the  Royal  Dockyards  forbidding 
men  to  adjust  straps  of  the  kind  that 
this  man  was  adjusting  at  the  time  of 
the  accident  while  the  machinery  is  in 
motion;  whether  arrangements  could 
be  made  for  re-adjusting  audi  straps 
while  maobinery  is  in  motion  withiiat 
any  risk  of  danger  to  Hfe ;  and,  if  so, 
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whether  the  Admiralty  will  coiiaider  the 
advisability  of  at  once  carrying  out 
each  arraDgements ;  and,  what  com- 
pensation will  be  made  to  the  widow 
and  children  of  the  deceased  Walter 
Weeks? 

The  FIBST  LOED  (Lord  aEoaoB 
SUiiitTON)  (Middlesex.  Baling) :  I  re- 
gret to  say  that  Waltear  Weeks  lost  his 
Ufe  from  beooming  entangled  among  the 
machinery  while  adjusting  the  strap  iot 
turning  some  portion  of  it.  There  are 
no  regulations  forbidding  men  to  adjust 
the  straps  while  the  machinery  is  in 
motion,  and  it  would  hardly  be  practi- 
cable to  carry  them  out  if  they  existed. 
Arrangements  for  adjusting  the  straps 
without  risk  are,  as  £ur  as  possible,  lu- 
ready  made,  and  this  is  shown  by  the 
scarcity  of  accidents  from  this  cauae  oc- 
curring at  the  seyeral  yards.  Any  im- 
provements in  the  existing  acranff  emeu  ts 
which  suffgest  themselves  would,  as  far 
as  possible,  be  carried  out.  The  com- 
pensation that  can  be  made  to  the 
widow  and  children  must  be  governed 
by  the  regulations  laid  down  for  acci- 
dent cases.  The  amount  will  not  be 
known  until  the  circumstances  are  fully 
reported. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— REINFORCEMENT  OF 

THE  CHINESE  GARRISONS  IN  TUR- 

KESTAN. 

Dn.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  If  it  is  true  that  the 
Chinese  garrisons  in  Turkestan  are 
being  strongly  reinforced ;  and,  whether 
this  reinforcement  has  been  carried  out 
in  pursuance  of  an  understanding  be- 
tween China  and  England  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  latter's  Eastern  Empire  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fxrgxtsson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  No  information  on  the 
subject  has  reached  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemment. 

POST  OFFICE  (IREIiAND)~POST  OFFICE 
AT  WHITIY'S  CROSS,  CO.  WEXFORD. 
Me.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Wexford,  N.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  Genend,  Whether 
an  application  has  been  made  for  the 
establishment  of  a  post  office  at  Whitty's 
Cross,  Blaokwater,  County  Wexford; 
whether  complaints  have  reached  him 
of  the  inadequacy  of  the  present  postal 
arraugements  of  the  district ;  and  whe- 

8ir  WilUam  Oroaama^ 


ther  the  matter  will  now  be  considenHi 
by  him  ? 

THBF0STMA8T£B0ENERAL(lfr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  TTniTersity):  Ap- 
plications for  a  post  office  atl^Huttj't 
Cross  have  at  various  times  been  re- 
ceived; bat  the  amount  of  correspon- 
deuce  to  be  benefited  is  found  to  be  far 
too  small  to  warrant  the  ezpenditore 
involved. 

EVICTIONS  (IREliANI>)-<THfi  BROOKE 
BSTATE-OOOLGREAJfY. 

Sib  THOMAS  ESMONBE  (DaUin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  were 
the  reasons  tor  the  evictions  recently 
carried  out  by  Captain  Hamiiton  on  the 
Brooke  Estate,  at  Coolgreany;  if  C^ 
tain  Hamilton's  conduct,  in  acting  as 
Sheriff  on  the  occasion,  was  legal ;  if  it 
is  a  fiact  that  two  of  the  tenants  evicted 
— namely,  John  O'Neill  and  William 
Ford,  owed  the  landlord  no  rent  at 
all ;  and,  if  it  is  a  fact  that  tiie  land- 
lord was  indebted  to  CNeiil  for  woric 
done? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fKr 
MioHAXL  Hioks-Bkach)  (Bristol,  W.) : 
I  have  no  information  which  would  ea- 
able  me  to  answer  the  t^ird  and  faarth 
paragraphs  of  this  Question.  I  presume 
the  reason  for  the  evictions  was  tiiat  the 
tenants  had  not  paid  their  rents.  I  am 
not  aware  that  Captain  Hamilton  acted 
as  Sheriff,  and  I  do  not  see  howheooold 
have  done  so. 

LITERATURE,  SCIENCE,  AND  ART- 
THE  CHALLONER  SMITH  COLLEC- 
TION OF  MEZZOTINT  ENGRAVINGS. 

Sm  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  SO  asked  the  Chioi  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If,  in  view 
of  their  extreme  historioal  interest  sod 
peculiar  artistic  value  to  the  Iiiab  people, 
the  Government  will  have  the  ChaUoner 
SmiUi  Collection  of  Mezzotint  En^v- 
ings  purchased  for  the  Irish  Natioiul 
Gallery? 

The  SECRETAEY  to  thb  TBEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  JaoKsoir)  (Leeds,  N.)  (wio 
replied)  said :  Bepresentations  have  dm 
made  to  the  Treasury  bv  an  unofficud 
Committee  in  favour  of  the  purohaM  of 
this  Collection ;  but  the  Tireasuiy  de- 
dined,  having  no  funds  available  for 
the  purpose. 
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decided  that  BQch  appointment  waa  ob- 
jectionable ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
MioHABL  HiokS'Bbach)  (BHstol,  W.)  : 
I  am  informed  that  the  police  did  not 
refuse  to  serve  any  notices  on  jurors 
issued  bj  the  Deputy  Sheriff  prior  to 
the  date  of  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde's  re- 
ceiving the  communication  from  the 
Lords  Justices.  They  would  not  be 
justified  in  serving  notices  Issued  by  the 
Deputy  Sheriff  after  that  date.  Mr. 
Strange  had  identified  himself  with  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  by  attending  and 
speaking  at  meetings,  and  his  appoint- 
ment was  part  of  the  previous  conduct 
of  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde  referred  to  in 
the  letter  of  the  Lord  Justicee  of  Feb- 
ruary 21. 

Mb.  p.  J.  POWER:  May  I  ask  the 
right  faon.  Oentleman  whether  he  has 
not  approved  of  the  appointment  of  the 
Sub -Sheriff  of  Dublin  County,  who 
earned  an  unenviable  notoriety  in  con- 
nection with  the  Tory  Party  seven  years 
ago? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH  :  It 
is  not  my  duty  to  approve  or  disapprove 
of  the  appointment  of  a  Sub*Sheriff. 
The  Qovernroent  can  only  act  with,  re- 
gard to  a  Sub -Sheriff  through  the 
medium  of  the  Sheriff  who  appoints  him. 


AFRICA-THE  GOLD  CX)A8T-C0NTEM- 
PLATED  ACQUISITION  OP  TERRI- 
TORY BT  ENGLAND. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston Vaaked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  it  is  contemplated  to  include 
any  fresh  territory  in  the  British  Pro- 
tectorate on  the  GK>ld  Coast ;  and,  if  so, 
to  what  extent,  and  on  what  condi- 
tions? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Sir 
Hehay  Holland)  (Hampstead):  Two 
additions  have  recently  been  made  to  the 
Oold  Coast  Protectorate.  1.  The  small 
territory  of  Krikor,  a  strip  of  land  about 
2d  miles  by  aiz,  lying  to  the  east  of  the 
Tolls,  between  Awocmah  and  Afloo ;  both 
of  which  were  already  under  British  pro- 
tectiofi*  It  was  desirable  to  accept  the 
offer  of  Krikor  for  administrative  and 
fiscal  reasons,  and  the  Treaty  was  rati- 
fied by  the  late  Government  in  June 
last.  2.  On  the  North- West  confines  of 
the  Pfoteotorate,  adjacent  to  Caman,  an 
bdapendent  State>  the  addition  of  the 
Kingdom  of  Sefwhi  to  the  Protectorate 
was  authorised  by  my  Predecessor.  The 
object  waa  to  secure  the  freedom  of  ^e 
roads  throagh  it,  as  they  are  important 
txide  roatea;  and  the  necessity  of  se^ 
coring  thena  has  been  strongly  iirged 
00  fiber  Majesty's  Qovornment  by  mer- 
dionts  inteireated  in  the  Colony.  The 
priactpal  eonditioBS  are  freedom  of 
trada  rontes  and  cessation  of  slavery. 
No  responsibility  is  involved  of  defend- 
ing the  country  against  any  Native 
aggreedon. 

EOTAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY —  NO- 
TICES ISSUED  BY  THE  DEPUTY 
SHERIFF,  CO.  WATERFORD. 

Ma,  P.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  B.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
police  in  the  County  Waterford  have,  in 
Bome  instances,  reuised  to  serve  notices 
on  jurors  issued  by  the  Deputy  Sheriff 
appointed,  by  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde  prior 
to  the  date  on  which  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde 
received  the  communication  from  the 
Lords  Justices  purporting  to  remove  him 
from  the  position  of  High  Sheriff ;  and, 
if  so,  on  what  grounds ;  and,  on  what 
grounds  the  Irish  Government  took  ex- 
ception to  the  appointment  of  Mr.  L.  C. 
Strange,  solicitor,  as  Sub-Sheriff  by  Sir 
Tl^omas  ^monde,  and  on  what  day  they 


POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)-(TELEGRAPH 
DEPARTMENT)— TELEGRAPHIC  COM- 
MUNICATION BETWEEN  WEXFORD 
AND  ENNISCORTHY. 
Mr.  J.  B.  REDMOND  (Wexford.  N.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  state 
of  the  telegraphic  communication  be- 
tween the  towns  of  Wexford  and  Ennis- 
corthy;  whether,  under  the  existing 
arrangement,  all  messages  from  Ennis- 
corthy  to  Wexford  must  be  transmitted 
first  to  Dublin,  and  thence  to  Wexford, 
and  vice  versd ;  whether  the  result  of  this 
system  is  that  it  frequently  takes  less 
time  to  send  a  message  between  these 
towns  by  rail  than  by  telegraph ;  whe- 
ther a  very  considerable  telegraphic 
business  is  transacted  between  these 
towns ;  and,  whether  he  can  now  see  his 
way  to  grant  the  prayer  of  the  Memorial 
recently  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  General  Post  Office,  Dublin,  by  the 
merchants  and  traders  of  Eoniscorthy, 
asking  for  the  establishment  of  direct 
telegraphicoommunication  between  these 
towns? 
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The  P0STMA8TBB  GENBBAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University):  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  subject 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Question;  and 
while  I  am  unable  to  grant  the  request 
that  direot  telegraphic  oosnmunioatioiL 
should  be  provided  between  Wexford 
and  Ennisoorthy,  because  the  amount  of 
business  between  the  two  towns  will  not 
warrant  the  expense  of  providing  and 
working  a  direct  wire,  I  am  prepared 
to  expedite  the  transmission  of  telegrams 
by  improving  the  existing  means  of  oom^ 
munioation.  The  daily  number  of  mes^ 
sages  is  about  eight,  and  the  average 
time  of  transmission  15  minutes. 

NAVY— THE  INTKiUGBNOB  DEPART. 
MBNT— DIS0LO6UEB  OF  CONFIDEN- 
TIAL DOCUMENTS. 
CoLOKBL  HUGHES. HALLETT 
(Boohester)  (for  Admiral  Matis^  (Pem- 
broke and  Haverfordwest)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
he  has  observed  that  what  appears  to 
be  the  full  text  of  the  instructions  to  the 
Intelligence  D^artment  of  the  Navy 
hae  been  published  in  the  newspapers ; 
and  whether  this  was  done  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Board;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  proposes  to  take  any  steps 
to  prevent  the  publication  of  documents 
of  an  evidently  confidential  character  by 
some  person  or  persons  in  his  Depart- 
ment? 

The  FIBST  LORD  (Lord  Gbokge 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  The 
document  in  question  was  confidential, 
and  the  information  which  led  to  the 
publication  of  the  instructions  to  the 
Intelligence  Department  oonstituted  a 
grave  breach  oi  trust  on  the  part  of 
someone  in  the  Admiralty.  Means  were 
recently  adopted  which  it  was  hoped 
would  have  stopped  the  supply  of  in- 
formation to  the  public  except  through 
the  authorized  channels.  In  a  large 
and  scattered  establishment  like  the 
Admiralty  reliance  must,  to  a  large  ex- 
tent^ be  placed  on  the  good  faith  of  its 
staff.  It  is  much  to  be  regretted  that 
this  sense  of  integrity  has  been  found 
wanting  in  some  one  member  of  the 
Establishment  unknown.  The  Admiralty 
will  not  cease  to  use  every  endeavour  to 
prevent  the  publication  of  such  papers 
m  future. 

Mk.  CHILDBES  (Edinburgh,  8,): 
Oan  the  noble  Lord  say  whether  the 
Admiralty  made  any  investigation  as  to 


the  previous  leaking  out  of  a  memoran- 
dum on  precisely  the  same  subject  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  A 
very  careful  and  elaborate  inquiry  was 
made,  and  I  believe  the  means  were 
ascertained. 

Mb.  OHILD0BR8:  Can  they  be  stated 
without  disadvantage  to  the  Pi^>lie  Ser- 
vice? 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  It 
became  public  by  means  by  which  a 
great  many  other  documents  have 
become  known-^through  the  waste  paper 
basket. 

AttMy-^RAI^B:  OF  MEDICAL  OFFIOERa 
Sir  GUYER  HUNTER  (Hafilm^,. 
Oentral)  asked  the  fiecretasy  of  State  to 
War,  Whether,  since  relative  iank  of 
the  Medical  Officers  of  the  Army  bat 
heeai  abolished,  whaA  rank,  if  any,  they 
now  have  in  the  Army? 

Th£  SECRETARY  or  STATE  (Mr.fi. 
SxiJiHOPB)  (LincohMhiver  Henua^s^): 
A  medical  officer  holds  the  raak  is  the 
Army  which  his  commission  conibn 
upon  him ;  and  under  artid^  125  #  of 
the  Royal  Warrant  it  is  provided,  thai, 
for  purposes  of  precedenoe,  allewaaoee, 
and  widow's  pennon,  medioal  offiesfa 
shall  rank  with  combatant  officers  as 
there  laid  down.  As  a  matter  of  fsMt^ 
the  abolition  of  the  term  *' relative 
rank''  has  not  altered  the  position  of 
medical  officers  in  any  respeet  whatever* 

GREAT   BRITAIN   AND  YBNBZUfiLA-- 

OE»9BATION  OF  DIPLOMATIO  BSI.A. 

TIONS— PROTECTION     OF     BRITISH 

SUBJECTS. 

Mb.  watt  (Glasgow,  CamiaoKie) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  SMe  for 
Forei^  Affairs,  with  reference  to  the 
cessation  of  diplomatic  relations  between 
this  country  and  Yenesmela,  If  he  is  pre- 
pared to  state  what  action  has  bemi,  or 
IS  proposed  to  be,  taken  for  the  pro- 
tection of  Biitidh  subjects  and  &eir 
property  in  the  latter  country ;  ibore 
especially  in  the  disputed  territory  a^a* 
cent  to  the  Oolony  of  British  Guiana, 
now  under  the  administration  of  the 
Yenesuelan  Government? 

The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fbeoussoit)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  It  is  expected  that  tke 
German  Government  will  consent  ie 
undertake  the  protection  of  Britieh  sub* 
jects  and  their  property  in  Yeaeca^ 
during  the  suspension  of  dijilomalic  rff- 
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latiens  with  this  country.  The  Oom- 
mander  of  Her  Majesty's  Naval  Forces 
on  the  Station  has  been  instructed  to 
arrange  for  the  protection  of  the  persons 
and  property  of  British  subjects  in  the 
disputed  territory,  which  is  not  under 
the  adaunistration  of  the  Yenezuelan 
Government,  as  stated  in  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member. 

POST  OFFICE— APPOINTMENTS  TO 
POSTMASTERSHIPS. 

Me,  OONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
home)  who  had  on  the  Paper  the  follow- 
ing Question — ^To  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  he 
has  several  times  lately,  and,  if  so,  in 
what  particular  eases,  when  a  Post- 
mastership  salary  of  £120  in  England  or 
£100  in  Scotland  or  Ireland  has  been 
proposed,  cut  the  proposal  down  and 
given  a  salary  of  £119  or  £99  as  the 
case  may  be ;  whether,  in  any  and  whui 
cases  posts  have  been  conferred  upon 
persons  connected  with  or  related  to 
hims^ ;  and,  if  so,  whether  in  accord- 
ance with  or  contrary  to  the  recommen- 
dations of  a  Committee  of  the  Heads  of 
Branohee  in  the  Post  Office ;  whether 
Boeh  Committee  have  or  had  actual 
knowledge  of  the  work  of  all  the  men 
concerned;  and,  whether  he  was  him- 
self acquainted  with  their  work  ? 

Thb  P08TMASTEB  GENERAL  (Mr. 
BAisxa)  (Cambridge  University):  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Western  Division 
oi  Oomwall  has  sent  me  Notice  that  he 
proposes  to  defer  his  Question;  but  I 
nope  the  House  will  allow  me  to  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  replying  to 
it.  I  have  to  say.  Sir,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
If  ember^B  first  Question,  that  on  twoocea- 
nonscmlyin  England  and  one  in  Scotland, 
to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  since  I  have 
been  in  Office,  Ihavereduced  theproposed 
salary  of  £120  in  England  or  £100  in 
Scotland  to  £119  or  £99  respectively. 
There  has  been  no  such  case  in  Ireland 
in  my  time.  There  was,  I  believe,  one 
recent  case  in  which  the  salary  of  an 
Irish  post  office  was  so  reduced;  but 
that  was  done  by  my  Predecessor  (Lord 
Wolverton).  In  the  following  oases  I 
have  raised  the  salary  to  above  £120  or 
£100  respectively — Ambleside.  Cullomp- 
ton,  Denbigh,  £kifield,  Fakenham, 
Hajle,  Keswick,  Launoeston,  Llangollen, 
Sowerby  Bridge ;  and  in  Scotland,  Jed- 
burgh and  Turriff;  and  in  Ireland,  Per- 
moy,  Letterkenny,  Nenagh,  and  New- 


townards,  and  to  these  may  be  added 
Listowel.  As  regnrds  the  second  Ques- 
tion, I  have  to  say  that  I  have  in  no 
case  conferred  any  post  on  any  person 
related  to  myself ;  though  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  I  should  not  have 
shrunk  from  doing  so  if  I  had  thought 
such  an  appointment  a  proper  one  in  the 
interests  of  the  Public  Service.  In  one 
recent  case  I  have  promoted  to  the  first 
class  a  gentleman  whom,  together  with 
three  or  four  other  deserving  clerks,  I 
was  requested  to  supersede  by  a  junior 
officer.  This  gentleman  belongs,  I  be- 
lieve, to  a  family  connected  by  marriage 
with  another  branch  of  my  own ;  but  I 
have  not,  and  never  had,  any  personal 
acquaintance  with  the  gentleman  in 
question  or  with  any  member  of  his 
family.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Secre- 
tary, and  those  whom  he  may  have  con- 
sulted, had  actual  knowledge  of  the 
work  of  the  clerks  concerned;  and  I 
should  not  have  declined  to  act  on  their 
advice  if  I  had  not  satisfied  mjself.  by 
inquiry  in  the  Department,  that  to  do  so 
would  have  been,  in  my  opinion,  an  act 
not  only  unfair  to  the  particular  gentle- 
man whom  I  have  promoted,  but  also  in- 
jurious to  the  Public  Service,  by  its  dis- 
couraging effect  on  the  class  to  which  he 
belonged. 

IRBLAND-MORTaAGES  AND  OHABGES 
ON  LANDED  PROPERTY. 

Sib  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  the 
Government  intend  submitting  proposals 
dealing  with  mortgages  f^nd  charges  on 
Irish  landed  property  to  the  House; 
whether  they  will  allow  payments  made 
in  respect  of  tithe-rent  charges,  quit 
rents,  and  Crown  rents,  on  Irish  estates 
to  be  reduced  in  the  same  proportion  as 
the  rentals  of  such  estates  have  been 
reduced  ;  and,  whether,  when  Legacy 
and  Succession  Duty  has  been  paid 
within  recent  years  on  landed  property 
in  Ireland — the  value  of  which  property 
has  since  been  greatly  diminished — they 
will  allow  the  amount  of  Duty  paid  in 
excess  of  the  value  to  be  returned  to 
those  who  paid  it  ? 

Thb  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
MioHABL  Hicks-Bbaoh)  (Bristol,  W.): 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  has  already  answered  the  third  * 
paragraph  of  this  Question,  to  the  effect 
that  the  law  directs  that  Legacy  and 
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Succession  Duty  shall  be  assessed  on  the 
value  of  the  property  at  the  time  when 
the  event  happens  which  gives  rise  to  a 
claim  for  duty.  On  the  first  and  second 
paragraphs  I  can  only  say  that  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Boyal  Commission 
will  be  oarefeilly  considered  by  the  Go- 
vernment; but  I  cannot  hold  out  any 
hopes  that  mortgages  can  be  dealt  with. 

NAVY  ^  H,M.S.  "  BEXiLEISLE  *'  —  THE 
**  BROAD  ARROW  AND  MFLITARY 
MAGAZINE." 

Mr.  p.  M*D0NALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
statements  in  The  Broad  Arrow  and 
Military  Magatine,  to  the  effect  that  the 
BslUisle,  instead  of  being  only  six  weeks 
absent  from  the  Kingstown  Station, 

*'I8  orderod  to  be  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Dockyard  Authorities  by  the  2  ith  of  May,  in 
order  to  take  part  in  the  great  Naval  Review  of 
the  20th  of  that  month,  and  is  then  to  proceed 
on  a  cruise  that  wiU  necessitate  her  absence 
from  Dublin  Bay  till  August ; " 

and,  whether  the  absence  of  the  vessel 
will,  therefore,  be  six  months  instead  of 
six  weeks,  as  previously  stated  ;  and,  if 
BO,  whether  the  BeUeiaU  will  be  replaced 
during  the  time  on  this  important 
Station  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Ix)rd  asoRGE 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing)  :  I  can- 
not be  answerable  for  the  statements 
published  in  The  Broad  Arrow^  and  can 
only  repeat  that  the  re- fit  of  the  Bolleisle 
will  take  six  weeks.  The  annual  cruise 
of  the  Reserve  Squadron  usually  occupies 
another  six  weeks.  There  is  no  inten- 
tion of  replacing  her  with  another  ship 
while  she  is  absent  from  her  Station, 

LUNACY  LAWS  CONSOLIDATION  BILL 

—INCORPORATION  OF  "  THE  IDIOTS' 

ACT,  1886." 

Mk,  SALT  (Stafford)  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  it  is  proposed 
to  incorporate  "The Idiots' Act,  1886,"  in 
the  Lunacy  Laws  Consolidation  Bill  of 
the  present  Session  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
subject,  as  my  hon.  Friend  is  aware,  has 
been  brought  under  the  attention  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  by  the  Lunacy  Com- 
missioners, and  the  matter  is  now  under 
consideration.  It  would,  however,  be 
premature  to  arrive  at  any  conclusion  on 
the  subject  before  the  Amendment  Bill 

£ir  Michael  Eioh-Beach 


(on  which  the  consolidation  d^fiends) 
has  made  further  progress;  and  the 
question  is  the  more  important,  beeauie 
the  legislation  with  reference  to  idiots 
was  deliberately  severed  from  the  BiIIb 
relating  to  lunatics  in  the  last  Buiia- 
ment. 

LICHFIELD   CHARITIBS— LOWE'S 
CHARITY. 

Sm  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  What  steps,  if  oBy,  have 
been  taken  with  the  view  of  securing  to 
the  inhabitants  of  Lichfield  a  direct  re- 
presentation on  the  Board  of  Trustees  of 
Ix)we*s  Charity  in  that  «ty,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Resolution  of  the  House 
passed  on  the  18th  of  May  in  last  year? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  Lowe's 
Charity  at  Lichfield  is  now  reg^ated  by 
a  scheme  established  by  an  Order  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  made  on  the  26th 
of  March*  1886,  which  provides  Ibr  the 
appointment  by  the  Town  Council  of 
LichBeld  (as  representative  Trustees)  of 
five  Trustees  out  of  12.  No  proceedings 
are  pending  before  the  Commissioners 
for  any  variation  of  that  scheme.  With 
regard  to  the  Resolution  of  the  House  df 
the  18th  of  May,  I  beg  to  refer  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  the  answer  I  gave  him  on  the 
3rd  instant. 

GREENWICH   HOSPITAL    FUNBfe— 
INVESTMENT. 

Sir  SAMUEL  WILSON  (Portsmouth) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  will  take  into  oonsideradon 
the  question  of  investing  ihe  sum  of 
£1»878,817  19«.  of  the  funds  of  Green- 
wich Hospital,  now  in  Three  per  Gent 
Annuities,  in  Australian,  New  Z^and, 
or  Canadian  Government  Loans,  yidd- 
ing  about  4  per  oent,  and  thus  effect  a 
yearly  saving  of  about  £13,788  for  ttie 
benefit  of  the  Greenwich  Pensioners  f 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  (Sbef- 
field,  Ecdesall)  (A  Lord  of  the  Amu- 
kaltt)  (who  replied)  said  :  After  certaia 
re-investments,  which  are  already  sanc- 
tioned, have  been  carried  out,  the 
amount  of  Greenwich  Hos^tal  Funds 
standing  in  Three  per  Cent  Annnittes 
will  only  be  about  £945,000.  These 
funds  are  public  trust  money ;  and  it  is 
not  deemed  advisable  to  tranfif er  the  in- 
vestment to  the  Colonial  loans  mentiosed 
iu  ibe  Question  of  my  h<m.  f^end. 
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LONDON  CORPORATION  (CHARGES  OP 
MALVERSATION). 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.), 
who  liad  the  following  Notice  of  Motion 
on  the  Paper : — 

«  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  and  report  npon  certain  chareee, 
bronght  under  the  notice  of  this  House  by  Mr. 
Howell,  Member  for  the  North  East  Division  of 
Bethnal  Green,  and  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Member 
for  the  Borough  of  Northampton,  alleging  im- 
proper use  and  malversation  of  public  funds  of 
the  Corporation  of  London,  by  or  with  the  oon- 
sent  of  members  and  officials  of  8u<^  Corpora- 
tion : — That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  they  do  take  evidence  on  oath,*' 

said :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  whether  he  can  state 
what  oourse  the  Goyemment  are  going 
to  take  with  regard  to  my  Motion  ?  I 
understood  he  promised  to  say  to- 
day. 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  There  will  be  no  opposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
the  Motion  which  I  understand  the  hon. 
Member  has  put  on  the  Paper.  I  think, 
however,  it  would  have  been  better  if 
the  hon.  Member  had  set  out  in  his 
Motion  the  charges  which  he  proposes 
to  bring  against  Uie  Corporation ;  but  I 
assume  he  is  prepared  to  lay  them  be- 
fore the  Committee  specificaUy  when  it 
meets. 

Mb.  bradlaugh  (Northampton) : 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  will  consent  if 
the  Committee  as  nominated  does  not 
include  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  East  Bethnal  Green  and  myself, 
to  an  Instruction  which  I  shall  movd, 
giving  my  hon.  Friend  and  myself  power 
to  call  and  examine  witnesses  before  the 
Commission  ? 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  is  hardly 
reasonable  that  I  should  be  asked  to 
anticipate  the  oourse  which  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  may  take.  I  propose 
that  the  Committee  of  Selection  ^all 
take  the  entire  responsibility  for  the 
nomination  of  the  Committee ;  and  if  the 
two  hon.  Members  (Mr.  Howell  and  Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  are  not  named  on  the  Com- 
mittee, then  will  be  the  time  for  them 
to  make  an  application  to  the  House. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  Then,  if  the 
Committee  of  Selection  does  not  so  name 
us,  I  give  Notice  that  I  shall  move  such 
an  Instruction  to  the  Committee. 

YOU  OCOXI.      [thuo)  skriks] 


ORDERS    OF  THE  DAY. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL    SERVICES    (SUPPLE- 
MENTARY  ESTIMATES,  1886-7). 

Supply — cwmdered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  HI. — ^Law  and  Justicb. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  Sapplementary  eum,  not  exooeding 
£30,960,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charp;e  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slit  day  of 
March  1887,  for  the  ConsU^ulaiy  Force  in 
Ireland." 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  This  is 
not  the  first  time  that  I  have  directed 
-the  attention  of  a  Committee  of  this 
House  to  the  growing  charge  of  the  Irish 
Constabulary.  I  recollect  that  shortly 
after  I  entered  the  House,  in  the  year 
1881,  I  opposed  this  Vote,  which  has 
always  seemed  to  me  to  be  a  shocking 
and  disgraceful  waste  of  the  public 
money  .oi  England.  The  Irish  Con- 
stabulary, of  late  years,  has  always 
been  maintained  on  a  war  footing.  I 
remember  on  one  occasion  a  declaration 
being  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man  the  senior  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  John  Bright)  that  the  opinion  he 
had  held  for  years  was  that  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Irish  Constabulary,  as  a 
military  force,  was  a  standing  and  last« 
ing  disgrcuje  to  the  English  Oovemment. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  added  that 
he  looked  forward  confidentiy  to  the 
near  approach  of  a  happier  time,  when 
this  expenditure  would  be  cut  down. 
That  speech  was  delivered  five  or  six 
years  ago.  But  has  the  expense  of  the 
Irish  Constabulary  been  cut  down? 
Instead  of  having  been  diminished  in 
any  way,  it  has  been  augmented  year  by 
year.  This  year  we  have  already  passed 
Estimates  amounting  to  £1,397,153  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  (Constabulary 
Force  of  Ireland,  and  we  are  now  called 
upon  to  vote  a  further  sum  of  £30,000. 
Tlie  Constabulary  of  Ireland  have  legiti- 
mate duties  to  perform  which,  at  the 
present  moment,  they  entirely  neglect. 
They  leave  crime  altogether  undetected 
and  unpunished,  in  spite  of  the  monstrous 
sums  wnich  are  expended  on  them.  Now, 
I  maintain  that  U  the  force  were  not 
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required  to  p^orm  other  duties  besides 
those  connected  with  the  detection  of 
murderers  and  robbers,  it  could  be  main- 
tained in  a  liberal  manner  and  with 
efficiency  at  the  comparatiyely  low  cost  of 
£400,000  a-year.  What  does  that  mean  ? 
We  hear  of  Ministers  leaving  the  Cabinet 
because  they  desire  to  see  economical 
arrangements  effected  in  the  Army  and 
Nary;  and  here  in  Ireland — although 
we  are  accused  of  desiring  to  plunge  our 
arms  elbow  deep  into  the  pockets  of  the 
British  taxpayer — we  are  willing  to  make 
you  a  present  of  £800,000  a-year.    I 
feel  bound  to  say  that  if  the  present 
policy  is  continued  the  cost  of  the  Irish 
Constabulary  will  soon  reach  £1,500, 000, 
or,  perhaps,  £2,000,000  a-year.     What 
is  the  reason  we  are  asked  to  vote  this 
STun  of  £30,000  additional?     Not  be- 
cause we  have  not  already  provided  fgr 
the  extra  pay  and  travelling  expenses  of 
the  Constabulary,  because  for  years  we 
have  had  to  vote  heavy  sums  for  those 
piirposes.    Indeed,  it  is  the  best  paid 
and  best  cared-for  Police  Force  in  the 
world ;  but  still,  when  the  men  are  sent 
out  to  assist  in  carrying  out  evictions,  it 
is  necessary  to  give  them  a  larffe  addi- 
tional sum  per  day  for  extra  duties — 
a  sum  far  larger  than  any  hard-work- 
ing man  in  Ireland  could  hope  to  ob- 
tain from  a  day's  labour.    The  House 
has  already  voted  a  sum  of  £62,500 
for    extra     pay    and     travelling    ex- 
penses   this   year,    and    we    are    now 
asked    to  increase  that  sum   by  over 
£30,000,   making  in  all  £ 93,467,   for 
extra   allowances    and    travelling    ex- 
penses.    A  more  monstrous  waste  of 
the  public  money  was  never  made.    I 
am  afraid  that  I  must  trespass  at  con- 
siderable length  on  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  while  I  direct  the  attention 
of  hon.  Members  to  the  way  in  which 
this  money  has  been  squandered  in  Ire- 
land, not  only  for  utterly  useless  pur- 
poses, but  for  purposes  of  the  gravest 
possible  mischief— with  this  result  only, 
that  the  uselessness  of  the  police  in  Ire- 
land is  made  more  manifest  day  by  day. 
As  a  Police  l^'orce  they  are  of  no  value 
whatever,  and  they  are  chiefly  used  in 
parading  about  the  country  as  if  they 
were  a  foreign  force  in  the  occupation 
of  an  enemy's  territory ;  and  they  have 
been  employed  in  assisting  in  evictions 
and  in  protecting  Qovemment  reporters. 
This  Eistimate  for  travelling  expenses 
and  extra  allowances  deals  only  with 
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three  matters  —  first  of  all,  suppression 
of  public  meetings ;  secondly,  the  carry- 
ing out  of  evictions ;  and,  thirdly,  the 
protection  of  reporters  sent  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  report  the  words  of  any 
man  who  dares  to  open  his  mouth  in 
Ireland.  The  system  has  been  ^(m% 
on  for  the  last  six  years  without  nu^one 
rising  to  explain  what  good  Los  been 
done  by  it.  The  Qovemment  never  get 
a  conviction,  and  they  might  as  well 
dispense  with  these  pdice  reports  alto- 

g ether.  No  doubt  there  is  an  accamu- 
kted  number  of  them ;  but  who,  in  the 
name  of  Heaven,  will  ever  read  ihiongli 
them?  Hundreds  and  hundreds  d 
speeches  have  been  reported  wficii 
would  fill  that  Table  if  they  were  piM 
up  together,  and  they  have  been  xe- 
ported  for  no  object  under  the  sun.  Ai 
to  the  first  item  in  these  Estimates,  ii 
looking  over  the  detailed  list  I  have 
certainly  been  led  to  believe  that  the 
Government  have  not  honestly  prepared 
it.  I  believe  they  have  been  ashamed 
to  come  before  this  Committee  and  tell 
us  the  sum  they  have  lavished  in  Ire- 
land in  carrying  out  evictions  during 
the  last  two  or  three  months.  If  the 
Committee  could  only  reaL'ze  the  large 
sums  of  money  that  have  been  spent  in 
these  evictions,  they  would  arrive  at  a 
conclusion  that  the  time  has  come  when, 
if  the  public  could  know  how  the  money 
has  been  spent,  they  would  rise  up  in 
rebellion  and  put  a  stop  to  it  There 
are  items  here  for  car-hire,  railway 
fares,  and  marching  money  for  carrying 
out  the  duties  described  in  the  sub-bead 
— namely,  evictions  and  suppression  of 
public  meetings,  and  the  total  amounts 
to  £11,164.  I  have  been  told,  on  veiy 
good  authority,  that  the  car-hire  alone 
in  the  eviction  of  four  families  on  Ltfd 
danricarde's  estate  at  Woodford  came 
to  £1,372.  It  is  told  of  one  man  that 
he  went  to  these  evictions  with  an  old 
and  dilapidated  car  and  a  broken-down 
horse  which  he  had  borrowed  from  a 
neighbour.  When  he  returned  from 
Woodford  he  was  enabled  to  buy  him- 
self a  new  oar  and  a  horse.  He  appears 
to  have  been  paid  £13  for  horse  and 
car -hire  to  enable  him  to  afttend 
the  Woodford  evictions.  NowVbe  it 
remembered  that  the  whole  /mm  in 
dispute  was  exactly  £50,  and  tlb  eD&0 
rental  of  the  four  farms  from  Mf^  the 
tenants  have  been  evicted  c*4di^^ 
enormous  sum  of  £92.     F^JlesnjJ^ 
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ont  these  evictions  the  Ooveniment  liave 
expended  £1,372  in  one  item  alone,  and 
the  object  of  the  evictions  was  to  turn 
oat  the  tenants  by  a  man  who  has  since 
proved  himself  to  be  little  short  of  a 
madman.  What  has  been  the  result? 
We  are  told  that  it  is  necessary  to  do 
BQch  things  and  to  waste  such  sums  of 
money  in  order  to  maintain  law  and 
order  in  Ireland.  Now,  let  me  ask  the 
Government  to  consider  what  they  have 
gotfor this  £1,372.  They  have  secured 
this  result — ^that  the  whole  of  the  Gan- 
ncarde  Estate  is  in  a  state  of  revolution 
against  the  payment  of  rent.  That 
which  you  have  done  at  Woodford  has 
made  it  impossible  for  Lord  CHanricarde 
to  ^t  a  shilling  of  rent,  and  he  never 
will  get  a  shilling  tmtil  he  comes  down 
to  the  terms  which  the  tenants  offer  so 
hmg  as  this  system  is  going  on.  The 
only  justification  for  this  monstrous 
waste  of  money  is  that  you  are  going  to 
restore  law  and  order  in  Ireland.  Now, 
have  you  made  any  advance  in  that 
direction?  The  only  result  you  have 
achieved  as  yet  has  been  the  turning 
oat  of  four  men  from  their  houses. 
They  have  not  paid  the  rent,  and,  in- 
stead of  making  them  pay,  you  have 
induced  15,000  men  to  declare  that  they 
will  refuse  to  pay  their  rent  until  these 
four  men  are  put  back  upon  their  farms. 
I  will  tell  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  plainly  that 
not  one  shilling  of  rent  will  be  paid  on 
the  Clanricarde  Estate  until  he  puts 
these  four  men  back  again,  and  undoes 
the  work  which  was  done  in  Woodford 
in  August  last.  The  present  system,  if 
continued,  must  inevitably  disgrace  any 
Government  that  is  prepared  to  carry  it 
on.  Let  me  take  another  instance,  and 
I'eally  I  think  it  is  only  fair  that  the 
Committee  should  see  they  get  value  for 
their  money  in  any  case.  The  second 
case  I  had  something  to  do  with  myself. 
I  refer  to  the  Qlenbeigh  evictions.  I 
ani  not  going  into  the  details  of  those 
evictions,  because  I  think  we  have  heard 
enough  of  them  in  this  House ;  but  1 
wish  to  point  out  that,  according  to  the 
Btatement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  himself, 
we  are  now  called  upon  to  vote  a  sum  of 
£450  for  the  extra  pay  and  allowances 
o!  the  police  who  were  employed  in 
^^rrying  out  those  evictions,  and  yet 
^^ere  is  not  a  man  in  Englafid,  whether 
he  be  Oonservative  or  fiberal,  wLo  is 


not  utterly  disgusted  with  the  manner 
in  which  those  evictions  were  carried 
out.  In  order  to  evict  these  poor  ten- 
ants, and  bum  their  houses  down,  you 
have  now  to  pay  £450  of  English  money. 
What  have  you  gained?  Have  you 
restored  law  and  order  ?  Have  you  con- 
ciliated the  people  ?  There  was  no  com- 
bination in  this  locality  against  the  pay- 
ment of  rent.  The  members  of  the 
Land  League  did  pay  their  rent,  and 
others  paid  all  they  were  able  to  pay. 
You  have  spent  £450  in  evicting  these 
persons,  and  now  the  whole  of  the  ten- 
ants of  the  Qlenbexgh  Estate  refuse  to 
pay  any  more.  Therefore,  you  have 
only  succeeded  in  ruining  the  landlord. 
What  has  occurred  at  Ballyferreter  ? 
You  have  there  taught  them  to  realise 
the  lesson  you  have  oeen  teaching  them 
for  the  last  50  year&— namely,  that 
where  they  submit  to  ^e  law  they  get 
no  mercy,  and  that  where  they  resist 
the  law  they  get  justice.  An  agent  was 
sent  down  there  before  the  police  arrived 
on  the  scene,  and,  before  Lord  Oork's 
agent  called  in  the  police,  he  refused  to 
give  any  better  terms  to  the  tenants 
than  one  year's  rent  and  the  costs. 
When  the  police  were  sent  down  the 
people  met  them  armed  with  such  rude 
weapons  as  they  could  collect.  They 
met  the  police,  resisted  their  progress, 
and  put  them  to  flight.  The  next  day 
a  British  gunboat  was  employed  to  assist 
the  police.  Surely  this  was  a  spectacle 
for  gods  and  men^— a  British  gunboat 
employed  to  restore  order  in  these  coun- 
try districts !  What  did  the  people  do 
then?  When  the  poUce  came  down 
they  faced  them  as  before;  they  as- 
sembled on  the  mountain,  rolled  down 
huge  boulders,  and  the  poUce  had  to 
fight  their  way.  In  the  end  the  landlord 
had  to  accept  the  tenants'  terms.  That 
is  the  lesson  you  are  teaching  the  people 
of  Ireland.  K  they  obey  the  law  they 
get  no  mercy;  but  if  they  will  fight 
the  police,  the  better  they  fight  the 
more  they  will  get.  That  is  a  lesson 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  Go- 
vernment are  teaching  the  people  of  Ire- 
land all  over  the  country,  and  it  is  a 
lesson  which  I  have  learned  from  my 
ohildbood  upwards.  As  louff  as  the 
people  have  remained  quiet  tney  have 
been  exterminated;  but  when  they 
rise  and  break  the  law,  and  make 
violent  resistance,  they  get  terms.  Yet 
the    (Government    have    the    audacity 
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to  come  forward  now  and  ask  the 
people  of  England  to  pay  £450  for 
burning  down  the  houses  of  the  poor 
tenants  in  Olenbeigh.  They  are,  fur- 
ther, asked  to  pay  £1,500  or  £2,000  for 
this  gallant  endeavour  to  give  effect  to 
tiie  insanities  of  Lord  Clanrioarde.  I 
know  that  the  Gh>vemment  themselves 
were  disgusted  with  the  conduct  of  Ixird 
Glanricarde.  His  own  agent  was  so  dis- 
gusted that  he  left  him ;  and  now  you 
are  beginning  to  see  the  consequences 
of  refusing  to  alter  the  law  at  the  de- 
mand of  the  people  of  Ireland*  The 
Government  are  compelled  at  this  mo- 
ment to  place  the  forces  of  the  Grown  at 
the  disposal  of  a  man  whom  they  regard 
with  the  utmost  abhorrence  and  disgust, 
and  whom  they  have  endeavoured  vainly 
to  control.  They  feel  themselves  called 
upon  to  place  at  Lord  Olanricarde's  dis- 
posal as  many  armed  men  as  he  chooses 
to  demand,  in  order  that  they  may  ad- 
vance into  a  country  where  the  people 
refuse  to  yield,  and  where  nothing  can 
follow  but  strife.  Before  I  leave  this 
subject  I  should  like  to  relate  a  circum- 
stance which  will  remain  in  my  memory 
as  lonff  as  I  live.  The  police  who  were 
sent  down  to  Olenbeigh  formed  into 
colnmn,  and  they  marched  to  a  remote 
house,  four  miles  away  on  the  moun- 
tain, occupied  by  a  Mrs.  Moriarinr.  The 
b&ton  men  led  the  van,  like  a  body  of 
skirmishers ;  then  came  the  police  armed 
with  tiieir  swords  and  rifles,  with  two 
Emergency  crowbar  men  in  the  middle, 
and  followed  by  the  representatives  of 
the  Press  and  the  peasantry.  Li  that 
order  they  marched  for  four  miles  along 
the  road-side  some  200  strong,  and  they 
consumed  the  entire  day,  at  a  probable 
cost  to  the  coxmtry  of  £40  or  £50.  And 
what  was  the  result  ?  When  we  got  to 
Mrs.  Moriarty's  house,  and  the  agent 
went  in,  it  was  discovered  that  this  was 
the  case  of  a  joint  holding,  and  that 
Mrs.  Moriarty  had  offered  her  rent  to 
the  agent,  who  refused  to  take  it.  The 
agent  refused  because  this  woman's 
brother — who  was  a  joint  tenant  in  the 
holding — could  not  pay,  and,  on  inquiry, 
they  declared  to  me  that  they  ho;iestly 
believed  he  had  not  a  shilling  in  the 
world.  In  this  case,  this  body  of  police 
were  marched  for  a  considerable  distance 
to  evict  a  tenant  who  had  offered  pay- 
ment of  the  rent.  It  was  the  most  stupid 
and  irritating  exhibition  I  ever  witnessed 
in  my  life.    I  talked  to  the  woman,  and 

Ur.JHlUm 


I  said — "I  wonder  how  people  remaiii 
in  this  place  at  all."  She  said— *'I 
thought  I  should  be  rich  here ;  and  so  I 
should  have  been  if  two  cows  had  not 
died  on  me  in  the  summer."  I  do  not 
believe  for  a  moment  that  she  waa  telling 
an  untruth.  Two  of  her  cows  had  died 
during  the  summer,  and  she  ha*!  only 
one  left.  Notwithstanding  this,  she  bad 
offered  to  pay  her  rent,  and  she  had 
brought  it  in  twice,  and  laid  it  on  ilie 
table  before  the  agent.  NeTcrtheless, 
this  large  body  of  police  was  marched  to 
her  holding.  She  informed  me  that  the 
money  she  had  tendered  in  payment  of 
the  rent  she  had  obtained  from  80m$  of 
her  children  who  are  in  service.  "  Oh ;" 
she  said,  '*  I  cannot  pay  now  as  I  naed 
to  do,  because  my  son  left  me  last  year  to 

g)  to  America,  and  he  left  me  in  a  hole, 
ut.  Sir,"  she  added,  ''  I  cannot  Uane 
him.  I  have  been  robbing  him  of  bis 
waffes  ever  since  he  was  15  years  of  age, 
and  I  have  devoted  every  shilling  to  &e 
payment  of  the  rent."  This  interview 
with  this  poor  woman  will  remain  im* 
pressed  on  my  mind  as  long  as  I  liTe. 
These  are  the  persons  the  poSce  are  em- 
ployed to  evict  Then,  I  would  ask,  m 
we  getting  the  value  of  our  money  for 
evictions  of  this  kind?  Is  there  anj 
Unionist  who  imagines  that  we  are  get- 
ting value,  and  that  they  will  maintam 
the  Union  for  another  aix  years  like 
those  we  have  just  passed  through? 
You  are  now  driving  Ireland  into 
anarchy,  and  there  really  exists  no 
Oovemment  at  all.  If  the  Unionists 
in  this  House  desire  to  maintain  the 
Union,  the  sooner  they  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  stop  evictions  the  better.  We  are  now 
paying  for  the  suppression  of  pnbho 
meetings  in  Ireland.  Meetings  hsTe 
been  suppressed  without  the  sL'ghteflt 
justification  even  in  the  most  disturbed 
times  when  the  greatest  excitement  bas 
prevailed,  but  which  have  not  bera 
stained  by  an  act  of  violence  or  a  single 
crime.  I  must  confess  that  efeiy 
Monday  morning  I  have  opened  tiie 
newspapers  with  a  feeling  of  dread,  n- 
pecting  to  hear  that  there  had  been  a 
collision  between  the  Government  and 
the  people.  I  warn  the  Gkiverwnot 
that  we  shall  continue  to  hol(%t)keee 
meetings.  I  defy  the  Qovemm^toF'* 
them  down,  and  if  bloodshed  ^®.|flirvi><* 
their  heads  be  the  crime  and^^  j^^ditf^ 
Who  is  it  that  is  hTediiSaDt^^)^} 
We,  who  desire  to  give^or  f*^  jb  «" 
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grieyances,  or  the  Government  who  are 
eo'deavourin^  to  suppress  liberty  of 
speech  and  the  right  of  public  meeting 
in  Ireland?  The  Government  proclaimed 
the  meeting  at  Coolgreaney.  I  have 
here  a  copy  of  the  Proclamation  signed 
by  a  General  Officer  in  Her  Majesty's 
Amy— Sir  Redvers  BuUer.  We  are 
tdd  that  the  Government  proclaimed 
that  meeting  not  because  any  informa- 
tion had  been  sworn  that  it  was  likely 
to  lead  to  a  breach  of  the  peace,  but  be- 
cause in  their  impression  it  had  tt 
teDdency  to  promote  an  illegal  object, 
and,  therefore,  they  ought  to  prevent  it. 
Talk  as  you  may,  if  such  a  power  is 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Executive  the 
right  of  public  meeting  and  liberty  of 
speech  wul  be  at  an  end.  Is  it  to  be  in 
the  power  of  an  Executive  acting  in  the 
dark  in  Dublin  Castle  to  proclaim  public 
meetings  in  Ireland,  ad  libitum,  on  the 
representation  of  some  land  agent  who 
foes  up  the  back  stairs  and  says  that  in 
m  opinion  a  particular  meeting  which 
has  been  announced  to  be  held  is  called 
to  support  the  Flan  of  Campaign  ?  If 
this  kind  of  action  is  to  be  taken  the 
right  of  free  speech  will  be  at  an  end  in 
Ireland,  and  I  tell  the  Government 
plainly  that  we(  will  not  tamely  submit  to 
such  a  course.  We  held  our  meeting 
last  Runday,  although  it  was  proclaimed 
by  the  Government,  and  the  Govern- 
ment knew  nothing  of  it  until  it  had 
been  held.  We  shall  continue  to  do  so, 
and  if  we  are  interfered  with  and  blood 
is  shed  in  consequence  let  that  blood  be 
on  the  head  of  the  Gbvemment  who 
attempt  to  suppress  the  right  of  public 
meeting.  Wnat  happened  at  Oool- 
greaney  ?  I  mention  this  because  it 
illustrates  in  a  graphic  manner  the  use* 
lessness  of  employing  the  police  in  such  a 
way.  We  have  heard  m  this  House 
complaint  after  complaint  of  the  pre- 
valence of  undetected  crime  and  outrage 
in  Ireland.  Why  is  that?  It  is  be- 
cause the  police  are  useless.  They  can 
put  down  meetings  in  Ireland,  and  can 
baton  the  people ;  but  they  cannot  appre- 
hend a  murderer  or  put  a  stop  to  moon- 
lighting. What  was  it  that  they  tried 
to  do  at  Coolgreaney?  The  General 
Officer  to  whom  I  have  referred  at- 
tempted to  put  down  the  Coolgreaney 
meeting.  He  declined  to  be  hum- 
bugged, and  he  sent  down  200  police 
and  mounted  men  to  scour  the  country. 
Well,  what  happened?    We  sent  out 


bogus  cars ;  the  police  rode  after  them^ 
and  then  we  held  our  meeting  with 
bands  and  banners  and  vrith  2,000  per- 
sons present.  It  was  held  within  five 
miles  of  Coolgreaney;  speeches  were 
made  at  enormous  length,  and  the 
police  did  not  know  a  word  about  the 
meeting,  nor  was  there  any  police  re- 
porter present,  and  no  report  of  our 
speeches  was  supplied  to  the  Govern- 
ment. Perhaps  the  consequence  was 
that  I  gave  a  freer  play  to  my  imagina- 
tion than  I  am  accustomed  to  do.  After 
the  meeting  was  over,  in  driving  along 
the  road  to  Coolgreaney,  I  passed  200 
policemen  marching  out  of  (>>olgreaney 
under  the  pleasing  delusion  that  they 
had  dispersed  the  meeting.  We  arrived 
at  Coolgreaney  at  &  o'clock,  and  then 
we  held  a  meeting  on  the  very  spot 
where  it  was  intended  to  take  place 
originally.  Now,  why  ohonid  the 
people  of  this  country  be  asked  to 
pay  large  sums  of  money  for  such 
tomfoole^  as  this?  The  attempt  at 
suppressing  that  meeting  probably  oost 
the  country  £100,  and  this  is  all  you 
got  for  it.  You  did  not  suppress  the 
meeting,  and  you  lost  the  valuable 
report  which  would  have  been  placed  in 
the  archives  of  Dublin  Castie  by  the 
police  reporter,  and  which  tiie  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
has  lost  the  pleasure  of  perusing.  I  am 
sorry  for  that,  because  I  have  some 
hopes  of  converting  him  even  yet.  The 
police  found  it  impossible  to  suppress 
this  meeting,  because  there  was  not  even 
a  child  of  18  years  who  would  not  de- 
ceive them,  and  they  could  get  no  more 
information  as  to  where  we  were,  or 
what  we  were  doing,  than  if  they  had 
been  in  Prance  or  Germany.  They  were 
driving  about  the  country,  and  every 
child  or  woman  they  questioned  sent 
them  on  a  wrong  road.  Are  these  the 
men  who  are  to  constitute  a  force  capa- 
ble of  suppressing  murder?  How  are 
the  Irish  Constabulary  to  put  down 
murder  and  moonlighting  when  things 
have  been  brought  to  such  a  pass  in 
Ireland  that  it  is  considered  a  crime 
and  an  act  of  treachery  to  be  seen 
talking  to  a  policeman  ?  The  result  of 
all  these  arrangements  is,  of  course, 
that  crime  flourishes,  and  the  poKce  are 
hated ;  the  Estimates  grow  and  grow, 
and  instead  of  getting  any  value  for  the 
money  voted  we   only  find    that    the 
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country  is  going  from  bad  to  worse. 
Surely  one  would  suppose  that  for  a 
auiu  of  £1,400,000  a^year  ihe  Qovem- 
ment  ought  to  be  able  to  maintain  law 
and  order  in  Ireland.  But  what  is  the 
fact?  Hon.  Members  of  this  House 
dedare  that  there  is  no  Ooyemment  in 
Ireland  at  all.  A  remarkable  lettw 
from  a  noble  Lord  has  recently  ap- 
peared in  the  newspapers.  He  tells 
us  that  the  Oonserratiye  Govemment, 
when  they  oame  into  Office,  declared 
that  they  would  put  down  agitation  in 
Ireland  with  a  turn  of  their  little  finger^ 
and  the  Gbvemment  were  at  once  to 
restore  the  authority  of  law  and  order, 
and  to  put  an  end  for  ever  to  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  It  is 
declared  that  there  is  no  Qovemment  at 
all  in  Ireland,  and  you  are  getting  no 
yaluewhateverforthe£l,400,000  a-year 
you  are  spending  on  the  Irish  police. 
Now  what  might  happen  if  you  allow 
the  Irish  people  to  manage  their  own 
police  ?  The  Irish  people  would  *'  run  " 
them  —  as  they  say  in  Arnica — for 
£400,000,  and  for  that  money  they 
would  maintain  law  and  order  in  a 
▼ery  difPer^it  fashion  from  the  present. 
Under  the  existing  system  the  expendi- 
ture must  continue  to  increase,  with 
worse  and  worse  results.  Then  there  is 
a  third  expense  to  which  I  wish  to  draw 
attention — namely,  the  charge  for  the 

froteotion  of  police  reporters  in  Ireland, 
estimate  that  during  the  last  six  years 
between  £20,000  and  £30,000  have  been 
spent  in  collecting  reports  of  probably 
6,000  speeches;  and  I  think  it  is  about 
time  for  some  Minister  to  get  up  and 
say  what  purpose,  under  the  sun,  he 
expects  to  gain  by  collecting  those  vast 
masses  of  speeches,  since  during  the 
whole  of  these  six  years  there  has  never 
been  an  attempt  to  use  the  speeches 
except  in  two  well-known  trials  —  in 
both  of  which  the  Gbvemment  were 
signally  defeated.  If  the  Government 
have  ^ven  up  trials,  why  do  they  send 
large  bodies  of  police  to  protect  Govern- 
ment reporters?  I  have  done  every- 
thing in  my  power,  although  it  is  not 
always  possible  to  do  so,  when  the  Go- 
vernment very  prudently  and  wisely  con- 
sider it  necessary  to  send  a  body  of 
armed  men  to  protect  their  reporters. 
The  people  regard  them  as  spies,  and 
they  will  not  allow  them  to  go  upon  the 
platform.  In  every  instance,  when  I 
have  been  present,  I  have  invited  them 
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upou  the  platform  when  the  people  ha^e 
aUowed  me  to  do  so,  because  I  have  fell 
that  the  situation  might  otherwise  be  of 
a  critical  and  dangerous  character.  The 
Government  insist  that  these  persons 
shall  have  the  best  place  in  front  ol  tib 
meeting.  The  people,  however,  regard 
them  as  spies,  and  the  consequence  is 
that  they  are  compelled  by  force  to 
thrust  themselves  into  the  middle  of 
the  meeting.  I  shall  never  forget 
the  scene  which  I  witneaied  at  Lougfh- 
rea.  The  Government,  unfortunately, 
on  that  occasion  did  not  send  a  sufficieot 
body  of  men.  They  sent  down  some 
20  armed  men;  but  the  committee 
would  not  allow  their  reporter  to  go  oa 
the  platform,  even  at  my  request.  The 
police  thereupon  insisted  upon  fordng 
their  way  to  the  front  There  were  at 
least  10,000  men  assembled,  and  just 
before  I  began  to  speak  somebody  struck 
a  constable  or  shoved  him,  and  the 
police  were  immediately  called  upon  to 
nx  bayonets.  Now,  if  one  drop  of  blood 
had  been  shed  on  that  occasion,  I  be- 
lieve  that  not  one  of  those  policemen 
would  have  left  that  meeting  alive,  not- 
withstanding everything  I  could  have 
done  to  protect  them.  If  the  GK>veni- 
ment  had  a  really  strong  reason  thej 
might  say — ''  We  will  run  the  risk  oif 
bloodshed,  because  what  we  are  doing 
is  necessary."  But  I  do  not  know  what 
interests  the  Government  have  to  serve 
in  reporting  these  speeches.  They  get 
full  reports  of  them  in  the  public  papers, 
and  their  only  object  can  be  to  nave 
sworn  reports  for  the  purpose  of  trials, 
of  which,  however,  I  should  think  the 
IrishSecretaryhas  had  enough.  Isitgood 
value  for  money  to  vote  large  sums  for 
a  purpose  which  is  fraught  with  the 
greatest  danger  to  peace  and  order  and 
a  cause  of  insult  and  irritation  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  ?  There  never  wa»— 
and  the  police,  I  believe,  will  bear  out 
the  statement — at  any  agrarian  meeting 
the  slightest  cause  for  the  presence  <rf 
the  police.  There  is  no  case  on  reoord 
where  the  peace  has  been  broken,  and 
none,  as  far  as  I  know,  in  which  injiuy 
has  been  done  to  property.  I  attended 
a  meeting  some  time  ago,  to  reach  which 
I  had  to  drive  over  one  of  the  most 
frightful  mountain  roads  it  was  ever  my 
lot  to  travel  over  for  a  distance  of  20 
miles.  At  least  10,000  people  were  pre- 
sent, and  the  authorities,  in  order  to 
protect  their  police  reporter,  were  obliged 
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to  transport  150  police  over  that  long 
mountain  road  atj  enormous  cost,  and 
with  great  exposure  to  the  men,  and  all 
this  for  the  purpose  of  getting  a  report 
of  speeches  which  is  never  used.  I  have 
not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the  expenses 
to  which  the  Oovemment  were  put  on 
that  day  alone  amounted  to  X40.  And 
what  have  you  got  for  it  ?  Like  every- 
^Dg  else  in  connection  with  the  police, 
the  proceedings  of  the  authorities  only 
tend  to  promote  disorder  and  disaffec- 
tion. Let  the  police  perform  their  legiti- 
mate duty  of  detecting  and  punishing 
crime.  Let  them  be  employed  to  stop 
evictions  rather  than  to  carry  them  out. 
It  is  a  curious  thing  that  when  I  com- 
menced this  agitation  last  year,  in  com- 
pany with  my  friend  (Mr.  O'Brien),  we 
thought  that  under  it  we  could  reduce 
Ireland  to  order ;  and  it  is  a  curioiis  fact 
that  never  in  the  whole  history  of  the 
eountry  have  we  passed  through  a  period 
of  snch  deep  and  wide-spread  distress 
with  such  freedom  from  disorder  and 
crime.  At  Christmas  the  Government 
commenced  to  suppress  our  meetings, 
and  simultaneously  with  their  action 
crime  appeared,  and  there  was  an  ebulli- 
tion of  lawlessness.  As  sure  as  you  go 
on  suppressing  these  meetings  so  surely 
will  crime  increase.  I  have  myself  de- 
nounced crime,  and  I  have  pointed  out 
to  the  people  that  their  condition  will 
be  a  great  deal  better  without  crime. 
But  it  is  not  by  denouncing  crime  that 
JOQ  will  wean  the  Irish  people  from 
crime.  Tour  first  effort  should  be  to 
get  into  the  confidence  of  the  people, 
and  to  do  so  you  must  convince  tnem 
that  you  sympathize  with  their  wrongs. 
It  is  not  by  denouncing  crime,  but  it  is 
by  leading  the  people  in  better  and  more 
wise  and  more  Christian  roads  that  you 
can  bring  about  an  amelioration  of  their 
condition.  The  English  people  are  de- 
nouncing crime.  They  have  been  doing 
80  for  100  years,  and  what  have  they 
achieved  ?  Nothing  at  all.  You  have 
tried  suppression  and  denunciation  of 
crime,  and  you  have  accomplished  no- 
bbing. A  good  deal  has  been  said  about 
Boycotting.  Well,  perhaps  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  retain  the  conviction  I  have  long 
wnce  expressed,  that  if  it  comes  to  be  a 
choice  between  murder  and  Boycotting,  I 
prefer  Boycotting.  That  is  all  I  will 
state  about  Boycotting.  If  the  Govern- 
ment are  determined  to  pursue  their 
present  policy,  and  imagine  that  they 


are  going  to  pacify  Lreland  and  restore 
law  and  order  by  piling  up  the  Police 
Estimates,  they  will  have  to  make  up 
their  minds  for  a  largely  increased  ex- 
penditure for  the  purpose.  I  am  told 
that  they  have  been  keeping  two  con- 
stables parading  every  ndlwav  station 
in  Ireland  from  morning  to  night,  doing 
nothing  except  peeping  into  the  railway 
carriages,  in  order  to  ascertain  if  I  was 
there.  I  suppose  there  are  not  less  than 
1,000  policemen  in  Ireland  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  who  have  no  business  on 
earth  except  to  peep  into  every  railway 
train  in  order  to  see  whether  Mr.  O'Brien 
or  myself  is  travelling  by  it.  I  warn 
the  Oovemment  that  it  is  not  by  a 
Crimes'  Act  or  the  Constabulary  Vote 
that  they  will  manage  to  extract  rents 
from  the  estates  which  have  struck  under 
the  Flan  of  Campaign  until  you  meet 
the  people  fairly. 

The  chief  SEOKETAEY  Fon 
IRELAND  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Bbach) 
(Bristol,  W.^:  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  TMr.  Dillon)  has  spoken,  as 
he  always  aoes,  with  eamestnesa  and 
ability.  I  have  on  this  occasion  to  ask 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  because  I 
am  unfortunately  suffering  from  illness  ; 
but  I  will  do  the  best  I  can  to  answer 
the  hon.  Member,  and  I  do  not  think 
my  task  will  be  a  difficult  one.  Now, 
Sir,  the  hon.  Member  has  commented 
upon  the  great  cost  of  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary, and  he  has  asked  us  if  we 
suppose  that  we  will  restore  law  and 
order  in  Ireland  by  merely  piling  up 
the  Constabulary  llistimates.  The  cost 
of  the  Constabulary  is,  1  admit,  very 
great ;  but  that  cost  is  a  necessary  ele- 
ment in  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
order  in  Ireland.  \_Crie9  of  **No!"] 
Yes,  if  law  and  order  are  to  be  main- 
tained according  to  the  modem  standard 
of  law  and  order,  and  not  that  standard 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  thought  fit 
to  follow.  But  I  quite  admit  that  the 
hon.  Member  is  right  in  supposing  that 
we  do  not  for  a  moment  conceal  our 
opinion  that  it  is  not  merely  by  piling 
up  the  Constabulary  Estimates  that  we 
can  maintain  law  and  order.  That  law 
and  order  is  not  maintained,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  as  we  wish ;  and  the  hon. 
Member  knows — and  the  House  knows 
— that  as  soon  as  we  possibly  can  we 
shall  apply  for  greater  powers  to  enable 
it  to  be  properly  maintained.  The  hon. 
Member  objects  to  this  Vote  for  extra 
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Eay  and  allowances  to  the  Constabulary 
7  reason,  as  he  says,  that  they  hare 
been  incurred  in  respect  of  three  heads 
— evictions,  the  suppression  of  public 
meetings,  and  the  protection  of  police 
reporters.  Sir,  in  the  first  place  the  hon. 
Member  is  absolutely  incorrect  in  that 
statement.  By  far  the  greater  part  of 
the  Vote— something  like  £20,000  in 
all — is  due  to  the  necessity  for  dealing 
by  movements  of  the  police  with  a  matter 
which  even  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
Friends  will  admit  it  was  necessary  for 
the  Government  to  deal — namely,  the 
unfortunate  riots  in  Belfast,  and  other 
disturbances  at  Parliamentary  elections 
which  occurred  at  the  same  time.  There 
is,  of  course,  a  margin  due  to  the  causes 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers,  be- 
cause in  presenting  these  Estimates  it 
was  necessary  to  include  every  item  of 
expenditure.  The  hon.  Member  charges 
us  with  the  unnecessary  use  of  the  PoUce 
in  maintaining  the  law  on  the  occasion 
of  evictions.  Well,  Sir,  why  was  that 
necessary  ?  For  what  reason,  except  for 
the  agitation  and  the  incitements  used 
by  the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends  to 
the  tenants  not  to  pay  their  rents,  who 
would  otherwise  have  paid  their  rents, 
and  to  people  to  assemble  in  crowds  to 
obstruct  the  execution  of  the  law,  who 
wotdd  not  otherwise  have  thought  of 
assembling.  But  for  these  reasons 
these  things  would  not  have  happened. 
Every  effort  has  been  used  by  the  hon. 
Member  and  his  Friends  to  stir  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  resistance  to  the 
law,  and  to  obstruct  the  authorities 
in  the  execution  of  the  law.  The  hon. 
Member  has  said — and  his  remark  was 
cheered  by  some  hon.  Members  opposite 
— that  the  events  which  occurred  at  the 
evictions  are  our  fault,  because  we  de- 
clined to  alter  the  law.  Then  he  went 
on  to  refer  to  a  case  which  conclusively 
proves  that  his  own  argument  is  incor- 
rect. What  did  he  tell  us  with  respect 
to  Lord  C9anricarde  and  the  evictions  at 
Woodford  in  the  autumn  ?  Did  he  tell 
us  that  the  great  cause  of  these  evic- 
tions was  the  inability  of  the  tenants  to 
pay  their  rents  ?  No,  Sir ;  he  made  no 
such  assertion.  Did  he  tell  us  that 
when  no  rent  was  paid  on  that  property 
it  was  due  to  the  inability  of  the  tenant 
to  pay  it  ?  Not  for  a  moment ;  but  he 
did  tell  us  that  the  refusal  to  pay  rent 
was  due  to  the  disposition  on  the  part  of 
the  tenants,  which,  I  say,  was  fostered 

Sir  Michael  Eicks-Beaeh 


and  encouraged,  if  not  initmted.  by  the 
hon.  Member  himself  and  his  Friends, 
to  resist  the  payment  of  rent  until  cer- 
tain evicted  tenants  were  restored  to 
their  holdings.  What  would  the  pasnng 
of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  last  Sessioii  have 
done  for  such  a  case  as  that?  Does  the 
hon.  Member  mean  to  tell  the  House 
that  if  that  Bill  had  been  passed  he 
would  have  desisted  from  advising  the 
tenants  who  could  pay  their  rents  not  to 
pay  them  ?  I  thought  we  were  asked  to 
pass  that  Bill  to  reHeve  those  who  were 
unable  to  pay. 

Mr.  DILLON:  What  I  said  was, 
that  I  did  not  advise  tenants  to  pay  who 
were  unable  to  pay  without  ruinonalj 
depriving  themselves  of  what  they  re- 
quired as  the  means  of  working  their 
larms. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HIOES-BEACH:  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  is  not  abscdutriv 
accurate  in  his  recollection.    I  very  mach 
wish  it  were  possible  for  hon.  Memben 
of  this  House  to  inquire  carefully  into 
this  particular  case  at  Woodford,  for  it 
cannot  have  been  true  to  say  ds  the 
tenants  on  that  property  to  whom  the 
hon.  Members  have  referred  that  they 
were  in  that  position.    Beyond  that  it 
has  never  been  alleged  tiiat  these  four 
persons,  in  whose  evictions  so  large  a 
sum  was  expended,  declined  to  settle 
with  the  landlord,  or  his  agent,  becanse 
of  their  inability  to  pay.    It  was  solelj 
on  account  of  a  combination  to  set  the 
law  at  defiance  in  that  part  of  Ireland. 
I  am  bound  to  admit  that  the  oombina- 
tion  has  brought  tiiat  part  oi'  Ireland 
into  a  condition  which  is  a  disgrace  to 
the  civilization  of  the  United  Eluigdom. 
The  hon.  Member  refers  to  the  large 
sum  of  £1,200  which  is  included  in  the 
Estimate  for  police  protection  on  that 
occasion  in  respect  of   the  Woodford 
Estate.    That  sum  appears  to  me  to  he 
exorbitant    to    the   last  degree.    The 
matter  happened  a  few  days  after  the 
assumption  of  Office  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment, and  one  of  the  first  things  I 
did  was  to  inquire  into  the  circumstanoee 
under  which  this  large  expenditure  had 
been  incurred,  and  to  take  steps  which, 
I  feel  sure,  will  reduce  similar  expendi- 
ture in  the  future ;  but  whatever  expen* 
diturehas  been  incurred  in  such  matten 
must  be  incurred  rather  than  that  the 
law  should  be  defied.    The  hon.  Memher 
has  also  referred  to  the  case  of  the 
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Gl6]ibeij2:ii  Estate,  and  also  to  the  case  of 
the  Balljierreter  tenants;  and  anjone 
who  haA  read  or  studied  the  statements 
wlu(^  bave  been  published  with  ref  er- 
enoe  to  the  condition  of  the  tenants  on 
the  Glenbeigh  Estate — and  that,  unfor- 
toBAtelj,  is  the  condition  of  many 
tenants  in  that  part  of  Ireland— would 
sappose  that  those  evictions  would  have 
been  stopped,  or  ev&a.  delayed,  by  the 
paasio^  <^  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oork.  This  question  has  already 
been  dkaeussed  pretty  fully  in  the  House 
this  Session,  and  I  think  it  has  been 
conclusively  shown  that  such  a  sup- 
position is  altogether  unfounded.  I 
have  again  to  say  that  the  contention 
of  the  hon.  Member  that  all  this  expen- 
diture is  due  to  the  refusal  of  the  House 
toaher  the  law  as  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork  is  absolutely  baseless. 
Of  course,  I  should  not  be  in  Order  in 
discussing  that  proposal  now;  but  I 
may  say  that  if  it  had  been  adopted  it 
would  have  put  naoney  into  the  hands  of 
many  men  in  Ireland  who  were  able  to 
pty  their  full  rents  to  their  landlords, 
and  many  of  whom  have  since  paid  them, 
as  the  teiiants  in  England  and  Scotland 
have  done.  The  hon.  Member  went  on 
to  the  second  head  of  his  indictment — 
the  suppression  of  public  meetings.  The 
hoD.  Member  charged  us  with  having 
broken  the  law  in  order  to  suppress 
freedom  of  speech.  According  to  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member,  the  Com- 
mittee might  be  led  to  suppose  that  it  is 
an  evexy-day  thing  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  prohibit  public  meetings 
ia  Ireland.  [An  hon.  Mbmbbb:  So  it 
is.]  NoWy  how  many  meetings  does  the 
House  suppose  have  been  actually  pro- 
hifoited  during  the  last  four  months  ?  Just 
eight  only,  four  of  which  were  on  Sunday. 
That  is  a  specimen  of  the  facts  from 
Ireland  that  are  adduced  here.  We 
have  not  proclaimed  meetings  ad  libitum. 
We  do  not  claim,  and  we  never  have 
claimed,  to  possess  any  .right  whatever, 
as  suggestea  below  tihe  Gangway,  to  put 
a  stop  to  public  meetings  in  Ireland. 
But  we  know  very  well  that,  as  the  law 
stands,  we  are  bound  to  see  whether 
there  is  anything  about  the  meeting, 
either  in  its  object  or  in  its  probable 
effect,  which  will  justify  the  Government 
in  taking  special  measures  with  regard  to 
it.  Now,  Sir,  what  are  the  facts  with  re- 
gard to  these  meetings  ?  The  first  meeting 
pohibitedwas  one  c«Uod  at  Sligo  directly 


fur  the  purpose  of  intimidating  jurors  in 
a  forthcooiiog  triaL  That  meeting  was 
prevented;  but  Mr.  O'Brien  visited 
Sligo,  and  pursued  a  course  which  he 
has  followed  on  other  occasions.  It  has 
been  a  favourite  pastime  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  some  of  his  Friends, 
when  a  meeting  has  been  prohibited,  to 
make  excursions,  sometimes  in  ears, 
sometimes  on  horseback,  sometimes  by 
train,  and  sometimes  aquatic  excursions, 
in  order  to  hold  meetings,  not  in  the 
places  where  they  have  been  prohibited, 
but  wherever  they  can  get  a  score  of 
people  on  whom  thev  may  come  un- 
expectedly, and  to  whom  they  address 
themselves  in  the  absenoe  of  the  police ; 
and  these  meetiuffs  are,  more  or  less, 
accurately  r^orted  in  the  Press  the  next 
day.  With  regard  to  the  case  of  Sligo, 
I  remember  seeing  a  glowing  account  in 
The  DreemanU  Journal  of  the  way  in 
which  the  Proclamation  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  had  been  evaded,  and  it 
might  be  supposed  that  everything  which 
was  prohibited  had  been  done.  The 
fact  was  that  Mr.  O'Brien  and  one  or 
two  others  slipped  out  of  the  back-yard 
in  the  middle  of  the  night  and  drove  on 
a  car  a  distance  of  15  miles,  and  then, 
getting  a  few  persons  together  next 
morning,  they  delivered  certain  speeches 
which  were  more  or  less  accurately  re- 
ported on  the  following  day.  Another 
meetinff  was  prohibited  which  was  called 
ostensibly  for  the  same  object  —  the 
intimidation  of  jurors.  The  meeting 
supposed  to  be  held  was,  I  believe,  a 
bogus  meeting;  nq  attempt  was  ever 
made  to  hold  it.  Two  other  meetings 
were  prohibited— one  at  Ijoughrea  and 
the  other  at  Bosslea.  Both  of  those 
meetings  were  called  a  day  or  two  be- 
fore the  time  which  the  Sheriff  had  fixed 
to  carry  out  certain  evictions.  Informa- 
tions were  sworn  that  if  those  meetings 
were  held  the  result  would  certainly  be 
incitement  to  resistance  to  the  execution 
of  the  law.  That,  in  the  opinion  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  was  a  sufficient 
reason  for  the  prohibition  of  the  meet- 
ing. Another  of  these  meetings  did  take 
place,  like  the  meeting  at  Si^o,  by  the 
hon.  Member  and  his  Friends  holding  it 
in  some  unexpected  place;  but  nonenas 
been  held  in  the  place  where  it  had  been 
proclaimed.  Other  meetings  have  been 
summoned — like  that  at  Coolgreaney,  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  referred —  by 
a  placard  giving  the  information  that  it 
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wa9  intended  to  bold  a  meetinf?  to  promote 
the  Irish  National  cause.  Well,  8ir,  the 
Irish  National  cause  may  be  promoted  in 
various  ways,  according  to  the  views  of 
bon.  Members  who  call  themselves  the 
Irish  National  Party.  It  has  been  pro- 
moted in  past  times  by  weapons  which 
I  do  not  for  a  moment  charge  hon. 
Members  opposite  with  using,  but 
which  have  been  very  vividly  pour- 
tray  ed  in  this  House  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harconrt).  It  has  been  pro- 
moted by  misguided  men  by  means  of 
dynamite,  assassination,  ana  things  of 
that  kind.  It  has  also  been  attempted 
to  be  promoted  by  Constitutional  agita- 
tion such  as  that  used  by  the  late  Mr. 
Butt,  and  against  which  I  have  not  a 
word  to  say.  Nor  would  I  have  any 
word  to  say  against  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  opposite  if  all  their  agita- 
tion had  been  Constitutional  agitation. 
Again,  it  has  been  attempted  to  be  pro- 
moted by  the  Flan  of  Campaign,  or,  in 
other  words,  by  an  organized  system  of 
robbery. 

Mb.  DILLON:  Mr.  Courtney,  inas- 
much as  I  am  one  of  those  who  conducted 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  I  ask  you  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Baronet  is  in  Order 
in  alluding  to  it  as  an  organized  system 
of  robbery  ? 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  has  not  imputed  to  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  has  organized  robbery. 

Sib  MICELAEL  HIOKS-BEACH  :  I 
am  surprised  at  the  interruption  of  the 
hon.  Member,  because  I  understand  that 
a  jury  in  Dublin  recently  disagreed  in  a 
certain  case  that  was  before  it,  some  of 
the  members  of  that  jury  having  declined 
to  believe  the  hon.  Member's  own  state- 
ment that  he  was  concerned  in  the  Plan 
of  Campaign-  Sir,  that  is  my  descrip- 
tion of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  whoever 
may  have  been  concerned  in  it,  and  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  when  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  has  been  adopted  on  an  estate 
the  Government  have  a  very  difficult 
task  before  them  in  deciding  on  the 
course  to  pursue  with  reference  to  meet- 
ings called  on  that  estate  for  the  pro- 
motion of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  Now, 
what  was  the  case  in  reference  to  the 
Coolgreaney  meeting?  There  was  an 
estate  of  no  large  extent  where  there 
was  no  pretence  that  the  rents  were  ex- 
orbitant; where  the  relations  of  land- 
lord and  tenant  had  been  excellent  foif 


years,  and  were  admitted  to  be  fH>  on  the 
part  of  those  who  spoke  on  behalf  of 
the  tenants  themselves.  The  landlord 
not  long  ago  appointed  an  agent  who 
was  obnoxious  to  the  hon.  Member  and 
his  Friends.  The  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  consequently  adopted  on  that  estate; 
the  tenants  declined  to  pay  their  rents, 
except  on  a  certain  reduction  fixed  by 
themselves ;  auctions  of  their  sU>6k  were 
held,  and  sJl  the  means  of  ^e  Han  of 
Campaign  for  defeating:  the  just  riffhts 
of  the  landlord  were  adopted,  and  men 
last  Sunday  a  meeting  was  held,  nomi- 
nally to  promote  the  National  cause  in 
Ireland,  bnt  r^ly  to  force  the  tenants 
to  adhere  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I 
was  asked  a  Question  to-day  upon  the 
subject,  and  I  think  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers received  with  doubt  my  statement 
as  to  forcing  the  tenants  to  adhere  to 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  diould  be 
very  sorry  to  attach  too  much  credence 
to  anything  that  may  appear  in  the 
newspapers  on  this  subject;  but  I  did 
see  a  statement  in  a  newspaper  that  in 
the  course  of  ceftain  evictions,  as  to 
which  I  was  asked  a  Question  this  even- 
ing, on  that  estate  the  wife  of  one  of  the 
tenants  actually  had  a  purse  in  her 
hand,  which  she  held  out  to  the  agent, 
offering  him  the  rent ;  but  the  local 
priest,  who  took  a  leading  part  in  pro- 
moting the  Plan  of  Campaign,  puUed 
the  purse  out  of  her  hand,  and  prevented 
her  from  pa3ring  her  rent.  This  meet- 
ing was  called  last  Sunday  for  forcing 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  npon  those 
tenants.  It  was  called  at  a  time  when 
evictions  were  pending  on  that  property. 
It  was,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Qoreta- 
ment — an  opinion  based  on  sworn  infor- 
mation—calculated to  lead  to  resistance 
to  the  enforcement  of  the  law.  The 
Government  proclaimed  the  meeting. 
Again,  the  non.  Member  and  his 
Friends,  by  the  system  I  have  de- 
scribed, of  driving  about  the  country  to 
places  four,  five,  and  eight  miles  off,  c(hi- 
trived  to  address  a  few  small  assem- 
blies. [Criea  of  *' OhV'2  Yes;  and  of 
course  Members  present  at  the  meet- 
ings were  greatly  exaggerated  the  next 
day.  The  hon.  Member  stated  that  a 
meeting  was  held  at  Coolgreaney.  That 
wfis  not  so. 

Mb.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Wexford,  N.) : 
^rhe  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  must  excase 
me.  I  was  present  and  spoke  at  that 
meeting. 
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83  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
That  wfts  not  so. 

Mm.  J.  E,  EEDMOND  :  I  rise  to 
Order,  Mr.  Courtney. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  will  explain. 

Sffi  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  :  I 
do  not  mean  to  question  the  word  of  the 
hon.  Member ;  but  what  happened  was 
this.  A  platform  had  been  erected  in  a 
certain  part  of  the  town,  where  a  meet- 
ing was  announced  to  be  held.  No  meet- 
ing waa  held  there ;  but  in  the  evening 
a  i»w  persons— among  them,  possibly, 
the  hon.  Member — did  attempt  to  make 
^eechee  in  another  part  of  the  town. 

Me.  J.  E.  EEDMOND :  It  was  in  the 
centre  of  the  town. 

Sia  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Bat  they  were  at  once  dispersed  by  the 
police;  and  that  was  the  result  of  the 
Goolgreaney  meeting.  Sir,  I  do  not 
mean  to  say,  or  for  a  moment  to  ask  the 
Committee  to  consider,  that  the  state  of 
affairs  which  I  have  described  is  a  satis- 
factory state  of  afiPairs ;  very  much  the 
contrary.  All  I  have  to  say  with  regard 
to  it  is  this — that  believing,  as  we  do, 
that  the  meetings  to  which  I  have 
alluded,  and  which,  I  may  again  remind 
the  Committee,  have  only,  in  all,  been 
eight  in  number,  were  held  for  purposes 
that  would  lead  to  breaches  of  the  law, 
we  deemed  it  our  duty  to  prohibit  their 
being  held,  and  to  do  our  best  to  enforce 
that  prohibition.  The  hon.  Member 
Bays  that  we  have  failed  in  this  matter. 
Well,  Sir,  I  admit  that  if  we  had  powers 
which  would  enable  us,  not  to  interfere 
80  much  with  those  meetings,  but  to 
bring  to  justice  the  persons  who  use 
meetings  of  this  kind  to  incite  people  to 
breaches  of  the  law,  then  we  should  deal 
with  the  matter  more  efficiei^tly  than 
we  are  at  present  able  to  do.  The  hon. 
Member  says — <'  Give  us  the  police,  and 
we  will  maintain  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land at  a  cost  of  £400,000,  instead  of 
£1,350,000."  How  will  they  maintain 
law  and  order  ?  [An  hon.  Membee  :  By 
putting  a  stop  to  jury  packing.]  Will 
they  do  it  by  abolishing  property  in 
Ireland  f  It  "^is  our  duty,  and  the  duty 
of  any  Government  in  this  country,  to 
maintain  law  and  order  in  Ireland  as  it 
has  always  been  interpreted  in  this 
House  of  Conunons ;  and  when  the  hon. 
Member  asks  me,  in  the  third  count  of 
his  indictment,  why  we  sent  police  to 
protect  the   Government    reporters    at 


these  meetings  that  were  held,  and  why 
those  reporters  are  sent,  I  will  tell  him 
that  it  is — as  he  has  himself  admitted  to 
have  some  tangible  evidence  of  the 
speeches  made  on  those  occasions — in 
order  to  use  that  evidence  for  the  pur- 
pose of  prosecution  if  required.  The 
hon.  Member  says — **  What  is  the  good 
of  this  ?  You  will  never  be  able  to  get 
a  conviction."  But,  Sir,  we  intend  to 
ask  this  House  to  make  such  changes  in 
the  law  as  will  make  it  possible  to  get  a 
conviction  where  an  offence  has  been 
committed.  [Ow«  of  **  Eight  or 
Wrong ! "]  No ;  not  right  or  wrong.  I 
will  venture  to  say  that  anybody  who 
watches  the  course  of  the  Assizes  at 
present  going  on  in  Ireland — anybody 
who  watches  them  fairly,  who  sees  the 
way  in  which,  from  day  to  day,  oourses 
involving  no  political  issues,  courses  in- 
volving nothing  but  ordinary  crime,  are 
dealt  with  by  juries  in  more  than  one 
county  in  Ireland — will  be  bound  to 
admit,  if  he  considers  it  fairly,  that  a 
change  in  the  law  is  not  required  to 
secure  a  conviction,  whether  right  or 
wrong,  but  that  a  change  is  required  to 
secure  that  justice  shall  be  done.  I  am 
afraid  I  cannot  ask  the  Committee  to 
listen  to  me  longer.  I  have  said  that  I 
am  speaking  under  very  great  diffi- 
culties. I  only  wish,  in  conclusion,  to 
protest  as  strongly  as  I  can  against  the 
doctrine  of  resistance  to  the  law,  which 
has  been  preached  to-night  by  the  hon. 
Member — '*  If  you  will  not  alter  the  law 
as  we  choose,  then  we  will  not  obey  it." 
That  is  tiie  doctrine  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  preached  in  this  House  to-night. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  rise  to  say,  Sir, 
that  I  preached  no  such  doctrine.  I 
said  that  if  the  Qovemment  break  the 
law  in  prohibiting  public  meetings,  we 
will  hold  the  meetings  in  spite  of  them. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH: 
Then  the  hon.  Member  says  the  Go- 
vernment have  broken  the  law ;  but  he 
has  made  no  attempt  whatever  to  prove 
that.  That  was  attempted  to  be  proved 
in  the  Debate  upon  the  Address, 
initiated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  ; 
but  the  House  declined,  by  a  large  ma- 
jority, to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  GenUeman  sitting  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench ;  and  those 
sitting  behind  them,  although  they  sup- 
ported the  Amendment,  never  charged 
the  Government  with  having  broken  the 
law.     If  the    hon.    Member  and  his 
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Campaign  as  "organized  robberj."  I 
should  like  to  know  how  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  wish  ns  to  apply  the 
same  tenn  to  the  policy  which  he  himself 
has  been  carrying  out  in  Ireland  Avain^ 
the  last  three  or  four  months  ?  What 
is  the  dififerenoe  in  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
as  it  affects  the  landlords  and  the  poli^ 
of  pressure— always,  of  course,  withm 
the  law — which  the  right  hon.  (Wtleman 
has  been  actively  carrying  out  with  the 
assistauce  of  his  subordinates  in  the 
Irish  Office.  Hany  instanees  might  be 
cited  of  the  pressure  which  has  been 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  landlords. 
Captain  Plunkett,  one  of  the  subordi- 
nates of  the  right  hosu  Oentlem^, 
fri^nklj .^^onlesfles  that  he  J^  broi^t 
such  pressure  to  bear  ereii  in  oaaes 
where  he  was  wholly  unacquainted  willi 
the  circumstances  of  the  tenant  and  the 
justice  of  the  landlord's  demand.  Surely 
that  is  a  policy  to  which  this  expression 
of  **  organized  robbery  "  may  be  applied 
with  much  more  force  and  truth  than 
anything  that  has  been  carried  out  in 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  wasted  a  good  deal  of  the 
time  of  the  House  in  an  endeavoi^rto 
show  that  the  difficulties  in  Glenbeigh 
would  not  have  be^n  met  by  the  Bill  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Hember  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell).  But  what  would  have 
been  met  by  it  if  that  Bill  had  been  ac- 
cepted is  this — the  Plan  of  Campaign 
would  have  been  unnecessary,  and  all 
the  difficulties  for  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  SLp^^eala  to  the  House  to  ex- 
tend him  their  sympathy,  all  the  troubles 
which  have  occurred,  and  all  this  useleea 
expenditure  of  public  money  would  have 
been  obviated.  I  mcuntain  that  it  would 
have  been  much  wiser,  even  to  the  Irish 
landlords  themselves,  to  have  accepted 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
than  to  bring  the  unfortunate  pressure 
of  the  Government  to  bear  upon  them 
and  bring  about  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
I  do  not  admit  the  right  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  lecture  us  as  to  our  policj. 
I  say  that  we  admire  good  laws  asmudi 
as  he  does,  much  as  he  desires  to  see  the 
law  maintiuned  and  respected ;  but  it  is 
our  interest  and  that  of  the  people  we 
represent  to  see  that  the  law  is  just  and 
equitable.  We  do  not  complain  tiiafc 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  call 
in  the  assistance  of  the  police  in  oairj- 
ing  out  evictions  in  Ireland  if  their 
only  desire   is  to    use    them   for  the 


Friends  think  that  we  have  broken  the 
law,  let  them  bring  this  matter  before 
the  House,  and  specify  how  and  where 
and  in  what  manner  we  have  done  so. 
I  maintain  that  we  have,  in  fact,  been 
careful  to  avoid  straining  it,  and  have 
never  interfered  with  a  public  meeting 
except  where  there  was  something 
illegal  in  its  purpose  or  in  its  objects, 
or  when  there  was  reason  to  apprehend 
a  breach  of  the  law.  Again,  I  say  if  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  is  not  an  in- 
citement to  resist  the  law,  if  it  be  not 
altered  as  he  may  desire  it,  then  I  do 
not  know  what  principle  underlies  it,  or 
what  its  effect  may  be  on  the  country.  I 
leave  it  to  the  judgment  of  this  House 
and  of  the  country.  I  believe  it  is  pnly 
an  additional  proof  of  the  absolute 
necessity  which  exists  that,  if  order  is 
to  be  restored  in  Ireland,  further  powers 
must  be  conferred  upon  the  Executive. 

Me.  T.  C.  HAEEINGTON  (DubUn. 
Harbour) :  The  right  hoo.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach),  in  the  concluding 
observations  he  addressed  to  the  House, 
has  given  to  his  followers  and  the 
counixy  at  large  an  assurance  that  at  all 
events,  if  it  be  possible,  he  will  without 
delay  recur  to  the  policy  with  which  we 
are  already  vary  familiar  in  Ireland.  It 
is  quite  evident,  from  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  to  such  an 
extent  as  he  can  obtain  powers  from  this 
House  he  is  determined  to  make  it  hot 
for  the  Irish  Party  in  future.  I  can 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  how- 
ever, that  with  the  granting  of  powers 
to  him  by  this  House  his  difficulties  will 
by  no  means  cease.  He  is  going  to 
enter  upon  a  policy  which  has  been  tried 
before  and  has  failed;  and  I  can  tell 
him  that  no  Predecessor  of  his  occupying 
the  position  of  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  ever  yet  engaged  in  the 
task  with  less  cause  to  cry  out  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself.  I  should 
have  thought  that  with  the  knowledge 
he  has  of  the  country  and  the  informa- 
tion he  relies  on  as  part  and  parcel  of 
that  knowledge,  and  which  he  has 
obtained  from  the  police  in  regard  to 
the  suppression  of  public  meetings  in 
Ireland,  he  must  have  been  aware  that 
he  was  in  no  degree  superior  to  those  of 
his  Predecessors  who  have  tried  the 
same  policy  and  have  failed  in  their  en- 
deavours to  carry  it  out.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  spoken  of  the  Plan  of 

Sir  Michael  Hieke^  Beach 
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prevention  of  didtarbance,  wbere  dis- 
tarbances  are  likely  to  take  place; 
but  what  we  do  complain  of  is  tbat  the 
Cbvernmeni  maintain  in  Ireland  at  an 
enonnotis  expense  a  police  force  which 
is  practically  an  army  of  occupation, 
and  that  they  maintain  it  for  the  single 
purpose  only  of  protecting  the  landlords 
m  tneir  unjust  exactions  upon  die  Irish 
tenants.  The  right  hon.  Oentdeman  has 
referred  to  the  case  of  the  erioted 
tenants  on  the  estate  of  Lord  Olanri^ 
carde  at  Woodford,  and  he  has  said 
tiiat  since  resistance  was  organized  the 
whole  of  that  district  of  country  has  be- 
come lawless.  Now,  long  before  there 
was  thid  resistance  in  Woodford  the 
district  was  m  a  state  of  lawlessness 
^d  disorder  far  greater  than  that  which 
has  characterized  it  since.  Long  before 
the  Flan  of  Gompaign  was  thought  of 
lawlessness  was  created  by  Lord  Ulanri- 
carde,  who  has  never  seen  one  of  his 
tenants,  who  has  refused  them  a  site  for 
a  church  or  a  school,  and  who  has 
steadily  refused  to  extend  to  them  a 
hand  of  sympathy.  I  must  congratulate 
Her  Majesty^s  Gbvemment  that  it  was 
to  enforce  the  rights  of  LordOlanricarde 
that  they  first  exercised  the  powers  th^ 
were  invested  with  when  they  took 
charfl^e  of  the  Gbvemment  of  Ireland. 
I  think  we  have  a  right  to  complain 
that  all  this  expenditure  of  the  public 
money  should  have  been  had  recourse 
to  by  the  Cikrvemment  solely  for  the 
purpose  of  assisting  the  Irish  landlords 
in  carrying  out  their  unjust  exactions 
upon  the  Irish  tenants.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  admitted  that  in  order 
to  evict  four  families  on  the  estate  of 
Lord  Clanricarde  it  has  cost  the  country 
a  sum  of  £1,872.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Ohief  Secretary  confessed  in 
his  Bristol  speech  that  he  was  doing  all 
he  could  to  bring  pressure— of  course 
within  the  law — but,  nevertheless,  to 
bringpressure  to  bear  upon  the  Irish  land- 
lotAn ;  but  the  very  moment  the  same 
kind  of  pressure  is  bronght  to  bear 
upon  them  by  those  who  have  much 
greater  interests  in  the  country  than  he 
can  have,  he  has  nothing  for  them  but 
prosecution  and  imprisonment.  Ee- 
cently  the  Government  made  the  most 
Bhameful  effort  ever  made  by  an  Irish 
Government  to  pack  a  jury,  and  to  place 
nithe  box  those  who  were  the  sworn 
pernios  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bast  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  whom   it 


wafs  my  high  privilege  to  defend  on  his 
trial;  the  Government  in  the  most 
shameful  manner  pressed  these  men 
into  the  box,  and  endeavoured  to  extort 
horn  them  a  verdict  of  guilty  against 
my  hon.  Friend.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  so  far  from  being  ashamed 
of  that  policy  or  regretting  it  in  the 
least  degree,  has  the  coolness  to  stand  up 
in  this  House  this  evening  and  defend 
it. 

Thb  chairman  :  The  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  are  altogether  out  of 
Order.  He  must  connect  his  observa* 
tions  with  the  Vote  for  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary. 

Mb.  T.  0.  HARBINGTON:  I  was 
mer^y  endeavouring  to  reply  to  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
However,  I  will  obey  your  ruling,  and 
I  will  not  pursue  that  line  of  argument 
further.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  not  with  the 
employment  of  the  police  for  the  main- 
tenance of  law  and  order  in  Ireland  that 
we  have  any  fault  to  find.  It  is  not  for 
the  just  exercise  of  aoy  powers  conferred 
on  the  Irish  Executive  that  we  have 
any  quarrel  whatsoever.  What  we 
complain  of  is  this — ^lat  the  whole  sys- 
tem of  police  and  the  whole  of  the  jury 
system  in  Ireland  is  administered  for 
one  class  and  one  interest,  to  the  detri- 
ment of  every  other  class  and  interest. 
No  doubt  we  have  had  decisions  of 
Judges  in  Ireland  in  support  of  the 
system,  and  frequent  imprisonments  for 
contempt  of  Court ;  but  the  whole  policy 
of  the  Irish  Executive  has  been  to  bolster 
up  this  one  class  and  interest,  even  at 
the  risk  of  sacrificing  the  lives  of  the 
unfortunate  people.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  referred  to  the  evietions 
at  Glenbeigh.  With  the  histo^  of  those 
evictions  the  House  is  familiar.  No 
doubt  the  Sheriffhad  a  right  to  demand 
all  the  assistance  that  was  neoessary  to 
enable  him  to  discharge  his  duty ;  but 
what  I  compkdn  of  is  that  the  Irish 
Constabulary  should  have  been  placed 
at  his  disposal  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling him  to  level  and  bum  down  the 
houses  of  the  Irish  peasantry.  How 
can  you  expect  the  people  of  Ireland  to 
respect  the  law  so  long  as  the  officers  of 
the  law  are  employed  and  paid  for  such 
purposes  as  that?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said  that  during  the 
recent  agitation  all  the  meetings  that 
were  suppressed  in  four  months  were 
only  eight.    1  fail  to  see  why  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  should  take  a  period  of 
four  months.  What  we  ooniplain  of  is 
that  the  Qovernment,  not  during  a 
period  of  four  months,  hut  now,  are 
entering  on  a  policy  of  the  indieorimi- 
nate  suppression  of  puhlic  meetings,  and 
that  a  mere  suspicion  in  the  mind  of  an 
official  of  Dublin  Castle,  who  possesses 
no  acquaintance  with  the  locality  con- 
cerned, that  a  meeting  may  be  used  for 
an  unlawful  purpose  is  quite  sufficient 
to  depriTe  the  people  of  their  right  of 
public  meeting.  If  the  police  reporters 
are  as  useful  a  machinery  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thinks  they  are,  would 
it  not  be  better  to  allow  the  meetings  to 
go  on,  to  assure  himself  that  they  were 
used  for  promoting  illegal  objects  and 
purposes,  and  then  to  put  the  law  in 
force.  With  regard  to  the  meeting  at 
Sligo,  I  obserred  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  carefully  passed  over  alto- 
gether the  suppression  of  that  meeting. 
There  was  a  Proclamation  by  the  autho- 
rities prohibiting  a  meeting  which  was 
proposed  to  be  held  on  a  Sunday.  At 
night  some  of  the  townspeople  convened 
a  meeting  within  doors,  and  as  the 
people  were  entering  they  were  set 
upon  by  the  police  and  knocked  down 
with  b&tons.  We  deny  that  the  meet- 
ing at  Sligo  was  convened  for  the  pur- 
pose of  intimidating  the  jurors ;  but  we 
assert  that  it  was  called  for  the  purpose 
of  protesting  against  a  packed  jnry 
panel.  The  Ohief  Secretary  has  threat- 
ened us  with  coercion.  That  threat  has 
no  terror  for  me.  It  is  our  duty  to  pro- 
tect the  rights  of  the  people,  and  we 
shall  continue,  within  the  law  if  we  can, 
but  without  the  law  if  necessary,  to 
maintain  those  rights. 

Mb.  W.  a.  MAODONALD  (Queen's 
Co.,  Ossory):  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has 
said  that  he  will  do  all  he  can  to  pre- 
serve law  and  order  in  Ireland  accord- 
ing to  his  standard.  That  is,  I  suppose, 
acoording  to  the  English  standard. 
There  is  a  different  standard  among  us 
in  Ireland,  because  we  believe  that  law 
and  order  can  be  in  the  truest  sense 
maintained  in  Ireland  by  abolishinfi^  the 
system  of  landlordism  which  has  been 
so  great  a  disgrace  to  the  country.  I 
believe  we  are  satisfied  that  law  and 
order  can  neyer  be  permanently  secured 
in  Ireland  by  any  other  means ;  and  our 
conception  of  law  and  order  is,  I  think, 
infinitely  higher,  truer,  and  deeper  than 

Mr.  T.  C\  Harrington 


that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  is 
rather  to  be  regretted  that  we  have  not 
all  the  particulars  of  this  Vote  set  down 
in  the  Estimates.  Why  should  we  not 
have  exactly,  in  black  and  white,  how 
much  money  has  been  spent  in  suppress- 
ing meetings ;  how  much  in  putting  down 
riots ;  and  how  much  more  in  election 
disturbances.  Why  have  we  not  the 
items  decurly  given  under  the  various 
sub-heads.  I  think  it  is  most  objec- 
tionable and  most  unreasonable  tiiat 
the  Committee  should  be  asked  to  vote  a 
sum  of  £30,000,  with  no  specific  account 
of  the  purposes  to  which  ^e  money  has 
been  applied.  Then,  again,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  of  the  pre- 
sence of  police  reporters  at  public  meet- 
ings. In  going  about  England  I  have 
found  no  argument  more  potent  in 
showing  the  difference  in  the  way  in 
which  we  are  governed  in  Ireland,  and 
the  way  in  which  you  are  governed  in 
England,  than  the  mere  mention  of  the 
facts  connected  with  the  Government  re- 
porters, and  by  drawing  attention  to  the 
circumstance  that  the  Constabulary  are 
employed  in  force  to  guard  them,  with 
the  sole  object  of  enabling  the  Govern- 
ment to  pounce  down  on  hon.  Members 
of  this  House  afterwards,  and  prose- 
outing  them  for  the  words  they  may  use. 
Such  a  fact  as  that  is  a  suffici^it  proof 
of  the  disgraceful  way  in  which  the 
people  of  Ireland  are  governed.  I  have 
sometimes  thought  it  might  be  the  duty 
of  the  Bepresentatives  of  Irish  conati- 
tuencies  to  protest  solemnly,  openly  and 
publicly,  at  such  meetings  against  iMs 
system,  whatever  the  consequences  might 
be.  I  am  sure  they  would  be  suppoited 
by  the  mass  of  the  people  of  this  conn* 
try,  who  would  never  tolerate,  for  a  day, 
the  system  which  has  been  adopted  in 
Ireland.  Then,  again,  in  regard  to  the 
suppression  of  meetings,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Harbour  Division  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  T.  C.  Harrington)  has  pointed  out 
the  misleading  character  of  the  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
that  point.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said  that  only  eight  meetings  have 
been  suppressed  in  four  months.  That 
may  be  so ;  but  our  complaint  is  this. 
At  the  beginning  of  the  four  months  ^ 
Gt)vemment  themselves  were  bringing 
pressure — within  the  law— -to  bear  upon 
the  landlords,  and  therefore  they  were  not 
likely  to  suppress  any  public  meethigs. 
Our  objection  is  that  meetings  are  now 
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being  suppressed,  and  that  a  different 
policy  altogether  is  being  pursued.  It 
is  no  answer  to  our  compJaint  to  tell  us 
that  only  eight  meetings  have  been  sup- 
pressed in  &ur  months.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  threatens  us  with  what  he 
intends  to  do  when  an  alteration  of  the 
law,  which  he  hopes  to  make,  shall 
have  been  brought  about.  I  am  glad 
that  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  has 
brought  out  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
purpose  in  its  true  character.  We  now 
know  that,  if  he  can  efiPect  it,  trial  by 

i'ury  in  Ireland  is  to  be  abolished.  We 
:now  what  he  has  foreshadowed ;  but  I 
think  he  has  very  much  mistaken  the 
character  of  those .  who  have  been  en- 
gaged in  this  agitation,  and  who  have 
devoted  their  days  and  nights  to  an 
effort  to  defend  the  rights  of  the  Irish 
tenants  from  the  exactions  of  cruel  land- 
lords. They  have  not  been  afraid  to 
face  imprisonment,  and  they  would  face 
it  again  to-morrow  if  they  believed  it  to 
be  necessary  for  the  protection  of  the 
poor  people  who  have  been  entrusted  to 
their  care.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  very  much  mistaken,  and  curiously 
misreads  history,  if  he  thinks  that  any- 
thing he  can  do  will  terrorize  my  hon. 
Friends.  They  will  continue  to  go  on 
as  they  have  done.  There  is  only  one 
thing  the  Government  can  do  which 
would  change  all  this,  and  restore  order, 
peace,  and  goodwill  in  Ireland,  and  that 
is,  not  a  policy  of  oppression,  but  a 
policy  of  conoiHation.  Adopt  a  policy 
of  conciliation,  and  all  this  expenditure 
for  extra  pay  and  allowances  to  the 
police,  so  far  as  it  is  used  in  suppressing 
public  meetings,  employing  Government 
reporters,  and  attempting  to  crush 
popular  movements  in  Ireland,  will  be 
absolutely  unnecessary  and  will  cease. 
The  result  of  all  this  will  be  certain. 
The  Irish  people  are  determined  to  be 
free.  They  are  determined  to  associate 
freedom  of  speech  and  action,  and  should 
the  attempts  to  suppress  it  for  a  time  be 
successful,  there  will  always  arise  a  new 
set  of  politicians  from  the  ashes  of  the 
present  to  continue  the  struggle  as  long 
as  it  may  be  necessary  to  secure  the 
independence  and  self-government  of 
Ireland. 

Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.) :  I  have 
been  much  surprised  to  hear  it  said 
to-night  that  the  first  duty  of  Govern- 
ment was  the  protection  of  the  rights  of 


property,  and  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land must  have  read  his  political  eco- 
nomy backwards;  because  I  have  always 
understood  that  the  first  duty  of  Gt)vem- 
ment  is  the  protection  of  the  rights  and 
lives  of  the  people.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  one  of  the  Divisions  of  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon)  took  part  in  the  defence  of 
the  people,  because  the  Government  are 
wielding  the  rights  of  the  Crown  against 
the  people.  We  are  not  sent  here  to 
protect  the  rights  of  the  Crown ;  we  are 
sent  to  this  House  to  protect  the  rights 
of  the  people.  The  Crown  may  pass 
away,  but  the  rights  of  the  people  stand 
for  ever ;  the  rights  of  the  people  and 
the  lives  of  the  people  cannot  be  dis- 
sociated. This  Constabulary  Force  is 
only  kept  up  for  the  purpose  of  main- 
taining the  rights  of  property,  as  it  is 
called;  in  Ireland  it  is  maintained  for 
the  assistance  of  the  landlords,  but  the 
burden  of  it  is  thrown  upon  the  occu- 
piers. You  say  that  these  latter  have 
no  stake  in  the  country ;  but  if  a  man 
has  no  stake  in  the  country  he  has  no 
property  to  defend,  and  he  ought  not  to 
be  called  upon  to  support  this  Police 
Force.  I  understand  that  the  people  of 
England  pay  half  the  cost  of  the  police 
in  Ireland.  [An  hon.  Membbb  :  The 
whole.]  If  they  pay  the  whole,  so  much 
the  worse  for  them.  I  am  glad  to  hear 
that,  however,  because  the  Police  Force  is 
not  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. It  is  not  subject  to  any  municipal 
authority.  As  I  understand,  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  has  not  the  power  to 
remove  a  single  policeman  who  might 
refuse  to  obey  his  orders.  I  say  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  should  have  control  of 
the  force  for  the  preservation  of  order, 
and  it  is  because  they  have  not  that 
power  that  in  Ireland  so  much  disorder 
exists.  To  speak  of  men  armed  with 
rifles  and  swords  as  a  civil  force  is  a 
waste  of  words ;  it  is  a  military  force, 
and  we  do  not  require  it.  In  London  I 
have  never  seen  a  policeman  with  a 
sword  at  his  side  and  a  bayonet  in  his 
hand ;  but  you  will,  in  Ireland,  see  two 
policemen  armed  with  rifles  and  bayo- 
nets at  the  side  of  every  man  who  is  sent 
to  prison  ;  and  it  is  the  same  in  the  case 
of  women ;  the  police  have  their  20 
rounds  of  ammunition,  rifle,  swords,  and 
bayonets.  As  I  have  said,  although  the 
people  of  Enfi^and  are  good  enough  to 
pay  for  this  Police  Force,  we  are  willing 
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to  pay  for  a  Police  Force  ourselyeB ;  but 
it  must  be  a  civil  and  not  a  military 
force. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  OentlemAU  that  it  is  not  in 
Order  to  discuss  the  eeneral  question  of 
police  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member 
must  confine  himself  to  the  specific  items 
under  discussion. 

Mb.  BLANE  :  This  Vote  of  £30,000 
includes  travelling  expenses  and  other 
charges  connected  with  matters  that  have 
recently  come  under  our  notice  in  Ire- 
land. As  one  who  has  taken  some  part 
in  this  movement,  I  am  able  to  say  that 
those  who  were  associated  with  me  have 
given  as  little  cause  for  these  extra 
police  as  possible.  The  sum  expended 
in  my  district  was  altogether  unneces- 
sary; if  the  authorities  at  the  Castle 
move  their  rifles  and  bayonets  from  one 
part  of  Ireland  to  another,  I  must  say 
that  I  have  no  connection  with  it.  We 
have  no  control  over  the  Police  Force,  and 
therefore  I  contend  that  we  ought  not  to 
be  called  upon  to  pay  for  this. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  is  again  entering  on  the  general 

Suestion,  and  it  is  my  duty  to  tell  him 
lat  he  is  out  of  Order  in  so  doing. 
Mb.  BLANE :  We  have  here,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  original  Estimate,  the  sum 
of  £  1 1 , 1 60  asked  for.  I  say  that  this  sum 
would  be  altogether  unnecessary  if  the 
police  in  Ireland  were  subject  to  muni- 
cipal authority,  and  if  the  statements  of 
the  Bepresentatives  of  the  people  in  this 
House  re<^ived  the  attention  which  they 
deserve  from  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 
We  submit  that  this  Vote  is  altogether 
unnecessary,  inasmuch  as  the  vast  num- 
ber of  Constabulary  men  taken  from  one 
place  to  another  in  Ireland  would  not  be 
required  if  the  control  of  the  force  were 
in  the  hands  of  the  municipalities.  It  is 
so  in  this  country,  and  in  all  civilized 
countries ;  but  it  is  not  so  in  Ireland, 
because  the  Police  Force  there  is  used 
against  the  people,  and  they  ought  not 
to  be  called  on  to  pay  for  it.  I  thank 
the  Committee  for  the  patience  with 
which  they  have  listened  to  the  observa- 
tions which  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to 
make  on  this  Vote. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  (Kent, 
Isle  of  Thanet)  :  I  should  not  have 
taken  part  in  this  discussion,  but  for  an 
extraordinary  remark  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  sat  down.  He  informed 
the    House  th$it   the    English    people 
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bear  the  whole  cost  of  the  Constabulaiy 
in  Ireland.  I  would  remind  the  Oom- 
mittee  that  the  question  has  been  before 
this  House  of  the  Limerick  Corporation 
refusing  to  pay  the  sum  at  which  they 
have  been  assessed  on  this  account. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  is  out  of  Order  in 
referring  to  that  circumstance  in  con- 
nection with  the  Vote  before  the  Onn- 
mittee. 

Colonel  B:ING-HARMAN  :  lAink 
it  is  unfair  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Mr.  Blane)  to  say  that  the 
police  in  Ireland  are  used  simply  vA 
solely  for  the  protection  of  the  rich  a 
Ireland  and  the  rights  of  property.  Tbe 
Constabulary  in  Ireland,  during  mebst 
six  years,  have  had  very  serious  nd 
laborious  work  to  do  in  protectbg  ^e 
lives,  not  only  of  landlords,  bat  of  the 
tenant  farmers  who  have  been  suhjectto 
the  direst  persecution.  For  all  that, 
they  have  not  been  able  to  protect  the 
lives  of  such  unfortunate  men  as  we 
read  were  the  other  day  shot  at  and  left 
bleeding  to  death. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  toA 
gallant  Gentleman  is  pursuing  a  geneni 
argument  not  proper  to  the  Qaestion 
before  the  Committee.  He  must  eon^ne 
his  remarks  to  the  specific  Question  of 
the  Vote  and  the  subjects  connected 
with  it.       

Colonel  B3NG-HAEMAN :  I  apolo- 
gize,  Mr.  Courtney,  for  straying  £rom 
the  immediate  Question,  and  will  say  no 
more  than  that  it  is  unfair  to  allege 
that  the  police  in  Ireland  have  been  em- 
ployed solely  for  the  protection  of  land- 
lords in  Ireland. 

Ma.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  8.):  This 
Vote  is  not,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  opposite  asserts,  intended  to 
pay  for  the  protection  of  the  lives  of  the 
humbler  class,  but  for  the  carrying  out 
of  evictions  and  putting  down  meetings, 
and  these  expenses  would  not  be  neoee- 
sary  if  the  landlords  had  fixed  the  rents 
at  a  reasonable  rate.  I  say  that  it  is  not 
fair  that  the  people  of  England  and  Ire- 
land should  have  to  pay  an  extra  sum  for 
police  in  order  to  enable  landlords  to  im- 
pose rents  which  the  Commissioners  have 
declared  to  be  60  per  cent  above  what 
they  ought  to  be ;  and  I  do  not  think  it 
is  a  fair  representation  to  say  *^**  *j^ 
police  to  any  great  extent  are  reqnired 
to  protect  the  lives  of  tenant  farmers  W 
Ireland, 
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Thb  GHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  confine  his  observatioos  to  the 
som  asked  for,  and  the  objects  for  which 
it  is  required. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  :  I  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  this  sum  was  asked  for  the 
extra  expense  of  police  attending  meet- 
ings in  Ireland.  I  regret  that  I  have 
been  out  of  Order,  and  shall  not,  of  course, 
continue  my  remarks  any  further  than 
to  repeat  my  belief  that  if  the  landlords 
had  treated  their  tenants  fairly,  this 
extra  sum  for  police  would  not  have  been 

Mb,  EDWAED  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  While  the  hon.  Member 
who  introduced  this  Motion  was  speak- 
ing, I  made  a  calculation  with  reference 
to  the  work  of  the  police  in  Ireland.  I 
find  that,  allowing  to  the  Sheriff  250 
working  days  in  the  year,  you  have, 
according  to  the  Vote  presented  to- 
night, 1,160  policemen  in  Ireland 
continually  engaged  in  the  work  of 
these  evictions.  These  men  get  3s.  6d, 
a- day  for  extra  work  in  connection 
with  evictions  and  riots.  What  is  the 
duty  of  these  policemen?  I  was  horn 
in  Ireland,  and  I  have  had  reason 
frequently  to  watch  with  interest  some 
of  the  actions  and  evolutions  of  Irish 
policemen.  Their  work  has  been  jusUy 
described,  in  ordinary  times,  as  ''just 
getting  the  lime  of  the  barrack  wall  on 
their  coats  and  going  in  to  brush  *it  off 
again."  That  is  the  ordinary  employ- 
ment of  a  policeman  in  Ireland.  You 
maintain  him  in  idleness,  and  when  you 
put  upon  him  a  duty  which  is  to  him 
ordinary  recreative  exercise  you  pay  him 
3«.  6i.  extra  a-day.  More  than  that, 
you  jNToride  oars  for  them  when  they  go 
to  evictions.  Why,  Sir,  it  is  jollity  to 
them  to  go  to  evictions.  I  have  been  to 
many  such  scenes,  and  what  have  I 
seen  ?  I  have  seen  these  policemen  in 
loDg  cars,  and  have  heard  them,  when 
coming  back  from  an  eviction,  singing 
in  chorus,  **Wait  till  the  clouds  rofi 
by."  It  seems  to  me  that  these  police- 
men were,  in  a  great  measure,  ccurrying 
out  the  spirited  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qrovemment,  who  are  going  on  with  a 
discussion  in  this  House  which  will  be 
of  no  value,  and  who  apparently  are 
waiting  until  the  clouds  pass  over.  It 
is  to  me  absurd  to  have  in  Ireland  a 
force  which  exists  only  for  the  special 
porpoee  of  this  work.  I  say  it  is  mani- 
^ly  unfair  that  you  should  give  them 
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d«.  6d,  a-day  and  their  expenses  besides. 
The  police  do  not  perform  a  single  civil 
work  in  Ireland,  except  this  work  of 
collecting  rents  for  the  landlords.  Will 
any  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  visited 
Ireland  during  the  last  few  months, 
while  this  chaise  has  been  accumu- 
lating, say  that  in  a  single  instance  he  has 
seen  policemen  performing  the  ordinary 
functions  which  a  policeman  in  England 
performs  ?  No ;  the  proper  work  of  the 
police  is  neglected  in  Ireland,  and  we 
are  told  that  the  police  are  there  because 
the  rights  of  property  must  be  main- 
tained. You  shomd  lay  the  venue  pro- 
perly, and  say  where  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty really  lie.  Let  it  not  be  the  pro- 
perty of  a  dominant  faction,  but  let  it  be 
the  property  of  the  people,  and  then  I 
will  say  let  the  rights  of  property  be 
maintained.  It  may  interest  this  House 
very  much,  and  particularly  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  who  will,  of  course,  vote 
against  any  reduction  of  this  Vote 
which  may  be  moved  on  these  Benches, 
to  know  what  sort  of  duties  the  police  in 
Ireland  have  been  performing  for  the 
last  two  months  which  have  occasioned 
this  Vote.  I  saw  this  duty  myself;  I 
saw  it  being  performed  about  a  month 
ago.  I  went  into  the  Glenbeigh  dis- 
tnct  when  the  evictions  were  being  car- 
ried out  there ;  I  went  into  that  lonely 
and  barren  valley,  where  the  people 
were  being  evicted  from  the  homes 
which  their  families  had  occupied  for 
generations;  I  saw  the  smoke  curling 
and  rising  from  that  valley.  On  that 
day  there  were  five  cabins  of  the  evicted 
people  of  the  district  smouldering,  and 
135  policemen  paid  by  the  taxation  of 
the  nation — paid  by  that  mysterious 
person  called  the  British  taxpayer,  who 
is  so  generous  to  us — 185  policemen 
were  present  to  protect  the  man  who 
was  burning  the  roof- trees  of  the  people 
oyer  tiieir  heads.  You  quarrel  with  our 
words  in  this  House;  out  with  these 
naked  walls  and  these  figures  before  us, 
it  is  hard  to  speak  calmly  of  the  griev- 
ances of  our  people.  I  should  not  ob- 
ject when  an  officer  of  the  law,  who  is 
sent  on  a  mission  of  the  law,  is  protected 
by  police,  and  even,  if  necessary,  by  a 
military  force ;  I  should  not  object  to 
the  Sheriff  having  a  force  of  policemen, 
and  I  should  not  object  to  their  being 
paid  extra  wages,  or  to  the  extra  ex- 

fense  of  oars  for  their  conveyance ;  but 
do  object  that  the  work  of  the  Sheriff, 


2  0 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1123      Supply— Civil  S^rvim,     {COMMONS^       ^c.  JS«/iWi«/e«,  IfiSO.?.        1124 


which  is  done  at  the  expense  of  the  na- 
tion— at  the    expense    of   the    British 
people,  who  are  not  aware  of  what  it  is 
— should  he  prolonged  for  three  weeks, 
in  order  that  it  may  furnish  a  hideous 
spectacle  to  a  disgusted  world.     [^Laugh- 
ter,']   I  do  not  enyy  the  feelings  of  the 
man  who  can  laugh  at  the  scenes  I  have 
feebly  depicted.      I  shall  now  give  a 
further  instance  of  the  misuse  of  the 
police  force  in  Ireland,  and  I  shall  use 
it  to  back  up  our  appeal  for  the  reduction 
of  this  Vote.    At  one  of  the  first  otic* 
tions,  I  wanted  to  test  the  question  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  police  force  were 
pres^it  to  protect  the  officers  of  the  law 
in  their  duty ;  I   approached  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrate,  and  drew  attention  to 
the  facts ;   I  said — ''  That  old  man  is 
evicted  ;   his    widowed  daughter    and 
grandchild  are  out ;  the  law  has  been 
enforced,  the  Sheriff  has  done  his  work, 
and  will  you  take  the  responsibility  of 
keeping  that  laree  force  of  police  idle 
here,  while  merely  the  yindictiveness  of 
the  land  agent  is  carried  out  ?  "  In  a  few 
courteous  words  I  was  told  to  mind  my 
own  business.    He  told  me  that,  not  be* 
cause  it  was  a  pleasure  to  him,  for  he 
was  as  disgusted  with  the  work  as  I  was; 
he  was  disgusted  that  aBesidentMagis* 
trate,  with  two  officers  of  Constabulary 
and  135  men,  should  stand  there  till  the 
cabin  which  had  held  this  old  man  of  85, 
his  widowed  daughter  and  grandchild, 
and  which  had  sheltered  three  genera- 
tions of  his  family,  was  in  ruins,  in 
order  to  satisfy  this  craving  for  the  re- 
spect of  law  and  order  in  Ireland.    The 
Sheriff  was  disgusted  with  this  work, 
and,  when  he  had  concluded  it,  he  in- 
sisted on  going  home ;  but  the  work  of 
the  land  agent  had  not  been  completed. 
There  were  135  policemen  there;  yet, 
when  the  Sheriff  asked  for  a  force  to 
protect  him  on  his  way  home,  he  could 
not  get  it.     Ostensibly,  you  bring  out 
the  police  force  to  protect  the  Sheriff ; 
but  here  is  the  test  of  that  profession, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief 
Secretary  can  examine  it,  and  ascertain 
the  truth  in  the  matter.     The  SJieriff 
asked  for  a  police  force  to  protect  him 
on  his  way  home ;  he  could  not  get  that 
force.     He  put  the  question  to  the  test, 
and  walked  off  on  his  way  home.  What 
happened?    Only  four  policemen  were 
sent  to  protect  him,  but  135  men  were 
retainea  to  protect  the  yindictive  agent ; 
and  when  the  Sheriff  was  a  few  fields 
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off,  the  danger  of  letting  him  go  awtj 
thus  was  seen,  and  one  of  thie  Constabu- 
lary officers,  who  probably  got  10«.  6^ 
a-day  extra,  whistles  to  his  men,  order* 
them  to  stand,  and,  to  my  own  knov- 
ledge,  the  Sheriff  was  kept  praeticallj 
iinder  arrest  until  the  agent  had  com- 
pleted his  work.  Is  not  that  amisu^oof 
the  money  which  this  House  is  v>.ung 
away  for  extra  police  in  Ireland?  S 
was  recently  laid  down  by  high  autho- 
rity that  that  officer  carriee  Her  Mft" 
jesty's  commands,  and«  thmrefors^  he 
should  be  protected.  In  this  case.tiie 
Sheriff,  who  carried  the  de<»«es  of  Her 
Majesty's  Court,  and  who  was  in  that 
glen  Her  Majesty's  representative,  wis 
allowed  to  go  away  with  an  insufficisit 
force  for  his  protection ;  and  then  prac- 
tically detained  under  arreat,  and  made 
to  act  the  subaltern  part  to  a  man  who 
was  only  carrying  out  private  yengesnoe. 
This  is  a  misuse  of  the  money  we  are 
asked  to  yote  to-night;  nay,  more,  I 
really  believe  that  if,  as  I  think  we 
mig^t  reasonably  claim  and  expect  that 
English  Members  would,  at  least,  sit  in 
this  House  and  hear  what  we  have  to 
say,  and  weigh  our  words  thoroughly  in 
their  minds,  as  they  weigh  the  words 
uttered  on  eyery  other  su&ect  but  tiua 
one  of  the  goyemment  of  Ireland— if 
the  people  of  England  could  hear  what 
we  say,  I  believe  that  not  one  penny  d 
this  Tote  would  eyer  be  passed  by  this 
Parliament.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  more  to 
complain  of ;  the  police  in  Ireland  are 
taught  that  their  joUiest  and  gayest  time 
is  the  time  of  the  misery  aiid  the  trouble 
and  the  travail  of  our  people.  For  what 
is  called  eviction  duty  an  Irish  polioe* 
man,  as  I  haye  said,  gets  St.  6d.  a-day 
extra.  As  there  is  no  danger  to  his  life 
or  limb,  will  anyone  tell  me  that  the 
135  men  of  stalwart  build  were  in  aoj 
danger  in  that  glen  ?  I  doubt  that  there 
were  as  many  men,  women,  and  children 
there  as  policemen.  Natnrally  enough, 
the  constable  that  is  called  to  evictioii 
duty  looks  forward  to  it  with  joyful  an- 
ticipation. I  was  at  an  eviction  in  the 
county  of  Limerick,  within  the  last  few 
months,  and  saw  one  constable  getting 
B$.  6d.  for  the  amusement  of  eyioCing 
his  own  father.  Such  is  the  way  in 
which  you  misuse  the  force,  demoralise 
what  would  be  a  noble  force  and  a  credit 
to  the  country,  if  you  utilized  them  pro- 
perly. Such  is  the  way  in  which  j[oa 
misuse  the  force,  that  the  men  look  with 
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joyouB  aiKticipatioiis  to  evictions,  and  to 
any  other  diBtnrbances.     They  incur  no 
danger;  but  they  get  a  day^s  outing, 
all  expeuBes  paid,  and  Zs,  6^.  a-day  for 
pocket  money.     Now,  Sir,  this  sort  of 
traimng  for  the  police  begets  only  a 
ibeHng  that  might  naturally  be  supposed 
to  be  begat  in  human  beings ;  because 
even  the  Irish  police  are  human.    I  was 
a  witneea  of  a  disgraceful  exhibition  of 
bravery  on  the  part  of  these  Irish  poHce- 
men  to  whom  we  are  expected  to  pay 
Si.  6«r.  a^day  fbr  their  work  in  Glen- 
beig^.     For  three  weeks  these  police- 
men were  maintained  there;  for  three 
veekfl  tb^  were  engaged  upon  work 
which  I  maintain  could  have  been  car- 
ried out  by  the  Sheriff  in  two  days,  at 
a  oommensurately  less  expense,  if  you 
would  not  assodate  with  it  the  work  of 
the  vindietive  poliey  for  which  you — Her 
Majeat^s  Oovenunent— «are  mainly  re- 
sponsible. These  policemen  were  coming 
home  from  some  evictions ;  the^  was  a 
river  to  cross;  naturally  enough,  the 
people  of  the  country  did  not  look  with 
any  affectioDate  regard  upon  the  force 
that  was  carrying  out  evictions  in  their 
midst,  and  several  young  boys  ran  into 
the  stream  and  tumbled  off  the  stepping 
stones,  so  as  to  have  a  little  jolly  re- 
venge, and  make  the  constables  walk 
through  the  river.    I  do  not  think  that 
any  !^igBshman  has  the  sdf-conscious 
dignity  of  an  Irish  policeman.    I  do  not 
think  that  if  as  great  disrespect  bad  been 
shown  to  any  Member  of  Her  Majesty's 
€h>vemmeBt,  <Mr  even  to  a  Boyal  person, 
any  more  indignant  feelings  could  have 
been  exdted  Ihan  were  excited  in  these 
constables  by  tiie  fact  that  they  had  to 
wet  their  ankles  in  the  stream.    What 
happened  ?    Why,  the  few  of  us  who 
were  favoured   spectators    got    a   safe 
passage  across ;  and  ^e  policemen  were 
so  chagrined  at  this,  and  at  their  having 
to  walk  through  the  stream,  that  they, 
without  any  other  provocation,  pushed 
iato  ^le  crowd  of  littie  girls  and  boys 
who  were  *  standing  cm  the    brink  of 
the  river,  and,  shouting  and  laughing, 
punched  and  pummelled  them  unmerci- 
fully,  leavings  one  young  girl  almost 
dead.    It  is  for  such  services  that  you 
ask  the  Committee  for  this  Vote.     But 
it  is  not  by  pounds  we  measure  the  im- 
portance of  this  Vote ;  but  by  the  bitter 
feelings  you  have  engrafted  in  our  na- 
ture by  -tikese  acts,  which  you  have  asked 
OB  here  to^ght  to  pay  for.    Tou  allow 


your  police  in  Ireland  to  do  this  shame- 
ful work  for  months  together,  and  then 
you  ask  us  to  pay  for  it.     Was  there 
ever  such  a  satire  of  civilized  govern- 
ment?   We  have  been  told  that  this 
expenditure  was  not  all  incurred  within 
the  last  few  months,  and  not  all  incurred 
in  connection  with  evictions.     We  are 
told  that  it  was  incurred  in  expenses 
consequent  upon    the  Irish  Elections. 
Why,  what  were  the  expenees  connected 
with  the  Irish  Elections  P  In  the  county, 
one  division  of  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  represent,   we  went  in  a  four-in- 
hand,    and   no   one  opposed   us;    and 
why,  because  we  thoroughly  represent 
the  feelings  of  the  people  in  that  de- 
mand   the  denial  of    which    occasions 
this  Vote.     There  practically  was,  at 
the  last  Election,  no  opposition.    There 
were  a  comparatively  few  contests  in 
any  part  of  Ireland,  and  therefore  there 
could  have  been  but  a  very  insignificant 
TOrtion  of  this  money  expended  on  the 
lEections.      But  then,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land puts  in  another  plea,  and  that  is 
that  some  money  was  expended  in  con- 
nection with  the  Belfast  riots.    I  really 
think  that  the  right  hon. '  Gentleman 
would  do  well  not  to  open  his  Hps  on 
that  subject.    Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
present  Administration  ought  to  speak 
with  a  conscious  blush  of  the  Belfast 
riots,    knowing    well    Ihat   prominent 
Members  of  their  Party  had,  in  the 
first  instance,  fomented  those  riots.   We, 
in  Ireland,  do  not  want  sectarian  quarrels. 
We  who  have  lived  in  the  South  of  Ire- 
land, where  we  Catholics  are  in  the  vast 
majority,  have  no  differences  with  our 
political  opponents.    If  they  were  asked 
whether  tbey  suffered  any  inconvenience 
by  the  conduct  we  pursued,  I  am  quite 
confident  they  would  answer.  No.    The 
disturbances  in  Belfastwereundoubtedly 
fomented  by  Englishmen  in  order  that 
you  might  have  an  excuse  for  reverting 
to  the  old  policy  of  coercion.     The  obj e^ 
of  interested  parties  was  to  keep  the 
Catholics  and  the  Protestants  at  daggers 
drawn,  and,  naturally,  there  were  nghts 
and  quarrels  and   disturbances.     But 
how  did  you  act  towards  them  ?    Large 
bodies  of  these  police,  whose  pay  we  are 
asked  here  to-night  to  vote,  were  drafted 
intothedistrict;  but  they  werenotallowed 
to  quell  the  riots.    The  magistrates  of 
the  district,  who  were  all  notorious  par- 
tisans, practically  bound  the  hands  of 
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the  polioemen,  just  as  praotically^  in  £aot, 
as  if  they  took  the  handcuffs  out  of  their 
pockets  and  put  them  upon  the  wrists  of 
the  men.  The  maeistraies  kept  the 
policemen  there  as  idle  spectators  of  the 
disorder  which  continued  for  weeks  dis- 
gracing that  thriving  and  beautiful  eity, 
which  would  be  a  credit  to  our  country 
if  disorder  were  not  continually  fo* 
mented  by  interested  parties  inside  and 
out.  These  are  some  of  the  duties  in 
which  the  police  have  been  engaged  for 
the  last  few  months,  and  it  is  for  these 
duties  we  are  asked  to  pay.  When  the 
Boyal  Oommission,  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  origin  of  the  Belfast  Hots,  made 
certain  recommendations  affeoting  the 
police  force  in  Ireland,  and  affecting 
their  re-constitution,  did  Her  Miyeety's 
Goyernment  proceed  to  act  ?  What  have 
we  foreshadowed  in  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  f  Does  he  act  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  Oommission, 
which  shows  how  disorder  and  disturb- 
ances can  be  averted  in  that  city  in 
the  future  P  Did  they  act  on  the  reoom- 
mendation  of  Her  Majesty's  Oommis- 
sion, which  has  shown  what  are  the 
causes  of  the  employment  of  these  police 
in  Ireland  in  the  last  few  months  ?  Oh, 
no,  they  do  not ;  but  to  a  full  House  to- 
night, and  to  interested  spectators  in  a 
distinguished  quarter  of  the  House,  Her 
Majesty's  Mimster  makes  a  brave  boast 
that  there  must  be  more  coerdcm  of  ua- 
armed  and  defenceless  people,  more 
bayoneting,  more  drastic  law  in  order 
to  force  law  and  order  down  the  throats 
of  the  Irish  people.  In  the  presence  of 
Her  Majesty's  Minister,  and  in  the  pre- 
sence of  this  country,  and  in  the  presence 
of  a  hostile  Parliament  we,  in  the  name 
of  our  people,  defy  you.  We  do  not 
defy  law  and  order ;  we  want  law  ;  but 
we  want  law  based  on  the  will  of  the 

Ole  as  it  should  be  iu  every  civilised 
We  want  that  order  that  arises 
naturally  firom  the  loyal  obedience  to 
that  law.  That  is  the  law  and  order 
we  want,  and  believe  me,  if  you  pro- 
ceed in  the  line  I  have  indicated,  you 
will  not  want  14,000  armed  policemen 
in  Ireland  to  maintain  law  and  order. 
If  you  will  permit  me,  Sir,  I  will  iUus* 
trate,  by  the  comparison  of  the  small 
number  of  policemen  required  to  main- 
tain  the  peace  in  a  large  district  in  Eng- 
land, what  will  be  the  normal  condition 
of  Ireland  in  what  I  hope  will  be  the 

Mr.  Edward  Harringf(m 


near  future,  if  you  will  only  meet  the 
views  half-way  which  we  put  forward. 
Let  not  hon.  and  right  hon.  GBntlemsn 
opposite  always  beUeve  that  in  every 
word  we  utter  we  are  actuated  by  oae 
political  impulse.  Of  course,  I  should 
never  have  them  forget  that  there  is  one 
sentiment  always  pervading  our  luiads 
and  actions ;  but  let  them  not  believe 
that  we  pervert  our  minds  en  aooount  of 
ouropiawn.  What  did  the  rigjit  turn. 
Gendeman  the  Chief  Sefaretaiy  say  here 
to-ni^t?  He  made  certain  obiorratioQS 
with  regard  to  meetiage  wUok  were  in- 
stantly eonlaradieted  by  an  hon,  Friend 
of  mine.  Now,  I  want  to  aay  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that,  to  my  ova 
knowledge,  many  statements  that  he  has 
to  make  on  this  question,  and  this  eitra 
police  questioa,  are  as  remote  fr^m  the 
ttuth  as  the  darker  regions  are  from 
heaven.  I  make  no  personal  refleeticn 
upon  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaoi  or  with 
the  persooL  with  whom  h«  is  ia- imme- 
diate communication,  but  hiaioforoiation 
has  to  come  through  audi  a  suceesaioB  of 
filters  that  every  p^iiele  of  trutik  is  t^k^ 
out  of  the  h<mest  stateuMot  which  sheiild 
be  made  in  this  Hovse.  The  right  hen. 
Gentleman  anavered  a  Qudstion  put  to 
him  the  other  evening  by  aalriah  Member 
about  which  I  knew  nothing,  but  which 
affected  my  coastitueacy »  It  ia  pertinent 
to  this  matter,  and  that  ia  the  reason  mhj 
I  mention  it.  It  ooncems  a  man  named 
Patrick  Ferriter»  who  was  sentenced  to 
two  months'  imprisonment  for  having  at 
a  meeting  I  addressed,  and  whi^  was 

g resided  over  by  the  Yen.  Ganon  0*Sul- 
van,  called  out  to  the  Goveniment  re- 
Srtei^-*' Take  that  down,  Strisger." 
us  matter  was  referred  to  here  to- 
night. I  was  very  much  interested  by 
the  reference  which  was  mada  1^  vy 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon)  to  the  position  which  these 
policemen  on  ^ctra  duty  oeo«py  in  the 
crowd  at  Irish  meetings.  I  pcesume  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  great  experi- 
ence of  public  meetings ;  and  thece&oe 
I  would  appeal  to  him  that  in  lutnre 
when  he  has  to  send  a  Government  re- 
porter to  a  public  meeting  in  Ireland  he 
should  not  provide  him  with  the  very 
best  spot  in  the  crowd.  He  might  older 
that  the  policemen  should  tak«  a  stand 
near  the  platform  on  the  right  ev  the 
left.  I  tell  the  right  hon*  Qentismsn 
that  if  his  intention  ial^saaintainlaw 
and  order  in  Ireland,  and  if  the  inten- 
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all  in  Kerry,  though  it  may  have  been 
adopted  during  the  last  few  months.    I 
have  heard  eometbing  of    its  possible 
adoption  in  the  quieter  parts  of  Kerry ; 
but  I  ask  the  Government,  Is  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  the  cause  of  the  disturbances 
and  the  cause  of  the  disorder  which  take  . 
place  in  Ireland  ?    la  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign the  cause  of  disturbance  in  Kerry? 
No ;  it  is  not.     But  I  will  tell  you  what 
is  the  cause,  and  it  is  that^  from  the  year 
1880   to  the   present  time,    you    have 
efvioted  in  Kerry  14,000  human  beiugs, 
a  greater  record  than  that  of  any  pro- 
vince in  Ireland.    You  eommenced  your 
eviction  work  before   there  were  any 
agitators  there.    For  a  long  time  the 
agitators  have  feebly  tried  to  cope  with 
vou  in  inciting  the  people  to  engage  in 
lawful  and  organized  resistance  to  your 
atrocities.     The   agitators    have  been 
powerless  there,  because  you  got  a  long 
start  of  them.    Now  you  have  to  main- 
tain in  Kerry  an    abnormal  force   of 
pDlieemen  whom  we  are  asked  to  pay. 
Generally  speaking,  you  maintain  them 
in  idleness — they  only  muster  in  force 
when  any  one  of  the  looal  landlords  want 
to  evict  tiie  people,  or  any  London  mort- 
gagee wants  to  bum  down  the  dwellings. 
Now,  what  is  the  soothing  prospect  me 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  holds  out  to  us  ?    It  is 
that,  in  the  neia  future,  there  is  to  be 
more    coercion   for  Ireland;    that  the 
police  force  is  to  be  augmented;  that 
each  jolly  policeman,  besides  his  Se,  6d. 
a-day,  is  to  have  2$.  6d,  a- day.    I  sup- 
pose that  the  ordinary  jaunting-cars  will 
be  eonsidered  beneath  the  dignity  of  the 
Irish  policemen  in  future,  and  that  they 
will  desire  that  they  should  be  sent  on 
eviction    duty    in    barouches    and  the 
like.      It  is  a  disgrace  to  us^  it  is  a 
scandal    to  the    Parliament    of    Eng- 
land, that  you  should  be  spending  vast 
sums  of   money  upon  the  police  force 
in  Ireland,  while  nullions  of  people  are 
crying  out    for    food.      I    think    Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  do  well  to 
in  some  way  or  other  qualify  the  speech 
which  was  addressed  to  us  to-night.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney    General    for     Ireland    (Mr. 
Holmes)  would  do  much  for  his  Gt)YerQ- 
ment  if  he  were  to  stand  up  in  his  place 
and  promise  that  something  should  be 
done  towards  ascertaining  what  are  the 
grievances  of  the  people,  what  are  their 
wauts  and  wishes,   and  what  are  the 
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tion  of  the  Government  in  sending  Go- 
Ternment  reporters  to  our  meetings  be 
to  cause  us  to  mollify  and  tone  down  our 
speeches  in  a  manner  which  will  conduce 
to  the  fulfilment  of  his  idea  of  law  and 
order,  he  goes  the  very  wrong  way  about 
it.     What  is  it  to  any  man  who  believes 
that  even  if  he  be  not  wholly  free  he  is 
at  least  bom  to  the  inheritance  of  free- 
dom— ^what  are  the  feelings  of  such  a 
man  when  he  goes  to  a  platform  to  ad- 
dress thousands  of  enthusiastic  people, 
and  the  first  spectacle  presented  to  him 
is  a  crowd  of  50  or  60  policemen,  armed 
with  bayonets,  surrounding  a  man  with 
a  notebook,  who  has  instructions  to  take 
down  the  words  addressed  to  the  people 
and  send  them  to  the  archives  of  Dublin 
Oastle?      Do  you  hope  to  make  our 
speeehes  any  nulder  ?    Do  you  think  we 
put  a  tooth  in  what  we  are  going  to  say 
on  account  of  such  proeeedmgs  on  your 
part  ?     We  Irishmen,  whom  you  have 
never  had  the  courage  to  taunt  with 
cowardice,  are  we  Hk^y  to  do  anything 
of  the  kind  f     I  say  deliberately  that 
many  a  man  addressing  a  public  meet- 
ing— and  I  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friends 
who  sit  arouira  me  to  say  whether  it  is 
not  their  experience— that  many  a  man 
addressing  a  public  meeting  is  carried 
away  by  excitement  to  use  stronger^  far 
stronger,  words  tiian  he  would  have  used 
if  the  large  poHoe  force  had  not  been 
sent  to  the  meeting.    I  do  not  pretend 
to  have  suffered  much  in  that  way  my- 
self.     The   right    hon.    and    learned 
Gentleman   the   Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Matthews)  quoted  the  other  night  some 
words  which  he  attributed  to  me;  but 
I  felt  it  my  duty  to  deny  having  used 
them.     I  wish,  however,  to  say  that 
what  I  have  said  at  pubUo  meetings  in 
the  presence  of  policemen  and  Govern- 
ment reporters,  I  say  here  in  this  House. 
I  sajr  tnat  your  whole  system   of  em- 
ploying a  policeman,   not    merely    on 
extra  duty,  is  the  result  of  a  mistaken 
and  vitiated  policy ;  a  p<dicy  that  is 
wrecking  and  corrupting  your  adminis- 
tration in  Ireland,  and  that  that  is  the 
reason  you  find  such  difficulty  in  govern- 
ing the  country  and  in  grappling  with 
the  Plan  of  Campaign   or  any  other 
policy  we  pursue.    I  ask  any  hon.  Gen- 
tlemim  on  the  Treasury  Bench  who  may 
address  the  Oommittee  in  the  course  of 
the  evening  to  say  where  in  Kerry  was 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  adopted.     I  have 
ho  knowledge  of  its  being  adopted  at 
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means  by  which  the  use  of  this  extra - 
ordiDanr  expenditure  can  be  prevented. 
I  am  glad  to  see  that  many  hon.  Gentle- 
men have  visited  Ireland  during  the  last 
few  months;  indeed,  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  would  do  well  if,  instead  of 
holding  a  Cabinet  Council  during  the 
Easter  Becess  in  Downing  Street,  they 
were  to  hold  one  in  Olenbeigh  or  in 
Woodford.  They  would  then  have  a 
chance  of  ascertaining  the  requirements 
of  the  people  in  respect  of  whose  eviction 
this  Vote  IS  mainly  asked.  In  conclusion, 
I  will  only  ask  that  it  shall  not  be  said 
in  taunt  of  us — **  Shall  we  throw  the 
government  of  Ireland  into  the  hands  of 
the  Nationalist  Members  f  "  We  do  not 
want  the  government  of  Ireland ;  we  do 
not  want  the  sweets  of  Office ;  but  we 
want  you  to  understand  what  are  the 
real  desires  of  the  people ;  we  want  you 
to  have  the  courage  to  endeavour  to 
construct  some  scheme  of  government 
which  shall  satisfy  the  people  of  our 
country.  The  people,  when  their  griev- 
ances are  removed,  and  their  wants  are 
satisfied,  and  their  wishes  are  met  in  a 
fair  and  legitimate  spirit,  will  seek  out 
from  every  class,  and  creed,  and  position 
in  the  country  men  capable  and  willing, 
and  with  leisure,  to  perform  the  functions 
of  representative  government  in  that 
country. 

Db.  COMMINS  (Eoscommon,  S.) :  I 
obiect  to  every  item  in  this  Vote,  and  I 
think  that  if  the  people  of  this  country 
understood  what  we  are  voting  the 
money  for,  my  objection  would  be  one 
that  would  be  endorsed  by  every  right- 
thinking  man  in  Great  Britain.  This 
Vote  shows  an  increase  of  £30,000  upon 
the  original  Estimate  which  the  Govern- 
ment, no  doubt,  thought  sufficient  when 
they  prepared  it.  1  dare  say  when 
reckoning  up  the  original  Estimate,  they 
were  not  at  all  niggardly,  but  allowed 
themselves  a  pretty  free  hand.  I  should 
have  ezpectea  a  little  more  information 
as  to  the  reason  why  this  extra  expense 
was  incurred  than  what  is  published  in 
the  details  I  find  on  the  face  of  the  Es- 
timates. The  only  additional  informa- 
tion we  have  received,  however,  was  the 
information  we  got  from  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, that  these  expenses,  according  to 
these  details,  were  incurred  for  the  main- 
tenance of  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
Sir,  I  am  sick  of  hearing  those  remarks 
*  *  law  and  order. ' '    They  are  pronounced 
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with  a  judicial  air  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  and  given  to  us  in  such  a  maocer 
as  though  the  whole  question  is,  I  will 
not  say  included,  but  not  even  opened. 
To  tell  UB  that  "law  and  order"  is 
enough  to  justify  anything,  is  to  assume 
that  our  intelligence  is  very  slight  in- 
deed, or  that  our  moral  peroeptionfl  are 
remarkably  blunt.  "Law  and  order" 
forsooth !  There  is  no  place  where  there 
has  been  more  law  or  order,  and  more 
absolute  maintenance  of  it,  than  on  board 
slave  ships.  You  have  absolute  order 
on  the  deck,  you  have  law  and  order  in 
the  hold  where  the  human  ohattela  are 
ranged  in  order  and  ticketed  ofif.  Proper 
law  and  order  should  be  worthy  of 
respect.  Tour  law  should  be  founded 
on  justice,  and  your  order  should  be  the 
outcome  of  just  law.  But  will  anyone 
for  a  moment  assert  that  the  law 
in  Ireland  is  just  ?  Will  anyone 
assert  that  the  law — particularly  the 
law  as  between  the  landlords  and 
tenants  in  Ireland — is  just?  The 
whole  means  of  living,  so  far  as  the 
tenants  are  concerned,  are  in  the  hands 
of  people  subject  to  caprice — a  small 
class  who  have  used  their  caprices  for 
the  purpose  of  the  destruction  of  the 
people,  and  for  the  purpose  of  filling 
their  own  pockets,  without  the  slightest 
regard  to  honesty.  We  are  to  maintain 
"  law  and  order  "  by  putting  down  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  This  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign is  declared  to  be  an  organized 
robbery,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  went  as  far  as  a 
gentleman  of  his  courteous  disposition 
could  go,  in  insinuating  that  some  of  the 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  on  this 
side  of  the  House  were  more  guilty  Uian 
anyone  else  in  beine  participators  in 
*' organized  robbery."  People  who  use 
figurative  language  do  not  always  mean 
what  they  say  by  it.  On  their  pairt,  it  is 
rather  an  expression  of  feeling  than  any 
attempt  to  give  utterance  to  a  fact.  But 
we  do  not  hear  anything  like  ''  organized 
robbery  "  applied  to  the  landlords  who 
for  years  have  been  drawing  50,  60  and 
70  per  cent  over  and  above  what  the 
Courts  of  the  country  have  now  de- 
creed to  be  a  fair  and  proper  rent.  . 
That  was  "organized  robbery"  if  you 
like,  and  it  was  the  worst  sort  of 
organized  robbery.  A  man  who  comes 
and  forcibly  robs  me  in  the  street, 
or  who,  by  sleight  of  hand,  robs  me  of 
my  watch,  is  a  robber,  no  doubt;  but  he 
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is  nofc  so  bad  a  robber  as  the  man  who 
robs  me  under  the  colour  of  the  law,  and 
through  the  agency  of  the  administrators 
of  the  law.     That  is  a  man  who  out- 
rages my  feelings,  who  outrages  justice 
much  more.     Such  robbery  is  almost  the 
common  course  of  things ;  and  it  is  very 
clear  that  he  is  a  robber  who  in  Ireland 
is  the  greatest  enemy  to  society.    He  is 
a  greater  enemy  to  law  and  order  than 
any  •*  moonlighter  '*  or  anyone  else,  even 
the  common  footpad.     When  they  talk 
of  "organized  robbery"   they  shotdd 
look  back.     Why,  a  Judge  on  the  Bench 
in  Ireland  described  the  rents  in  that 
country  as  felonious  rents,  putting  it  in 
the  strongest  manner  possible.     He  said 
tbe  rents  were  levied  under  a  law  made 
by  the  landlords,  exercised  by  the  land- 
lords, enforced  by  the  landlords  for  their 
own  benefit.    Oh!   but  it  is  said  the 
tenants  came  to  an  agreement  amongst 
themselves  to  say  what  is  a  fair  rent. 
We  never  hear  that  argument  allowed ; 
hut  when  the  landlords  took  it  upon 
themselves  to  say  what  is  a  fair  rent,  no 
one  said  them  nay.    If  an  argument  is 
good  it  should  be  good  both  ways.    It 
is  an  unfortunate  thing  when  the  ten- 
ants have  to  take  upon  themselves  to 
say  what  is  a  fair  rent,  no  doubt,  and 
then  venture  to  enforce  their  views.     No 
doubt,  that  is  a  very  unfortunate  thing ; 
hut  why  did  they  do  it?    They  did  it 
because  the  landlords,  in  years  past, 
ever  since  the  system  of  raising  rents 
commenced  in  Ireland,  said  what  should 
be  their  rent.    There  was  nothing  at  all 
said  about  fairness  then.     The  rent  was 
as  much  an  imposition  as  that  levied 
from  the  Israelites  by  the  Egyptians; 
and  I  maintain  that  the  Irish  have  as 
much  ri^ht  to  refuse  this  imposition  of 
the  landlords  as  the  Israelites  had  to 
refuse  payment  of  the  imposition  to  the 
ilgyptians.    Well,  these  are  the  argu- 
ments in  support  of   this  expenditure 
that  we  are  asked  to  allow.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  says  the  Courts  of  the  land  have 
decided  that  this  Plan  of  Campaign  is 
illegal— I  am  not  going  to  argue  the 
ouestion  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  fur- 
uxdr  than  to  say  that  it  was  introduced 
by  the  Chief  Secretary— but  he  forgot 
what  the  highest  Judge  but  one  in  Ire- 
land-the  Chief  Baron  of  the  Exchequer 
--said  about  himself    in   Sligo.     This; 
Judge  said  that,  if  he  had   the  right , 
Aon.  Gentleman  before  him,  he  would 


give  him  precisely  the  same  treatment 
as  he  was  meting  out  to  the  Woodford 
rioters.  He  said  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's own  conduct  was  altogether 
illegal.  It  may  have  been  extra-judiciai 
of  him  to  do  that ;  but  he  certainly  gava 
that  opinion  with  regard  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  interference  with  the 
discretion  of  the  landlords  in  enforcing 
their  rents  in  the  way  they  wanted  to 
do.  There  is  another  remark  I  would 
commend  to  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  enforcing  the  law  is  the 
only  thing  that  policemen  are  employed 
for,  and  they  are  the  special  conservators 
of  law  and  order  in  Ireland.  Well,  as 
the  law  stands  in  Ireland,  every  man 
who  is  evicted  has  six  months  to  redeem 
his  holding ;  and  during  those  six  months 
he  has  a  legal  right  in  the  house  he  has 
built,  and  the  landlord  has  no  right, 
even  under  a  warrant,  to  turn  him  out. 
I  should  like  to  know  if  it  was  in  the 
enforcement  of  the  law  that  150  police- 
men were  sent  to  Glenbeigh,  to  stand 
there  and  see  the  houses  burnt  down  ? 
It  could  not  be,  because,  as  I  say,  the 
tenants  have  six  months'  right  of  re- 
demption. There  was  no  law  in  it. 
Eiots  is  one  of   the  things  which  the 

Solice  are  paid  for  attending.  I  should 
ke  to  know  if  the  police  deserve  this 
extra  pay,  in  consequence  of  the  way 
they  enforced  the  law  in  connection  with 
the  recent  Belfast  riots?  For  three 
months  riot  was  allowed  to  run  loose  in 
Belfast  and  other  parts  of  Ulster,  but 
principally  in  Belfast.  Some  of  the 
police  got  killed,  and,  though  they  are 
an  armed  military  force,  they  were  con- 
tent to  stand  by  while  they  were  ill- 
treated  in  this  way  while  the  riots  were 
proceeding,  and  without  using  their  arms 
even  to  defend  themselves.  Of  course, 
to  stand  by  as  lookers-on  while  bloodshed 
was  rife  on  the  streets  by  day  and  night 
was  upholding  law  and  order!  The 
people  of  England  have  heard  a  great 
deal  about  these  riots  during  the  sitting 
of  the  Boyal  Commissioners,  who  had 
shown  very  clearly  that  this  police  force 
in  Ireland  that  is  paid  in  this  way,  so 
far  as  Belfast  is  concerned,  is  ineBicieDt, 
and  that  a  few  parish  constables  would 
be  able  to  do  more  than  was  done  by 
the  hundreds  of  police  in  Belfast  that 
stood  idle  while  the  riots  were  going  on. 
Then,  as  to  Elections,  I  should  like  to 
know   why  the  police  were  employed 
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about  Elections  in  Ireland.  There  were 
neither  riots  nor  disturbances  at  the 
Irish  Mentions,  and  yet  the  police  ar^ 
imposed  upon  the  towns  where  elections 
are  going  on,  and  kept  there  for  two 
or  three  dajs  perfectly  useless.  No 
doubt,  in  times  before  the  Ballot  was  the 
law  of  the  land,  it  was  pretty  necessary 
to  have  a  body  of  police  in  the  streets 
during  the  elections — not  only  police, 
but  troops  also  were  employed.  In  Eng- 
land the  law  of  the  land  prohibited  such 
a  thing  as  that ;  but,  in  Ireland,  it  was 
the  general  custom.  Mag^a  Oharta  and 
all  the  customs  of  this  country  notwith- 
standing, troops  were  present  at  all  the 
elections.  And  there  was  not  the 
slightest  need  for  their  assistance.  Elec- 
tions all  over  Ireland  are  perfectly 
peaeeable  and  quiet ;  and  I  should  like 
to  ask  how  many  of  these  items  in  this 
Tote  hare  been  spent  in  other  towns 
except  the  two  where  riot  existed  for 
months  together— namely,  Belfast  and 
Londonderry.  Then  the  police  were  sent 
to  meetings.  Why  were  they  sent  to 
meetings  r  They  were  sent  to  meetings 
in  their  real  character.  We  have 
14,000  police  in  Ireland,  and  though 
they  are  called  a  police  force,  they  are  a 
police  force  no  more  than  were  the 
Koyal  Marines,  who  were  sent  over 
there  some  four  months  ago.  The  body 
is  as  much  armed  like  a  police  force  as 
were  the  Soyal  Marines.  The  fact  of 
the  matter  is,  it  is  a  drilled,  organized 
and  disciplined  army.  It  is  all  very  well 
to  call  it  police,  and  to  sav  that  it  is  in- 
tended to  capture  criminals,  but  we  are 
told  every  day  that  it  is  absolutely  in- 
efficient for  the  capture  of  criminals, 
and  it  must  be  so,  seeing  that  it  is  pro- 
hibited by  its  rules  from  holding  inter- 
course with  civilians.  They  are  kept 
off  from  all  communication  with  the 
people,  and  its  object  is  simply  to  make 
away  all  public  opinion  and  to  intimi- 
date the  people  of  Ireland.  Intimidation 
is  the  whole  object  of  its  being.  It  is 
sent  to  public  meetings  for  the  purpose 
of  intimidation.  After  what  the  non. 
Gentleman  who  has  preceded  me  has 
said,  I  need  not,  however,  say  much 
about  that ;  but  I  have  attended  myself 
plentv  of  public  meetings  in  Ireland, 
and  have  never  seen  a  disturbance  or 
anything  that  called  for  the  interference 
of  the  police.  At  every  meeting  in  Ire- 
land acc(»*ding  to  its  extent  you  find  a 
body  of  policemen  varying  from  20  to 
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100  strong  standing  with  their  rifles  ii 
the  town.  Why  7  People  in  Engko^ 
do  not  understand  that  kind  of  thing; 
for  neither  police  nor  military  attead 
public  meetings  in  this  country.  The 
English  people  would  be  most  astonish^ 
if  a  meeting  were  called  to  dismiss  say, 
Municipal  Eeform  or  Manhood  Suffrage, 
or  even  to  propagate  SooiflJimn,  imd 
they  were  to  see  100  or  150  aoldien 
marching  upon  them  with  ball  oartrHi^ 
in  their  ponohee  and  sword-bayonets  by 
their  sides.  The  people  of  Bof^and  hid 
too  much  regard  for  liberty  of  public 
meeting  and  libert]r  of  speech  to  stand 
such  a  system  of  intimraation  fbr  one 
moment;  and,  yet,  this  is  the  kind  of 
use  we  are  told  these  poliee  have  besa 
put  to,  in  order  to  rack  the  taxpayers  of 
England  and  Chreat  Britain  geiieraily,of 
the  sum  of  £19,800  over  and  above  tfae 
estimate  for  the  financial  year.  Pat  aa 
end  to  that.  Meetings  are  peaceaHo  ia 
Ireland.  They  do  not  need  the  inter 
ference  of  the  police,  nor  do  <hey  want 
the  presence  of  police  reporters.  It  is 
said  that  it  is  only  to  proteot  those  re- 

B>rters  who  are  sent  to  make  reports  to 
ublin  Oastle,  that  tiie  police  are  allowed 
to  attend ;  but  it  will  not  be  necessaiy 
to  send  protection  for  the  reporters,  tf 
those  gentlemen  go  to  ^e  meetings  and 
give  no  offence.  But  it  seems  that  th«7 
are  accustomed  to  go  as  the  police  do, 
for  the  purpose  of  insulting  the  people 
and  defying  public  opinion.  They  go  as 
therepresentativeB  of  the  dominaatdasi, 
which  is  determined  to  keep  the  people 
down,  which  holds  the  rod  over  ev«y 
assembly  in  Ireland,  and  only  permits 
freedom  of  speech  as  a  boon  and  not  as 
a  right ;  so  that  both  the  reporters  who 
are  supposed  to  be  protect^  and  the 
police  who  are  supposed  to  protect  &em 
are  both  an  outrage  upon  that  frte 
speech  which  is  granted  to  the  English 
people  by  the  law  of  the  land.  Then  I 
come  to  head  F — Travelling  expenses. 
We  know  that  if  policemen  are  empfeyed 
in  England  for  extra  duty,  they  do  not 
get  extra  pay.  If  a  policeman  has  to  go 
and  attend  a  meeting  during  an  eleetim 
or  anything  else,  he  gets  his  extra  ei- 
penses  but  not  this  d«.  M,  they  get  in 
Ireland.  Irish  policemen  must  bafo 
cars  and  marching  money.  It  is  just 
like  the  expense  of  marching  a  militaiy 
force  through  a  hostile  country,  whiA  it 
really  is.  It  is  a  hostile  oountiy^-^iostile 
to  the  existence  of  such  a  force  as  tfcst, 
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knowing  perfectly  well  that  the  object 
of  tbitt  Ibrce  is  either  to  outrage  jmhlic 
BMitiment,  or  suppress  it.  That  is  the 
recisoa  the  police  are  aooommodated  with 
oars  when  having  to  go  a  few  miles  in 
Ireland^  and  that  they  are  allowed 
marching  money  to  the  extent  of  £  1 1,060. 
It  18  quite  as  well  that  the  people  of 
England  i^old  know  whiEit  they  are 
paying  this  money  for.  It  is  just  as 
wcdl  that  they  should  know  that  it  is 
not  fbr  police  duty  that  they  are  paying, 
or  for  the  suppression  of  crime ;  for,  as 
I  say,  these  men  are  absolutely  useless 
ior  the  suppression  of  crime.  It  is 
not  lor  the  detection  of  criminals,  for  as 
far  as  I  know,  or  as  far  as  it  is  ex- 
plained to  us,  I  am  not  aware  that  there 
is  a  single  penny  charged  here  for  catch- 
ing a  oriminal.     The  charge  is  made 

simply  for  the  sake  of  creating  a  small 

reign  of  terror,  for  suppressing  the  opi- 
nions of  the  people,  and  for  tdling  them 

— **You  are  under  a  rule  whidi  you 

must  submit  to,  whether  you  like  it  or 

not,  and  which  will  follow  you  into  all 

the  relations  of  life,  and  watch  evenr 

word  spoken  by  you,  or  on  your  behalf; 

and  if  you  make  yourselves  too  restive 

under  this  restraint,  we  are  prepared 

with  another  Ooercion   Act  for  you." 

That  was  the  effect  of  the  statement 

of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 

Secretajry  for  Ireland ;  and  I  dare  cay 

he  wiU  be  as  good  as  his  word.    I  dare 

say  if  this  extra  Vote  is  granted,  as  no 

doubt  it  will  be,  it  will  be  an  additional 

incentive  to  stimulate  the  police  when 

tbey  are  wanted  for  the  execution  of  this 

new  Oo^rdon  Act.     But  I  tell  the  right 

hon.  Qentleman  this  new  Coercion  Act 

will  be  quite  as  useless  as  any  of  the  86 

which  have  preceded  it,  and  that  it  will 

do  as  little  to  change  Irish  public  opi- 
nion, or  reconcile  it  to  the  existing  state 

of  things ;  and  it  will  do  as  little  to 

remedy  the  real  grievance  we  feel,  which 

lies  in  our  being  supposed  to  enjoy  Oon- 

Btitutional  Government,  when  in  reality 

we  are  under  a  despotism  the  worst  in 

Europe.    I  am  sorry  to  have  trespassed 

80  long  on  the  attention  of  the  House ; 
hut  I  think  it  necessary  that  these  Votes 
should  be  ventilated  fairly,  and  that  the 
People  of  England  should  be  made  tho- 
roughly acquainted  with  what  they  are 
spending  this  money  for.  I  believe 
that  when  they  are  acquainted  with 
that>  they  will  do  what  we  want  them 
^wy  mu^  to  do— ^lauiely,  put  a  stop  to 


the  spending  of  money  that  does  not 
carry  out  the  purpose  it.  is  supposed  to 
be  spent  for,  but  is  used  for  an  entirely 
di£Perent  object. 

Mb.  JOEDAN  (Clare,  W.) :  I  was 
astonished  to  hear  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  this  evening.  He  was  put  up 
to  initiate  and  advocate  the  policy  of 
the  Government;  but  he  said,  in  the 
course  of  his  observations,  that  the  Con- 
stabulary Vote  was  necessary  to  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land. Now  what  we  complain  of  is, 
that  the  additional  cost  on  this  Con- 
stabulary Vote  has  been  largely  incurred 
through  sending  police  where  they  were 
not  necessary,  and  where  there  was  not 
any  possibility,  nor  any  probability,  of 
any  breach  of  law  and  order.  I  attended, 
Sir,  very  many  National  League  meet- 
ings in  Ireland  lately,  and  I  must  say  I 
never  found  any  necessity  for  police- 
men, more  than  a  constable  or  two,  it 
might  be,  to  prevent  an  excess  of 
drunkenness.  I  attended  one  in  the 
Southern  Division  of  Fermanagh  about 
two  months  ago,  one  of  the  most  loyal 
portions  of  the  country  |  but,  in  spite  of 
the  loyalty  of  the  district,  at  the  meet- 
ing to  which  I  refer,  we  had  a  large 
cohort  of  police.  They  did  not  come  fur 
the  purpose  of  protecting  the  police  re- 
porter, because  he  was  our  mutual  friend, 
Jeremiah  Stringer,  and  we  invited  him 
to  the  platform  and  treated  him  as  a 
gentleman.  So  that  it  could  not  be  to 
protect  him  that  they  came.  A  short 
time  after  I  went  to  another  meeting,  in 
County  Cavan,  in  the  constituency  of 
one  of  my  hon.  Friends  here — a  meeting 
held  in  the  town  of  Glengiolen,  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
John  Dillon)  referred  to  to-day.  We 
drove  through  the  country — a  very 
barren  country  indeed — and  when  we 
arrived  at  Glengiolen,  we  had  an  ex- 
ceedingly large  meetins^.  There  was  a 
large  ^rce  of  Constabulary  there  to  re- 
ceive us,  although,  as  far  as  anyone 
could  see,  there  was  no  necessity  at  all 
for  it.  But  when  we  arrived  there,  the 
whole  of  one  side  of  the  road,  for  pro- 
bably a  quarter  of  a-mile,  was  covered 
with  cars.  I  asked,  **  Why  did  all  these 
come  here;  what  are  they  for? ''—and 
the  reply  given  to  me  was,  that  they 
were  cars  used  for  conveying  the  Con- 
stabidary  to  the  Glengiolen  meeting. 
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Well,  I  never  attended  a  larger  meet- 
iDg,  and  I  never  in  my  life  saw  a  more 
peaceable  crowd.  The  Constabulary,  so 
far  from  being  at  all  necessary,  did  not 
absolutely  put  in  an  appearance  in 
force ;  for,  as  I  say,  we  invited  the  Go- 
vernment reporter  to  the  platform,  by 
me,  and  instead  of  the  Uonstabulaiy 
putting  in  an  appearance,  they  as- 
sembled behind  the  next  hill  to  that 
upon  which  the  meeting  was  held.  So 
that  at  those  meetings  that  I  have  at- 
tended there  were  large  bodies  of  Con- 
stabulary, and,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
very  large  expense  was  incurred,  and  a 
large  addition  must  have  been  made  to 
this  Vote  for  taking  the  police  to  these 
meetings.  There  was,  as  I  have  said, 
no  necessity  for  them  whatever.  They 
did  not,  on  the  last  occasion,  even  put 
in  an  appearance  at  the  meeting,  for 
the  reporter  was  treated  in  a  very  pro- 
per manner,  and  allowed  to  go  on  to 
the  platform  and  take  all  the  notes  that 
were  necessary;  and,  so  far  as  I  have 
attended  meetings  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land— either  Land  League  or  National 
League  meetings — I  have  never  seen  any 
necessity  for  a  single  constable  what- 
ever—that is  to  say,  I  have  never  seen 
the  necessity  for  Constabulary  except 
at  those  meetings  where  the  men  who 
talk  about  law  and  order  either  came  to 
them  or  said  they  would  come  to  them 
and  break  them  up.  I  have  been  to 
several  meetings,  and  I  have  heard 
clergymen  and  others  on  the  platforms 
instructing  the  people  in  this  fashion — I 
have  heard  it  a  score  of  times — **  Neither 
take  ofifence  nor  give  offence,  and  do  not 
do  anything  that  will  cause  the  Con- 
stabulary to  resist  you  or  to  interfere 
with  you  in  any  way  whatever."  So 
that  I  maintain  that  this  additional  Con- 
stabulary Vote  has  been  incurred  where 
there  has  been  no  necessity  whatever  in 
sending  policemen  to  meetings  of  the 
most  peaceable  and  quiet  and  orderly 
character  that  you  could  have  any  con- 
ception of.  In  point  of  fact,  I  attended 
the  Socialistic  meeting  at  St.  Paul's  the 
other  Sunday,  and  I  assure  the  House 
that  it  was  a  much  more  rowdy  place 
than  any  Land  League  or  National 
League  meeting  that  I  ever  attended. 
And  yet  there  were  no  bayonets  nor 
rifles  there.  There  were  constables  pre- 
sent; but  they  were  in  their  ordinary 
dress,  and  they  certainly  did  not  inter- 
fere with  and  rush  the  people  about  as 
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they  would  have  been  inclined  to  do  if  it 
had  been  a  National  League  meeting  in 
Ireland.  In  England,  the  relations  be- 
tween the  people  and  the  police  and  the 
people  and  the  GK)vemment,  are  al- 
together different  Arom  the  relations  be- 
tween the  people  and  the  police  and  the 
Government  in  Ireland.  But,  assuming 
that  the  police  are  necessary  at  evictions, 
we  maintain  that  the  police  were  sent  to 
these  evictions  in  undue  numbers,  there- 
fore unduly  increasing  the  cost  of  this 
Constabulary  Vote.  I  recollect  seeing  a 
party  in  the  town  of  Enniskillen  —  a 
party  of  Military  and  Constabulaiy 
collected  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
an  eviction  in  the  neighbourhood.  The 
force  seemed  more  like  an  army  than  a 
Civil  Force  sent  to  do  police  duty.  We 
had  the  Military  there  with  their  officers, 
and  the  Constabulary  with  their  officers. 
We  saw  them  all  get  upon  cars.  I  do 
not  think  they  ever  get  about  without 
cars  in  that  part  of  the  country.  Then 
the  men  were  there  with  their  superior 
officers,  and  the  Besident  Magistrate; 
and  we  all  know  that  the  convejring  of 
police  upon  cars  increases  the  cost  of 
their  operations  very  materially.  We 
know  that  the  sending  of  Besident 
Magistrates,  not  one  but  two  and  some- 
times three  with  these  armies,  increases 
the  cost  of  car  hire,  and  that  large  extra 
pay  has  to  be  given  to  the  men  and 
officers.  These  eviction  cases  have  in- 
creased the  charge  under  this  Vote  to 
an  undue  extent,  and  admitting,  for  the 
sake  of  argument,  that  it  is  necessary  to 
send  a  number  of  police  to  eviction  cases, 
I  say  that  the  Government  send  too  many, 
and  that  in  proportion  as  they  send  un- 
due numbers,  so  have  they  increased  the 
cost,  and  this  Police  Vote  has  been 
swelled  to  the  enormous  extent  that  we 
now  6nd  it.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  said 
the  police  has  to  be  used.  He  said  the 
police  had  to  be  increased  and  used  in 
various  fashions  to  prevent  the  tenants 
being  forced  to  join  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. To  that  I  entirely  demur.  The 
tenants  were  never  forced  to  join  the. 
Plan  of  Campaign.  It  was  a  voluntary 
act  on  their  part.  I  told  them  mywelf 
that  the  question  rested  with  themselves 
and  not  with  us.  I  told  them  I  did  not 
desire  to  press  them  to  adopt  the  Plftu 
of  Campaign.  I  told  them  by  no  means 
let  them  adopt  the  Plan  of  Campaign  if 
their  landlox^  had  treated  them  £url7» 
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aod  had  made  any  fair  overtures  to  them 
whatever,  bo  I  consider  the  statement  of 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  in  declaring 
that  the  police  had  to  be  used  for  that 
purpose,  and  as  a  matter  of  course  paid 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  tenants 
horn  being  forced  to  join  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  is,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  in- 
correct. I  should  not  have  time  now  to 
debate  the  question  which  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  has  raised  in — to  use 
his  own  phrase,  speaking  of  "  organized 
robbery."  I  assure  bim  when  I  hear  an 
official  of  his  ability  and  what  I  consider 
his  kindliness  and  geniality  of  disposi- 
tion, making  such  a  statement  as  that,  I 
am  induced  to  think  that  he  does  it  more 
to  irritate  the  Members  of  this  Party, 
and  to  irritate  the  people  of  Ireland  than 
anything  else.  It  is  that  fact  of  hearing 
an  official  of  his  standing,  who,  on  the 
whole,  receives  a  fair  amount  of  money 
himself  and  does  not  do  anything  for 
nothing — he  is  open  to  the  accusation  at 
any  rate  that  was  brought  of  old,  that 
he  does  not  serve  the  Lord  for  naught — 
it  is  hearing  him  talking  about  '' or- 
ganized robbery  "  which  makes  one  al- 
most boil  with  rage,  only  that  it  is  con- 
trary as  a  matter  of  course  to  the  usages 
and  traditions  of  this  House  for  anyone 
to  get  enraged  and  angry  on  any  ques- 
tion whatever.  But  if  to  appropriate  the 
improvements  and  earnings  of  the  Irish 
tenantry  frona  time  to  time  ae  I  have 
known  the  landlords  do  in  Ireland,  be 
not  robbery,  I  do  not  know  what 
robbery  is.  Organized  robbery  of  the 
^saest  form,  and  legalized  robbery 
into  the  bargain,  has  been  committed 
by  these  landlords.  The  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign is  not  for  the  purpose  of  robbery. 
It  is  only  for  the  purpose  of  endeavour- 
ing to  get  justice  and  fair  play,  and  on 
the  very  same  lines  on  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  goes  in  Ireland. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  took  the 
Hndly  cases,  and  the  cases  that  sub- 
mitted to  treatment ;  and  we  do  but  take 
the  cases  that  would  not  so  submit  to 
treatment.  Some  of  them,  however,  ulti- 
mately did  submit  to  treatment,  and  we 
expect  more  of  them  to  do  so.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  did  not  wish  to 
stop  meetings  in  Ireland  promiscuously ; 
that  he  only  used  his  Constabulary 
Force  to  suppress  eight  meetin  gs.  Well, 
he  could  not  hare  suppressed  these  eight 
meetings  without  these  Constabulary, 
and  the  Constabulary  that  he  sent  there 


were  sent  at  a  great  cost  and  expense  i 
and  I  say  that  that  item,  whatever  it 
amounts  to  for  the  Constabulary  who 
suppressed  these  meetings,  was  unduly 
and  improperly  incurred  and  ought  not 
to  be  paid.  As  a  pure  matter  of  busi- 
ness, there  was  no  necessity  for  suppres- 
sing any  meeting ;  and  if  he  suppressed 
a  meeting  at  an  expense  of  £100,  the 
eight  meetings  would  bring  the  cost  up 
to  £800  or  nearly  £1,000,  and  that  of 
itself  was  unduly  expended  and  should 
not  be  put  in  this  Vote.  But  I  do  not 
know  what  right  he  had  to  suppress 
eight  meetings.  He  seemed  to  make 
very  little  of  suppressing  eight  meetings ; 
but  I  make  a  fi^at  deal  of  it.  I  think 
it  is  an  un-Constitutional  and  illegal 
exercise  of  his  power  eight  times  told, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  the  Government 
were  authorized,  under  any  circum- 
stances, in  suppressing  not  eight,  but 
even  one  of  these  meetings.  He  said 
also  that  he  should  not  have  a  word  to 
say  against  Irish  Members,  nor,  I  sup- 
pose, against  Irish  meetings  either,  if 
they  had  acted  in  what  he  considered  a 
Constitutional  manner.  Well,  Sir,  I 
thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  no- 
thing. It  is  no  compliment  for  him  to  say 
say  to  us  that  he  would  not  have  a  word  to 
say  to  the  Irish  Members  nor  to  the  Irish 
people ;  and  that  he  would  not  have  had 
to  draft  police  into  the  localities  if  they 
had  acted  just  as  he  had  expected  them 
to  act,  or  thought  they  would  have  acted. 
But  I  cannot  say,  after  all,  that  either 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  or  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  or  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  would  haye 
been  so  pleased  if  the  people  had  acted 
as  they  say  now  they  would  have  liked 
them  to  act.  We  hear  lawyers  from 
time  to  time,  denouncing  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment and  other  things;  while  all  the 
time  they  are  making  handfuls  of  money 
out  of  the  very  things  they  are  denounc- 
ing. I  cannot  therefore  say  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  or  those 
other  officials  would  be  so  very  well 
pleased  if  the  Irish  people  just  went  on 
the  very  lines  they  choose  to  say  they 
would  like  them  to  go  on.  There  would 
not  be  so  much  for  them  to  do,  and  there 
would  not.be  such  high  fees  for  them 
to  reap.  If  the  Irish  tenants  and  the 
Irish  Party  are  to  go  on  the  lines  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  wishes 
them  to  go  on,  what  would  the  Irish 
tenants  have  got  from  him  Or  from  the 
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testant  population  who  believe  in  lav 
aod  order  as  defined  by  the  right  boo. 
Geatleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, and  in  the  Queen,  and  in  other 
things  of  that  sort  as  necessary  not  onlj 
to  right  living  in  this  world  but  also  to 
secure  them  a  safe  passage  to  the  oth^. 
But  we  also  believe  that  the  Government 
has  strained  the  law  in  striking  joiy 
panels.  They  have  strained  the  law  ui 
that  respect,  not  only  in  striking  the 
panels,  but  in  endeavouring  to  pack 
them. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  That  subject  la 
in  no  way  connected  with  this  additional 
Vote. 

Mb.  JOEDAN  :  Of  course  t  bow  to 
your  decision,  Sir,  I  have  the  greatest 
possible  respect  for  your  authority  in 
the  Chair,  but  I  thought  that  following 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  I  had  a 
right  to  reply  to  the  observations  he  has 
made  in  relation  tp  the  straining  of  the 
law.  I  am  only  explaining,  but  as  you, 
Sir,  have  decided  that  I  cannot  refer  to 
this  questipn  of  the  striking  of  jtiiy 
panel^  I  will  turn  aside  from  that 
oourse.  The  right  hon.  Q^entleman  said 
he  wanted  additional  powers  to  bring 
persons  to  justice.  As  a  matter  of 
course,  in  setting  additional  powers  we 
all  assume  lie  is  likely  to  increase  and 
consolidate  and  conserve  the  Constabu- 
lary Force  of  the  country.  He  sud  he 
wanted  these  additional  powers,  and 
ver^  likely  he  would  get  them,  to  bring 
to  justice  tiiose  who  had  broken  the  law. 
Well,  our  ideas  are  different  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's.  We  think  that 
his  idea  of  law  is  not  justice.  We  think 
that  in  the  administration  of  jthe  kw, 
and  by  introducing  the  Constabulary  as 
he  has  done  in  many  cases,  that  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  in  Ireland  has 
not  been  just :  and  if  he  seeks  for  further 
powers  in  that  direction,  I  think  that  ^ 
Government  might  as  well  abolish  j  una 
altogether  in  Inland  and  the  ordinary 
adnunistration  of  what  they  call  law, 
and  try  our  people  by  drum-head  oonit 
marti^,  or  something  else  of  that  sort, 
and  let  the  Executive  declare  the  guilt 
of  people  without  any  trial  whatever. 
Having  thus  endeavoured  to  show  that 
there  was  no  necessity  for  the  emploj- 
ment  of  the  great  number  of  police  who 
have  been  employed  owing  to  the  Na- 
tional movement,  in  suppressing  Na- 
tional meetings  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  Plan  of  (Sunpaign ;  and  having  ^* 


Gk>venunent  ?  We  have  again  and  again 
come  to  this  House  in  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  calls  a  Constitutional 
manner,  and  it  has  been  almost  impos- 
sible to  obtain  from  Members  of  this 
House  what  we  consider  the  rights  of 
Triflhmftn,.  The  rights  of  the  Irish  tenant, 
no  matter  how  clearly  or  fully  you  prove 
the  necessity  of  the  case — ^and  the  rights 
of  the  Irish  tenant  have  been  pressed 
ov«r  and  over  again  upon  the  attention 
of  Parliament — ^bave  never  been  listeined 
to  until  quite  recently.  We  have  had 
lately  during  the  Premiership  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  K  Gladstone)  the  impossibility  of 
obtaining  justice  for  Ireland,  especially 
the  tenant  farmers.  We  have  had 
another  illustration  in  Ae  rejection  of 
the.  Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) — another  illustra* 
tion  of  the  impossibility  of  obtaining 
justice  or  fair  play  for  Uie  Irish  tenants 
through  certain  states  of  feeling  in  this 
House.  So  that  we  could  not  have  ob- 
tained as  much  as  we  have  obtained,  had 
we  maintained  that  docile  position  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Poland  indi- 
cated that  we  ought  to  have  done.  But 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  also 
stated  that  the  Government  did  not  strain 
the  law  in  Ireland,  Well,  if  there  is 
one  impression  that  has  taken  hold 
of  the  Irish  people  more  than  another, 
it  is  that  the  law  of  Ireland  has  not 
only  been  strained,  but  is  being 
strained  now,  and  always  has  been 
strained  against  the  tenant  farmer  and 
the  democracy  of  that  country.  We  con- 
sider that  the  Government  has  strained 
the  law  in  every  possible  fashion.  It  has 
strained  the  law  irrespective  of  what  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  said  to-night. 
We  believe  he  has  strained  it  in  pro- 
claiming our  meetings,  when  the  Govern- 
ment h^  taken  what  is  cdled  the  sworn 
affidavits  of  some  person  or  other  who 
apprehended  danger.  I  remember  a 
meeting  at  Brookborough  in  Ferma- 
nagh as  to  which  it  was  sworn  on 
affidavit  by  a  clergyman  in  the  midst  of 
his  parishioners,  who  chiefly  attended 
the  meeting,  that  there  was  no  more  fear 
or  danger  of  a  riot  than  there  is  at  pre- 
sent on  the  empty  Beaches  of  this  House ; 
and  yet  that  meeting  was  suppressed. 
It  was  not  a  meeting  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land composed  of  people  that  the  North 
of  Ireland  look  upon  as  all  barbarians ; 
but  it  was  in  the  midst  of  a  loyal  Pro- 
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deavQured  to  criticize  the  statement  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  I  have 
much  pleasure  in  resisting  the  additional 
Yote  that  is  now  sought  to  be  imposed 
upon  us. 

Mr.  H.  CAMPBELL  (Fermanagh, 
8.) :  I  should  consider  myself  a  very 
poor  type  of  Irishman  if  I  did  not  carry 
out  the  wishes  of  my  constituents,  who 
have  sent  me  here  to  protest  as  strongly 
as  I  can  against  these  Supplementary 
Votes.  It  appears  that  this  Vote  of 
£19,800  is  for  the  subsistence  of  police- 
men while  attending  riots,  elections,  and 
meetings.  I  think  it  cannot  be  said  that 
the  Government  are  at  all  bashful  when 
they  come  to  the  House  and  ask  us  to 
Vote  a  Supplementary  sum  for  the  pur- 
poses of  policemen  attending  at  nots. 
Within  the  last  12  months  tnere  have 
been  very  few  riots  in  Ireland.  The 
only  riots  which  occurred  in  Ireland 
that  were  worthy  of  the  name,  were  those 
at  Belfast ;  ana  I  point  out  that  they 
were  largely,  I  may  say  almost  entirely, 
instigated  by  a  speech  made  in  Belfast 
by  the  late  mouthpiece  of  the  Govern- 
ment, the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill).  It  was  that  speech  which  led 
to  those  monstrous  riots,  and  necessitated 
the  sending  of  an  enormous  body  of 
policemen  to  Belfast  and  their  mainten- 
ance there  for  a  period  of  many  weeks ; 
and  we  cannot  regard  the  Government  as 
wanting  in  assurance  in  asking  for  a 
Supplementary  Estimate  under  this  head. 
It  IS  only  a  few  weeks  ago  that  I  at- 
tended a  meeting  of  my  constituents  in 
South  Armagh;  it  was  called  for  the 
distinct  purpose  of  considering  their 
position  with  regard  to  the  payment  of 
rent,  and  it  was  not  a  meeting  at  which 
any  disturbance  occurred  or  was  likely 
to  occur.  Nevertheless,  a  large  detach- 
ment of  police  were  sent  there,  and  they 
came  with  rifles,  batons,  and  cutlasses, 
so  that  anyone  would  have  supposed,  on 
looking  at  them,  that  he  was  in  some 
other  countrv  than  Great  Britain — a 
country,  for  mstance,  recently  annexed 
from  the  Hottentots.  I  protest,  and  that 
strongly,  against  the  expenses  which  are 
incurred  in  sending  policemen  to  quiet 
meetings  throughout  Ireland.  It  is  a 
monstrous  state  of  things  to  have  a  Go- 
vernment reporter  placed  upon  your 
platform,  his  car  hire  and  notel  ex- 
penaes  being  paid  by  the  people  of 
ureat  Britain — a  man  sent  there  for  no 


other  purpose  than,  so  far  at  I  can  see, 
to  pick  a  quarrel  with  those  who  repre- 
sent the  majority  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, for  I  hold  that  we,  the  Nationalist 
Party,  represent  the  majority  of  the 
people  there.  I  say  there  is  no  reason 
for  the  police  being  sent  to  such  meet- 
ings, and  there  is  no  call  for  the  enor- 
mous force  of  police  now  in  Ireland. 
Not  that  I  object  to  the  policeman  ;  I 
believe  that  an  Irish  polioemMi  will 
make  as  good  a  Constitutional  police- 
man, under  self-government,  as  an  ex- 
Constitutional  policeman  under  the  ex- 
isting Government.  I  repeat  that  there 
is  no  reason  for  the  unnecessary  ex- 
penditure incurred  in  the  course  of  the 
year  for  the  hire  of  cars,  railway  fares, 
and  for  the  marching  money  of  these 
policemen  ;  and  I  am  glad  to  be  here  to 
lodge  my  protest  in  behalf  of  my  consti- 
tuents against  this  monstrous  state  of 
affairs.  There  was  a  meeting  in  an- 
other division  of  the  county  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  represent.  I  refer 
to  the  meeting  at  Bossiea.  What  hap- 
pened with  regard  to  that  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland — acting,  I  have  no  doubt,  on 
the  misrepresentations  of  some  of  his 
followers  in  the  county — telegraphed 
that  it  was  necessary  to  proclaim  this 
meeting,  and,  if  necessary,  disperse  it 
by  force.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thereby  deprived  the  people  of  the  Con- 
stitutional right  of  expressing  their 
views  as  to  their  inability  to  pay  the 
rents  which  were  then  falling  due.  The 
people,  outraged  at  this,  betook  them- 
selves to  different  quarters  of  the  dis- 
trict, and  organised  and  held  not  only 
one  but  several  meetings.  Thus  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  completely 
baulked  in  his  effort  to  prevent  the 
people  assembling;  while  he  put  the 
people  of  Gh^at  Britain  and  Ireland  to 
considerable  expense  which  he  might 
have  saved  them,  and  which  a  little 
forethought,  undior  a  Constitutional  form 
of  Government,  undoubtedly  would  have 
saved  them.  I  protest  strongly  against 
this  Vote  for  a  police  force  which  is  re- 
garded with  justice  in  Ireland  as  a  force 
that  is  not  there  as  guardian  of  the 
peace — not  as  a  force  which  should  look 
after  the  interests  and  welfare  of  the 
people — but  as  the  persecutors  of  the 
peasantry  and  the  rent  extractors  of  the 
^ndlords.  I  am  glad  to  tell  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  that  if  he  persists 
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in  sending  his  policemen  down  to  that 

Sortion  of  Fermanagh  which  I  have  the 
ouour  to  represent,  he  will  find  that 
the  Nationalists  of  Fermanagh  will  be 
there  as  ready  to  do  battle  against  his 
acts  as  they  would  be  in  Tipperary. 

Mr.  OONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :    I  rise  to  enter  the  strongest 
protest  I  can  against  the  expenditure  of 
money  on  what  I  consider  tyrannical  and 
unconstitutional  purposes  connected  with 
the  Irish  Constabulary.     I  do  not  use 
th(Me  words  lightly  and  without  having 
considered  their  full  meaning  and  im- 
port.    The  Government  come  before  us 
with  a  great  flourish  of  trumpets  and  a 
good  deal  of  thumping  of  the  war  drum, 
to  announce  their  intention  of  bringing 
in  a  measure  of  coercion  for  Ireland, 
and  although  they  do  not  tell  us  what 
that  measure  is  to  be,  it  wiU  be  a  very 
drastic  one  if  it  is  to  prove  more  effective 
than  the  Coercion  Acts  we  are  familiar 
with.     But  there  is  one  factor  which  has 
not  been  taken  into  consideration,  and 
that  is  that  the  British  taxpayers  are 
alive  to  what  is  going  on  in  Ireland; 
they  understand  by  the  action  which 
many  of  us  are  taking  in  the  country 
that  they  are  being  taxed  to  an  enor- 
mous and  unnecessary  extent  in  order 
to  bolster  up  this  wretched  Government 
of  Coercion,  and  in  order  to  give  land- 
lords the  satisfaction  of  exterminating 
the   unfortunate    tenantry  of  Ireland. 
Now,  as  sure  as  another  Coercion  Act  is 
rushed  through  this  House  under  the 
new   process  of    fettering   free  speech 
which  the  Government  are  engaged  in 
forcing  on  us,  you  will  find — and  I  am 
speaking  with  some  knowledge  of  the 
feeling  of  the  country — that  the  country 
will  not  tolerate  the  suppression  of  free 
speech  at  public  meetings  and  every  other 
element  of  freedom  in  Ireland,  for  the 
mere  pleasure  of  putting  exaggerated 
sums  upon  the  Votes  for  the  purpose 
of   maintaining  a  system    of   tyranny 
which  they  repudiate  and  loathe,  and 
which  would  not  be  tolerated   in  this 
country.    I  have  seen  something  of  the 
action  of  the  police  in  Ireland.  I  will  not 
trench  upon  the  argument  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon),   in  which  he   referred  to  the 
espionage  system  for  which  the  Con- 
stabulary system  is,  to  a  great  extent, 
maintained ;  but  I  must  say  that  I  know 
something  of  that,  because  no  sooner 
did  I  set  foot  in  Ireland  and  was  seen  in 
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company  Ivith  the    hon.    Member  for 
East  Mayo,  or    Mr.  O'Brien,  than  I 
found  that  the  police  were  on  my  tnclr. 
What  perplexed  me  was  that  they  did 
not  try  to  arrest  me,  because  I  certainly 
went  farther  than  some  of  those  hon. 
Members  who  have  been  put  on  their 
trial.     I  rose,  however,  to  plaoe  before 
the  Committee  some  instances  ol  what 
appear  to  me  cases  of  wanton  mffianisn 
on  the  part  of  the  police.  I  will  take  tiie 
case  of  Glenbeigh .  I  am  not  goingiato  the 
details  connected  with  the  evictions  there 
beyond  saying  this.   I  wiU  repeat  what 
I  have  once  before  said,    that  dnriog 
those  terrible  scenes  of  suffiBiing  I  have 
seen  the  police  behave  with  remarkabie 
humanity ;  but  I  have  also  eeen  the  poHee 
there  and  elsewhere  behave  with  exag^ 
gerated  activity  against  helpless  womea 
and  children.    I  say  that,  when,  you  find 
the  police  deliberately  and  without  pto- 
vocation  hustling  women  and  childrea 
and  beating  them  down  with  their  batons 
and  the  butts  of  their  rifles,  their  aetioi 
deserves  and  requires  the  strongest  con- 
demnation on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    Then  there  was  the  case  of  23 
unfortunate  persons  who  were  illegally 
taken  to  Tralee  Gaol,  and  who  were  met 
by  a  brass  band  and  a  general  rejoieuog, 
when  the  police  rushed  in  upon  the  un- 
fortunate people,  broke  one  man's  head, 
and  otherwise  behaved  in  wluit  I  eali 
a  most  lawless  and  tyrannical  way.    I 
comment  upon  this,  because  these  things 
on  the  part  of  the  police  do  not  happ^ 
in  this  country.  It  is  not  long^  since  a  simi- 
lar incident  occurred  at  Torquay,  whezs 
some  Salvationists  were  sent  to  gaoL 
When  they  came  out  they  were  met  with 
a  brass  band,  and  there  was  a  geneni 
rejoicing ;  but  I  have  not  heard  that  the 
police  rushed  in  and  broke  the  hesds  of 
the  unfortunate  people.    Why  do  we 
tolerate  things  which  take  place  dailj 
in  Ireland,   and  which  woodd  not  b« 
tolerated  for  one  moment  in  this  couotiy? 
The  right  hon.   Gentleoum   the  Chkf 
Secretary  for  Ireland  has  given  us  a 
long  yam  about  the  woman  who  held 
out  her  purse  with  sovereigns  in  it,  vbo 
would  have  paid  her  rent  were  it  not 
for  an  execrable  priest  who  prevented 
her  doing  it ;  but,  when  challenged,  he 
refused  to  ^ve  us  his  authority.    I 
think  it  would  have  only  been  candid 
on    his    part   to   have   given  os  that 
other  story  of  a  priest,  which  cfet?- 
one    knows    to    be   perfectly  true  — 
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namelj,  where  a  bloody  encounter  be- 
tween the  police  and  the  tenants  of  Lord 
Cork  and  Orrery  was  prevented  by  the 
loyaly  jadicious,  and  patriotic  action  of  a 
priest  who  effected  a  settlement  between 
the  agent  and  the  tenants.  I  want  this 
Oommittee  and  the  country  to  under- 
stand that  those  unfortuDate  people, 
against  whom  Her  Majesty's  troops, 
gunboats,  and  armed  police  were  sent, 
hare  been  living  practically  upon  sea- 
weed and  otherwise  in  the  greatest  state 
of  destitution ;  while,  for  a  number  of 
years.  Lord  Cork  and  Orrery  has  been 
enjoying  huge  sums  which  have  come 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers  of 
this  oonntry — in  the  first  plare,  on  ac- 
count of  the  sinecure  of  the  Mastership 
of  Her  Majesty's  Buckhounds;  and, 
secondly,  on  account  of  his  position  as 
Master  of  Her  Majesty's  Horse,  to 
vhioh  he  was  appointed  last  year  at  a 
salary  of  £2,600  a-year  by  the  late 
Liberal  Goyemment.  I  say  that  this 
noble  Lord  is  in  receipt  of  public  money, 
and  that  he  ought  to  have  more  sense  of 
humanity  than  to  try  to  force  to  the 
ground  and  exterminate  his  unfortu- 
nate tenantry,  whom  he  knows  to  be 
starving. 

Thb  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  entirely  out  of  Order.  He  must 
direct  his  observations  to  the  charge  for 
the  Constabulary  Force  provided  fbr  by 
the  Yote  before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  con YBEABE  :  I  submit  to  your 
rating,  Mr.  Courtney,  and  shall  not  pur- 
sue that  subject  any  further.  I  shall,  I 
hope,  be  quite  in  Order  in  illustrating 
my  general  argument  as  to  the  conduct 
of  the  police  force,  upon  which  I  base 
my  great  objection  to  this  money  being 
voted,  by  a  case  which  has  recently  come 
under  my  notice  from  the  same  part  of 
the  country.  It  is,  I  think,  only  right 
that  public  attention  should  be  aroused 
to  the  enormity  of  the  facts  which  I 
propose  to  bring  before  the  Committee. 
Here  is  the  case  of  a  gentleman  whom  I 
know  personally.  Mr.  Ferriter  was 
present  at  a  meeting  which  I  addressed 
--|*be  IS  not  an  nukno  wn  man.  He  occu- 
pies the  position  of  relieving  officer,  or 
collector  of  rates ;  and  I  find  that  within 
the  last  week  or  two  he  has  been  sum- 
moned before  the  Besident  Magistrate, 
on  the  ground  that,  at  a  public  meeting 
at  Dingle,  he  cried  out  **  Hervey  Duff  " 
before  the  police,  thereby  exerting  the 
people,  and  called  upon  to  ehow  cause 


why  he  should  not  find  securities  fbr  his 
good  behaviour  in  future. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order!  I 
fail  to  see  how  that  case  applies  to  the 
Vote  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  I  refer  to  it  to 
show  what  was  the  action  of  the  police 
in  this  matter— how  they  trumped  up  a 
charge  against  Mr.  Ferriter  which  I 
venture  to  describe  aa  one  of  the  most 
infamous  I  have  ever  heard  of. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  :  It  is  not  sulficient 
to  point  to  improper  conduct  on  the  part 
of  the  police,  it  must  be  connected  with 
the  sum  asked  for  in  this  Supplementary 
Estimate. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE:  I  understand 
that  the  police  were  present,  engaged  on 
special  duty,  for  which  we  are  now  asked 
to  vote  this  extra  pay.  The  police  were 
standing,  in  my  presence,  around  the 
Government  note*taker,  and  it  was  by 
those  police  who  were  engaged  on  this 
special  service — namely,  protecting  the 
Government  note-taker,  that  this  gentle- 
man was  brought  before  the  Resident 
Magistrate  and  thrown  into  prison  be- 
cause he  could  not  find  bail. 

Th!.:  chairman  :  I  am  afraid  I  must 
rule  that  to  be  entirely  outside  this  Vote. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  Then,  I  will  not 
pursue  the  subject  further.  I  will  just 
mention  briefly  another  case  which  oc- 
curred in  the  neighbourhood  where  I 
was.  I  belieye  I  shall  not  be  out  of 
Order  in  doing  so,  because  on  that 
occasion  the  police  were  engaged  in 
the  service  for  which  we  are  voting 
this  money.  Half  a-dozen  men  were 
talking  together  in  the  house  of  a 
man  named  McNulty,  and  the  police,  who 
were  under  the  impression  that  he  had 
been  illegally  receiving  money  under  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  rushed  in  and  seized 
him.  I  refer  to  this  in  order  to  bring 
home  to  the  mind  of  the  Committee  the 
extraordinary  proceedings  which  are  con- 
stantly taking  place  in  Ireland  by  the 
action  of  the  men  for  whom  we  are  asked 
to  vote  special  allowances.  I  will  en- 
deavour to  keep  m  J  self  within  the 
limits  of  Order,  by  turning  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretaryfor  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach).  In  the  first  place,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  explained  that  the 
cost  of  the  Constabulary  was  necessary 
in  order  to  secure  law  and  order.  Now, 
I  venture  to  say  that  that  is  begging 
the  question.    We  say  it  is  not  necea- 
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eary.  The  queetioa  is,  whether  the  Qo- 
vernm^it  are  not  pursuing  an  entirely 
wrong  method  for  securing  law  and  order 
in  Ireland.  It  was  made  most  clear  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  that  the  action  and  policy  pur- 
sued by  the  Government  in  relation  to 
the  police  has  a  greater  tendency  to 
irritate  and  provoke  conOict  between  the 
people  and  the  constituted  Authorities — 
a  more  direct  tendency  to  bring  law  and 
order  into  contempt  than  anything  that 
can  poBsibly  be  devised.  I  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  look  back 
to  the  dark  history  of  the  Tory  times  in 
our  own  country— to  the  times  of  Lord 
Castlereagh;  to  the  time  when  these 
same  methods  of  coercion  were  practised 
by  Tories  in  our  country.  The  experience 
of  those  times  proves  the  uselessness  of 
the  policy  they  are  now  pursuing  in 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
pursued,  in  some  detail,  the  argu- 
ment in  respect  to  the  estate  of  Lord 
Clanricarde,  and  asked  us  to  be- 
lieve that  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  would  not  have 
assisted  the  tenants  on  that  estate.  He 
asked  us  to  believe  that  the  tenants  on 
that  estate  were  perfectly  able  to  pay, 
but  were  prevented,  by  a  combination, 
from  makmg  any  payment  whatever. 
If  I  am  not  out  of  Order  in  criticizing 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man about  the  difficulty  on  the  Clanri- 
carde  estate,  I  should  like  to  remind  him 
of  what  is  the  real  fact  about  the  non- 

fayment  of  rent  by  the  tenants  there, 
s  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
the  whole  difficulty  arose  from  the  com- 
pulsory rack-renting  of  the  tenants  in 
past  times,  because  they  defeated  the 
land  agent  of  Lord  Clanricarde  at 
a  political  election  in  1872?  Is  he 
aware  of  the  amount  of  the  fines  they 
have  been  subjected  to  because  they 
ventured  to  show  a  spirit  of  indepen- 
dence ?  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  that  in  the  case  of  10  or  12 
tenants  an  annual  fine,  amounting  in  all 
to  about  £119,  has  been  placed  upon 
them  because  they  voted  against  Lord 
Clanricarde's  nominee  ?  It  may  be  the 
case,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
that  there  were  some  of  the  tenants  who 
could  pay  the  rent,  but  refused  to  do  so ; 
but  he  should  recollect  that  if  there  were 
some  who,  in  combination  with  others, 
refused  to  pay,  it  was  because  there  was 
a  far  greater  number  of  poorer  tenants 
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who  conid  not  pay  under  any  ctrenm- 
stances  ;  and  who  knew  that  it  was  odIj 
by  standing  shoulder  to  shoulder,  as 
everyone  in  the  country  has  a  right  to 
do,  that  they  could  get  any  protection. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) :  I  appeal  to  you,  Mr.  Courtney, 
to  say  whether  the  hon.  Member  is  in 
Order  ? 

Mb.  CONYBEARE:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral  is  really  a  httle  too 
hasty.  I  had  just  finished  the  point  I 
was  upon,  and  I  only  wish  to  add  that  it 
appears  to  me — no  matter  what  the  de- 
cision may  be  of  the  Irish  Judges  who 
pronounce  their  obiter  dicta  with  all  the 
appearance  of  infallible  judgment— that 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  justifiable.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  also,  at  the 
conclusion  of  his  speech,  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  who  say  they  can 
maintain  law  and  order  under  a  system 
of  Home  Government,  and  with  a  Consta- 
bulary which  would  cost  only  £400,000, 
could  only  do  so  by  abolishing  property. 
I  join  issue  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  that  ground.  It  is  not  the  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  who  wish  to 
abolish  property.  It  is  perfectly  in- 
accurate to  say  that  they  or  the  tenants 
on  any  estate  in  Ireland  desire  to  rob  the 
Inndlords  of  their  property.  I  have  seen 
something  of  the  condition  of  these  es- 
tates and  the  condition  of  the  tenants ; 
and  from  inquiries  I  have  made  I  can 
say,  by  the  feelings  evinced  by  the 
tenants  in  the  most  poverty-stricken  dis- 
tricts, that  there  is  not  the  slightest 
shadow  of  dishonesty  on  their  part,  or 
the  slightest  desire  to  say  that  the  land 
belongs  to  them,  and  that  they  will  not 
pay  rent.  They  are  willing  to  pay  rent ; 
but  they  are  not  willing  to  go  on  starving 
by  inches  in  order  to  put  in  the  pockets 
of  the  landlords  rent  which  it  is  per- 
fectly well  known  to  political  economists 
the  land  can  never  produce.  There  is 
another  point  which  I  wish  to  bring 
before  the  notice  of  the  Committee  with 
reference  to  the  action  of  the  Constabu- 
lary as  affecting  this  Vote.  It  is  the 
lawless  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  allies  in  permitting  and 
sanctioning,  in  spite  of  all  protests  and 
representations,  the  employment  of  the 
police  at  evictions  for  purposes  which  I 
hold  to  be  perfectly  illeg^.  The  legal 
remedy  of  tne  landlord  is  toregainposses- 
sion  of  his  holding.  I  challenge  the  Go- 
vernment to  prove  that  the  landlord  has 
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any  farther  rigbt  in  the  case  of  erietion 
than  to  have  the  holding  which  he  deeires 
to  recover  handed  oyer  to  him  by  the 
Sheriff.  But  what  has  been  done  is  more 
than  that.  At  those  evictions  which  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Meath  (Mr.  Mahonj)  and  I  attei^ded 
in  Glenbeigh,  we  challenged  the 
Sheriff  to  withdraw,  and  he  did  with- 
draw. But  the  Sheriff  was  actually 
impeded  and  obstructed,  and  prevented 
from  ^ing  to  other  holdings  to  per- 
fonn  ms  duty  there,  because  the  whole 
body  of  police  were  wanted  to  stay 
and  protect  the  incendiary  agent.  I 
challenge  hon.  Members  to  show  a  single 
Act  under  which  landlords  can  require 
that  the  forces  of  the  Orowa  can  be  kept 
from  their  proper  duty  of  protecting  the 
Sheriff  in  order  to  protect  a  landlord's 
agent  in  his  work  of  incendiarism  and 
demolition.  I  have  not,  at  any  rate, 
been  able  to  find  such  a  law.  I  admit 
that  if  the  legal  remedy  of  the  landlord 
were  to  bum  and  demolish  the  houses 
on  his  estate,  that  he  might  then  require 
the  assistance  of  the  police;  but  it  is 
not  within  the  functions  of  the  police  to 
stand  by  to  protect  the  agent,  and  their 
action  in  this  case  has  been  altogether 
illegal  and  lawless.  Well,  Sir,  1  want 
to  know  how  yon  can  expect  poor  people 
in  Ireland  to  have  any  respect  for  law 
and  order  when  jouhave  such  an  example 
of  lawlessness  set  them  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  under  what  Act  it  is 
that  he  has  proclaimed  meetings  in 
Ireland  ?  Has  he  proclaimed  them  on 
the  information  of  persons  who  know 
nothing  about  the  mattery  or,  if  they 
do  know  anything,  indulge  in  prog- 
nostications of  mischief  which,  as  far  as 
my  experience  goes,  are  never  fulfilled  ? 
As  it  appears  to  me,  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
Temment,  whenlast  in  Office,  deliberately 
refused  to  continue  the  Crimes  Act,  and 
as  I  have  been  unable  to  find  any  other 
Act  enabling  them  to  put  down  meet- 
ings, except  that  Act  which  has  expired, 
I  am  forced  to  the  conclusion  that  their 
conduct  is  illegal  and  un-Constitutional. 
And  yet  we  are  told  by  those  Gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  who  pretend  to 
be  Liberals,  though  they  are  supporting 
the  Tory  GoTemment  all  the  time — these 
so-called  Unionists — that  there  is  but  one 
law  for  England  and  Ireland,  and  that 
Ireland  enjoys  equal  laws  with  England. 
It  was  their  constant  cry  during  the  last 
Election  that  Ireland  was  to  be  treated 
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on  the  same  lines  as  England.  I  ask 
again  would  it  be  possible  to  proclaim 
meetings  in  this  country  as  you  are 
doing  every  day  in  Ireland  ?  Would  it 
be  possible  to  do  any  one  of  these  things 
that  I  have  been  placing  before  the 
Committee?  If  not,  how  idle  it  is  to 
talk  about  the  laws  of  England  and  Ire- 
land being  equal,  or  about  there  being 
any  similarity  between  the  administration 
of  law  and  justice  in  the  two  countries. 
We  are  promised  a  new  Ooercion  BiU, 
and  I  can  only  say  that,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  and  so  far  as  I  know  any- 
thing at  all  about  the  feeling  of  the  coun- 
try, the  English  people  will  not  tolerate 
any  longer  the  voting  of  these  enormous 
sums  of  money,  for  they  understand 
what  it  means  to-day.  They  will  not 
vote  these  sums  of  money  for  the  per- 
petuation of  this  miserable,  effete,  coer- 
cive policy  of  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land. It  is  because  that  is  my  convio- 
tion — a  conviction  I  have  arrived  at  not 
by  hearsay,  but  by  mixing  amongst  the 
people  of  England — that,  on  behalf  of 
the  taxpayers  of  this  country,  as  one  of 
their  Kepresentatives,  I  protest  against 
this  extra  police  Vote. 

Mb.  KENNEDY  (Sligo,  8.):  I  rise 
to  protest  against  this  extraordinary  in- 
crease in  the  Vote  for  the  Irish  Consta- 
bulary, for  the  simple  reason  that,  in 
my  opinion,  the  expenditure  on  police  in 
Ireland  has  been  extravagant  and  un- 
necessary. I  would  trouble  the  Com- 
mittee to  examine  how  this  Vote  has 
been  calculated.  It  is  entered  here  as 
extra  pay;  but  I  do  not  see  why  the 
amount  has  been  placed  on  the  record 
as  we  find  it.  We  are  to  vote  the  Esti- 
mate without  knowing  the  exact  figures 
which  are  to  be  put  down  under  each 
head ;  for  instance,  the  amount  which  is 
to  be  put  down  under  the  head  of 
"  evictions."  I  say  it  is  Voting  in  the 
dark — although  to  say  the  truth,  how- 
ever we  vote  this  evening  we  shall  be 
voting  in  a  fog.  There  is  one  item  here 
I  think  ought  to  be  paid,  that  is  the 
item  for  police  in  connection  with  the 
riots  in  Belfast.  But  though  I  consider 
that  the  expenses  incurred  in  conse- 
quence of  those  riots  should  be  paid,  I 
would  not  impose  the  whole  of  the  charge 
upon  the  National  Exchequer.  I  think 
a  part  of  it  should  be  borne  by  the 
Members  of  the  Government.  I  think 
that,  as  a  peace  offering  and  to  meet 
the  equity  of  the  case,  they  should  con- 
tribute one-half  the  expense  of  restor 
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ing  and  maintaining  order  in  that  oity* 
We  hear  a  great  deal  indeed  about  re- 
storing law  and  order  in  Ireland ;  but 
nothing  has  been  said  by  any  Member 
of  the  Government,  with  regard  to  the 
usual  orderly  condition  of  Irish  towns. 
We  have  not  heard  it  stated,  for  in- 
stance, that  the  metropolis  of  Ireland 
was  without  police  for  a  period  of  nearly 
a*  week,  and  that  during  that  time  there 
was  neither  murder  nor  robbery  there. 
And  yet  Ireland  is  the  country  that  is 
said  to  be  in  such  a  dreadful  state  that 
it  requires  this  large  amount  of  extra 
money  to  be  spent  upon  the  maintenance 
of  law  and  order.  I  would  aak  the  Com- 
mittee to  consider  the  tremendous  ex- 
travagance of  the  different  departments 
of  the  Constabulary  in  Ireland.  There 
is  one  point  which  has  not  been  touched 
upon  during  the  whole  q{  this  discussion 
this  evening,  and  it  is  an  expenditure 
which  I  am  sure,  if  properly  estimated, 
would  be  found  to  amount  to  £200,000 
or  £300,000 ;  and  that  is  the  appoint- 
ment of  men,  nominees  of  the  landlords 
of  Ireland,  to  cadetships  in  the  Boyal 
Irish  Constabulary. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  am  reluctant  to 
interfere  with  a  new  Member;  but  I 
would  point  out  to  him  that  he  must 
direct  his  criticism  to  the  special  sum 
asked  for  in  this  Vote  and  the  services 
supplied  by  that  sum. 

Mb.  KENNEDY:  Then,  Sir,  I  would 
say  that  this  money  is  expended  unneces- 
sarily, and  I  will  give  an  instance  in 
proof  of  my  assertion.  The  duties  of 
the  police  generally— at  least  in  country 
towns,  where  no  rents  have  to  be  ex- 
acted—are these: — To  get  up  at  8  o'clock 
in  the  morniDg,  to  breakfast  at  9,  dine 
at  2,  take  tea  at  7,  and  retire  to  bed  at 
10 ;  except  one  or  two,  who  may  be  al- 
lowed to  go  through  the  town  at  12 
when  their  very  delicate  constitutions 
call  them  to  rest.  I  may  say  that  in  the 
Division  that  I  have  the  honour  to  re- 
present—namely. South  Sligo— I  ap- 
pointed as  my  election  agent  a  gentle- 
roan  who  had  received  most  brutal 
treatment  at  the  hands  of  the  police.  In 
that  part  of  the  country,  the  Eepreeenta- 
tives  of  the  people  are  not  cdlowed  to 
address  the  people.  I  wonder  would 
such  a  thing  be  permitted  in  England 
for  a  moment  ?  What  has  happened  in 
Sligo  would  not  be  allowed  to  happen  in 
any  other  country  which  has  any  form 
of  what  is  called  a  Constitution.    But 
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in  Ireland  we  haveaCk>vemmentwhifihi 
though  Constitutional  in  name,  is  oo 
more — to  use  an  American  expression— 
tiian  a  one-horse  Govemmmit.  With 
these  few  words,  and  thanking  the  Com- 
mittee for  having  listened  to  me,  I  wish 
to  urge  upon  hon.  Members  the  desira- 
bility of  rejecting  this  Vote. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  (Oavan,  E.):  I 
should  like  to  ask  some  of  the  Gentle- 
men on  the  Front  Bench  opposite  how 
they  propose  to  distribute  this  lazgenm 
added  to  the  original  charge  for  last 
year's  expenses  ?  I  believe  that  if  we 
put  the  tax  upon  the  proper  parties  we 
should  put  it  upon  the  landlords.  It  is 
the  landlords  who  have  been  the  cause 
of  the  GK)¥emment  and  the  Committee 
to-night  spending  so  much  time  talkiag 
over  this  large  sum  of  money.  They  it 
is  who  have  been  the  means  of  bringing 
this  charge  upon  the  British  taxpayers. 
Why  is  it  that  the  British  taxpayers 
stand  these  payments  to  policemen  in 
Ireland  ?  We  do  not  want  theee  men ; 
we  are  prepared  ourselves  to  pay  for  a 
regular  Police  Foroe  to  do  police  duty. 
We  are  prepared  to  maintain  a  Police 
Foroe  in  Ireland  similar  to  that  which 
we  meet  with  in  England.  When  I  first 
came  to  London  I  thought  I  had  never 
been  in  a  place  in  the  whole  course  of 
my  life  where  there  was  so  much  liberty. 
[*«  Hear,  hear!  "]  fes,  I  think  Eng- 
lishmen have  a  right  to  be  proud  of 
that ;  but  when  I  go  to  Ireland  I  find  a 
very  different  state  of  things  prevailing. 
Last  Sunday  I  was  passing  up  by  St, 
Paul's,  where  I  saw  a  large  demonstra- 
tion of  people.  It  was  composed  of  that 
class  of  people  called  Socialists.  Now,  I 
believe  in  London  you  have  something 
like  9,000  Socialists,  who  are  now  hun- 
gering for  bread,  while  you  are  giving 
the  money  of  the  British  taxpayer  to 
maintain  a  Force  of  Constabulary  te  col- 
lect the  rents  of  the  Irish  landlords.  I 
think  it  high  time  that  the  pcM^e  of 
Ikigland,  Scotland,  and  Walee  atruek 
against  voting  money  for  the  purposes 
for  which  the  Government  ask  as  to  give 
them  this  Vote  to-night.  With  regard 
to  a  portion  of  these  charges,  I  should 
like  the  Committee  to  say  that  it  should 
be  placed  on  the  shoulders  of  the  land- 
lords on  account  of  the  number  of  emer- 
gency men  they  have  employed  through 
the  country.  We  are  asked  ta  pay  for 
a  force  to  do  the  dirty  work  of  the  land- 
lords after  they  have  pulled  down  the 
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miserable  houses  of  their  tenants.  Now, 
Sir,  I  think  that  we  should  be  given  in- 
formation with  regard  to  the  Belfast 
riots  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
who  have  been  returned  by  constitu- 
eneres  in  the  North  of  Ireland.  They 
have  displayed  considerable  oourage  on 
former  occasions;  and  surely  they  are 
now  in  a  position  to  state  how  much  of 
the  money  we  are  now  asked  to  vote  was 
speot  in  consequence  of  the  riots  in  the 
town  of  Belfast,  that  great  oentre  of 
loyalty,  where  every  man  is  free,  and 
loyalty  reigns  supreme.  I  am  very  glad 
to  eee  that  a  large  number  of  English 
gentiemen  and  Bepresentatives  of  Eng- 
Hsh  constituencies  have  visited  Ireland 
within  1^6  last  12  months ;  because  I  am 
satisfied  that  by  so  doing  they  have 
gained  more  inlbrmation  with  regard  to 
tbe  policy  of  the  present  Government, 
and  the  general  misrule  observed  in  Ire- 
land, than  they  ever  could  gain  bv  listen- 
ing to  Irish  Members  here,  although 
^ey  speak  nothing  but  the  simple 
truth.  [^Lanffhter,^  I  wish  many  more 
of  the  English  people,  and  those 
English  Representatives  who  laugh 
at  what  I  say^  would  come  over  to 
Ireland,  and  witness  for  themselves 
the  tyrannical  manner  in  which  people 
are  treated  ;  I  wish  they  would  visit  the 
district  of  Gweed<n'e,  a  district  I  visited 
not  long  ago.  I  was  there,  I  am  sorry 
to  say,  at  the  time  of  some  evictions, 
and  saw  40  or  50  poor  tenants  driven 
out  of  their  houses,  and  their  doors 
closed  against  them^-closed,  not  with 
locks,  because  there  are  no  locks  on 
the  doors  in  that  poor  district — but 
dosed  against  them  by  means  of  bar- 
ricades. A  large  portion  of  the  money 
they  were  now  asked  to  grant  was  ex- 
pended upon  the  force  engaged  in  the 
eviction  of  these  tenants.  I  saw  many 
tenants  who  were  forced  out  of  their 
houses  by  the  poHoe  lying  in  the  ditches 
with  nothing  but  straws  and  sticks  to 
ooTerthem.  [Lauffhier.l  Hon. Gentlemen 
hiugh,  but  if  they  will  go  over  to  Ire- 
land they  will  learn  what  straws  and 
sticks  mean.  It  is  said  that  the  people 
evicted  are  farmers,  but  I  know  what 
farmers  are.  These  are  people  who 
occupy  little  farms,  but  who  never  earn 
in  Ire^d  the  landlord's  rent ;  some  of 
them  have  to  go  to  Scotland,  some  to 
them  to  America,  and  some  to  England 
in  harvest  time  to  earn  the  rent,  and 
^hen  harvest  time  is  over  the  landlord's 


representative  comes  round  the  estate 
with  a  thousand  or  two  policemen  to 
collect  the  hard  earnings  of  these  people. 
The  present  state  of  things  is  very  la- 
mentable, and  I  am  surprised  that  the 
British  taxpayers,  seeing  that  their 
manufacturing  industries  at  home  are 
declining,  and  that  there  is  a  general 
depression,  do  not  strike  against  being 
called  upon  to  pay  these  large  and  ex« 
orbitant  sums  for  Irish  police.  But, 
Mr.  Courtney,  there  is  another  aspect  to 
this  case— although  this  money  is  spent 
upon  policemen,  the  policemen  are  in 
some  cases  very  badly  treated.  They 
are  very  often  put  into  inferior  lodgings, 
and  called  upon  to  incur  immense  ex- 
pense ;  wherever  there  is  an  eviction  it 
is  certain  that  all  the  cars  and  carts 
that  can  be  obtained  will  be  obtained 
for  the  conveyance  of  the  policemen  and 
their  ammunition  and  baggage.  I  can- 
not help  thinking  that  by  this  Yote  the 
Government  are  really  trying  to  manu- 
facture evictions.  It  is  a  most  grievous 
thing  that  the  Government  should  lend 
a  large  force  of  police  for  the  protection 
of  landlords  and  the  plundering  of 
tenants.  If  we  had  the  control  of  the 
police  force  in  Ireland,  we  should  cer- 
tainly put  them  to  their  proper  business 
— namely,  the  protection  of  the  general 
public,  their  arms  being  the  ordinaiy 
batons,  and  not  have  them  perambu* 
latin g  the  country  armed  with  swords 
and  bayonets.  I  claim  that  under  a 
Home  Bule  Gt)vemment,  not  under  the 
Gbvernment  of  the  present  Ohief  Secre- 
tary (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  and 
Dublin  Castle — we  could  manage  the 
affairs  of  Ireland,  with  one  fifth  part  of 
the  pres^it  police  force  we  could  govern 
Ireland  in  a  very  nice  manner,  some- 
thing like  the  way  in  which  things  are 
managed  here;  but  London  seems  to 
be  under  the  control  of  the  people  ; 
whereas  we  are  in  Ireland  under  the 
control  of  the  blood-suckers  of  the  people. 
\_Zauffhter,'}  Some  Gentlemen  on  the 
front  Government  Bench  know  very 
well  what  I  mean.  To  take  the  police 
from  their  real  duties  is  not  calculated 
to  make  us  loyal,  even  if  we  were  inclined 
to  be  disloyal.  Well,  Mr.  Courtney,  with 
regard  to  the  Irish  police  force,  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  it  is  not  the  rank  and 
file,  the  farmers'  sons  in  the  police,  who 
get  these  large  sums  of  money.     I  do 
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not  know  whether  any  portion  of  the 
Secret  Sendee  money  goes  to  the  officers 
of  the  police. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man's remarks  are  very  discursive ;  he 
must  confine  himself  to  the  special  sums 
asked  for  in  this  Vote,  and  the  service 
covered  by  these  sums. 

Mb.  O'HANLON:  I  abide  by  your 
ruling,  Mr.  Courtney,  but  I  believe  that 
this  large  sum  of  £30,965  goes  princi- 
pally to  the  officers  who  are  mostly  the 
sons  of  worn-out  landlords.  [Laughter.'] 
I  do  not  mean  worn-out  by  old  ase,  but 
by  debauchery.  Now,  I  should  like  to 
know  how  long  will  the  British  tax- 
payers stand  the  present  form  of  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland.  At  present  there 
are  a  great  many  Socialists  in  Ireland. 
The  present  system  makes  Socialists. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  confine  himself  to  the  subject 
under  discussion. 

Mb.  O'HANLON:  What  I  mean  is 
this,  that  this  £30,965  should  be  given, 
not  to  the  policemen  in  Ireland,  but  to 
a  party  that  requires  it  a  great  deal 
more.  I  venture  to  say  that  the  magis- 
trates of  Ireland  are  very  much  to  be 
blamed  for  this  large  expenditure.  The 
(Government  appoint  magistrates  because 
they  are  thoroughly  Party  men,  and 
these  men  are,  in  great  measure,  re- 
sponsible for  the  extravagance  of  this 
expenditure.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
wisdom  of  English  thinking  men,  and 
the  shrewd  judgment  of  Scotchmen,  and, 
indeed,  of  Welshmen— and  the  latter 
are  nearly  as  badly  off  as  ourselves — 
will  stand  this  much  longer.  The 
time  is  fast  approaching  when  there 
will  be  an  alteration.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  if  a  true  and  fair 
issue  had  been  put  before  the  country 
at  the  last  Election,  this  expenditure 
would  not  have  been  asked  for  to-night, 
because  a  Government  is  in  power  that, 
by  rights,  should  not  be  in  power.  It  is 
simply  on  this  account  that  I  wish  to 
make  my  voice  heard  here  to-night ;  and 
to  let  the  British  taxpayers  know  the 
cause  and  reason  why  so  large  a  sum  as 
£30,965  is  dragged  from  their  resources. 
I  want  to  show,  as  an  Irish  Bepresenta- 
tive,  that  it  really  is  unfair  for  the 
Government  to  come  down  to  this  House 
and  to  ask  them  to  sanction  the  squan^ 
dering  of  the  money  of  the  Britidi  tax- 
payers in  this  manner. 

Mr.  O'Manhn 


Mb.  J.  E.  BBDMOND  (Wexford.  N.) : 
Mr.  Courtney,  the  fact  that  there  has 
already  been  voted  for  Police  Services 
in  Ireland  no  less  a  sum  than  nearly 
£1,600,000,  and  that  we  are  now  asked 
to  vote  a  further  sum  of  £30,965,  invests 
the  debate  of  this  evening  with  con* 
siderable  interest ;  and  I  think  thni  inte- 
rest has  been  very  largely  enhanced  by 
the  speech  which  has  been  made  by  ilie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Sir  Micbad 
Hicks-Beach).  For  n^  part,  I  riioold 
not  have  delayed  the  Committee  by  in- 
terposing in  this  discussion  for  one  in- 
stant, were  it  not  for  ike  sneeoh  whicb 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  thonght 
fit  to  make;  and  in  the  few  remarks 
which  I  propose  to  offer  to  die  Ocmmiit- 
tee  I  will  endeavour  to  deal  with  some 
of  the  statements  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  made.  Sir,  he  started 
out  with  a  statement  which,  of  course, 
nobody  will  be  disposed  to  denv — 
namely,  that  the  maintenance  of  a 
Police  Force  in  Ireland  is  absolutely 
essential.  No  one  disputes  that  for  a 
moment.  No  one  disputes  that  it  is 
essential  that  law  and  order  shoold  be 
maintained  in  Ireland.  [MimtUriiti 
oheeri.']  I  am  glad  to  gam  an  ap- 
proving cheer  from  that  quarter  of  the 
House.  But  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
went  on  to  sav  that  the  kind  of  law 
and  order  which  he  desired  to  maintain 
in  Ireland  was  law  and  order  acoordmg 
to  his  standard.  [Cheert.^  The  cheer 
is  not  so  loud.  I  would  like  to  aak 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own 
Supporters  are  of  opinion  that  he  has 
maintained  law  and  order  aooording  to 
his  own  standard  in  Ireland?  Why, 
Sir,  the  whole  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  lK>-night  was  a  confes- 
sion of  absolute  failure  and  incompe- 
tency to  govern  the  country.  The  law 
and  order  which  the  right  hon.  Gende- 
man  desires  he  has  faued  to  maiatain, 
and  yet  we  are  asked  for  this  large 
increase  in  the  Police  Yote.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  own  Supporters  sm 
my  witnesses.  Only  to-day  I  was  read- 
ing in  the  columns  of  a  paper,  which 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
quoted  from  time  to  time,  although  be 
is  remarkably  shy  in  acknowledging  his 
authority — 'JTte  IhiUn  Dady  Xsepnt^ — 
only  this  morning  I  was  reading  aa 
article  in  that  journal  denouiioiny  the 
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prMemt  Oofremment  beoaufle  thej  have 
not  maintained  law  and  order  m  Ire* 
land ;  and  the  right  hon.  Genileman  ao» 
knowledges  as  much  when  he  winda  up 
hia  speech  by  saying  that  it  will  be 
necessary  to  ask  for  further  powers.  My 
point  is  this,  that  this  large  and  exorbi- 
tant amount  of  money  for  police  ser- 
vices is  money  practically  thrown  away, 
because  it  has  not  effected  any  good  pur- 
posestowards  maintaining  law  and  order ; 
butt  OD  the  contrary,  has  led  to  the  dis- 
turbance of  law  and  order  very  fre- 
quently in  Ireland.  It  is  true  there  has 
been  during  the  winter  months  of  this 
year  a  remarkable  absence  of  serious 
crime  in  Ireland;  but  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  contend,  for  a  moment, 
that  that  is  the  result  of  the  action  of 
his  police,  or  of  his  government  ?  Al- 
lusion has  already  been  made  to  this 
point  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
lor  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  who  initiated 
ibiB  discussion.  My  hon.  Friend  alluded 
to  a  point  which  I  would  beg  permission 
to  emphasize,  and  which  is  most  signi£- 
eant — namely,  that  you  cannot  for  the 
past  50  years  put  your  finger  upon  any 
period  fk  similar  agricultural  distress  in 
Ireland  which  was  less  stained  by  agra- 
rian crime  than  the  winter  months  up  to 
last  Christmas.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  thought 
proper  to  speak  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
laign,  which  was  admittedly  organized 
y  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  and 
others,  as  a  system  of  organized  robbery. 
Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  to 
be  distinguished  in  this  House  by  the 
courtesy  with  which  he  conducted  dis- 
cussions. I  am  sorry  to  observe  that 
hie  experience  at  the  Irish  Office  has 
80  severely  tried  his  temper,  that  he  has 
forgotten  those  courtesies  which  have 
always  regulated  his  action  and  speech 
in  this  House  up  to  the  present  time. 
Sir,  it  is  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  not 
the  police,  which  has  preserved  Ireland 
from  months  of  bloodshed  and  crime. 
['*  Oh,  oh  I  "J  I  assert  that  where  the 
police  have  failed,  the  Plan  of  Campaim 
has  proved  itself  a  bulwark  of  the  public 
peace.  I  do  not  want,  if  I  can  ^ssibly 
avoid  it,  to  stray  from  the  subject.  I 
recognize  the  fairness  of  your  rulings, 
Mr.  Courtney,  and  I  desire  to  speak 
within  those  ruling^ ;  but  I  would  like 
to  point  out,  as  ^is  matter  has  been 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
in  those  parts  of  Ireland  where  the  Plan 
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of  Campaign  has  been  at  work,  notably 
on  estates  like  that  of  Lord  Dillon,  there 
has  been  an  utter  absence  of  agrarian 
crime ;  and  that  crime  has  appeared 
where  public  meetings  have  been  sup- 
pressed, where  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
has  not  been  put  into  operation,  and 
where  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
had  a  free  hand  for  his  firm  and  re- 
solute government.  An  allusion  was 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  evictions  which  have  been  taking 
place.  The  chief  part  of  this  Vote  is 
asked  for  the  expenses  of  policemen  at 
these  evictions ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman went,  to  some  extent,  into  the 
merits  of  these  evictions,  and  in  regard 
to  these  particular  instances  I  claim  a 
right  of  answering  him.  He  alluded 
to  the  evictions  on  Lord  Clanricarde's 
estate,  and  he  asked  us,  did  we  venture 
to  deny  that  some  of  the  tenants  on  this 
estate  could  pay  the  rents  but  had  re- 
fused? The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought, 
in  the  first  place,  to  have  answered  the 
challenge  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo  gave  him.  He 
ought  to  have  answered  specifically  the 
question — Was  LordClanricarde's  estate 
one  of  those  estates  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment applied  that  **  pressure  within  the 
law  "  of  which  we  have  heard  so  much, 
and  was  that  one  of  the  estates  on  which 
they  failed  ?  Because,  if  it  was  one  of 
the  estates,  if  Lord  Clanricarde  was  one 
of  the  landlords  whom  the  Government 
attempted,  by  their  pressure,  to  induce 
to  make  reductions,  and  they  failed  in 
their  object ;  with  what  a  face  does  he 
come  to  this  House  and  charge  us, 
as  if  it  were  a  crime,  with,  for- 
sooth, simply  carrying  on  a  course  of 
action  which  he  himself  initiated  !  On 
this  point  of  the  tenant,  in  case  of  evic- 
tion, being  able  to  pay  the  rent  and  re- 
fusing to  do  so,  a  very  significant  piece 
of  evidence  has  been  given  within  the 
last  few  days.  What  does  your  own 
Commission  say  ?  It  was  remarked  that 
the  very  first  thing  that  this  Unionist 
Government  did  was  to  show  the  very 
greatest  ignorance  of  the  state  of  facts 
in  Ireland.  They  disputed  the  deduc- 
tions of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  when  he  introduced 
his  Tenants'  Relief  Bill.  They  disputed 
that  there  had  been  such  a  fall  in  prices 
of  agricultural  produce  in  Ireland  as  to 
make  the  full  payment  of  judicial  rents 
impossible.    They  appointed  a  tribunal 
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of  their  own.  Their  own  tribunal  has 
given  U8  a  verdict  against  them.  Their 
own  tribunal  has  laid  down  that  prices 
have  fallen  at  least  18^  per  cent,  and 
that  in  consequence  the  payment  of 
judicial  rents  has  become  impossible; 
and  it  is  relying  upon  that  fact,  to  which 
the  Oommission  bears  testimony,  that 
the  tenants  upon  the  Clanricarde  estate, 
and  those  who  haye  been  supporting 
them,  have  entered  into  this  movement 
I  pass,  now,  to  another  point — namely, 
that  of  the  action  of  the  Government  in 
the  suppression,  or  the  attempted  sup- 
pression, of  public  meeting.  Now,  Mr. 
Courtney,  my  first  contention  is  that  the 
action  of  the  Government  in  the  at- 
tempted suppression  of  meetings  in  Ire- 
land—-for  which  attempted  suppression 
a  portiim  of  this  Yote  is  asked^ — is  ille- 

faL  I  maintain  that  the  Government 
ave  no  legal  warrant  for  the  action  that 
they  have  taken.  Sir,  it  is  laid  down  by 
great  authorities — by  Ooke,  for  instance 
— ^that  a  Proclamation  is  a  verv  respect- 
able thing  when  it  is  founded  upon 
Statute.  I  should  like  to  know  upon 
what  Statute  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Government  has  proceeded  in  the  oases 
where  they  have  attempted  to  suppress 
public  meetings  in  Ireland.  No  doubt, 
meetings  may  be  illegal,  and  persons 
takinff  part  in  them  may  be  guilty  of 
illegal  acts,  for  which  they  can  be 
punished.  Any  persons  so  taking  part 
can  be  brought  to  justice,  and  meetings, 
if  they  are  illegal^  can  be  dispersed;  but 
I  maintain  that  there  is  no  power  vested 
in  a  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  or  in 
the  Home  Secretary  in  this  country, 
either  by  Statute  or  Common  Law, 
which  empowers  either  of  them  to  pre- 
vent a  meeting  assembling,  simply  be- 
cause they  have  reason  to  believe,  from 
one  source  or  another,  that  the  meeting, 
if  it  assembles,  will  be  an  illegal  meet- 
ing. Sir,  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  Consti- 
tutional authority  that  was  quoted  often 
in  the  debate  upon  the  Home  £ule  Bill 
— I  mean  Mr.  Dicey's  **Law  of  the 
Constitution."  Mr.  Dicey  says  that 
just  because  men  may  come  where  they 
like  and  say  what  they  please,  and  have 
a  right  to  hold  meetings  for  the  discus- 
sion of  political  and  other  topics,  it  is 
not,  of  course,  meant  that  persons  may 
so  exercise  that  right  of  meeting  as  to 
break  the  law ;  and  he  adds  that  if  a 
meeting  is  illegal,  the  persons  taking 
part  in  it  will  be  exposed  to  all  the  con- 

Mr,  J.  E,  Redmond 


sequences.  [An  bon.  Mevbeb:  Cer- 
tainly.]  The  hon.  Member  does  not 
•omprehend  my  point.  Perhaps,  Mr. 
Courtney,  the  fog  is  thicker  upon  the 
Ministerial  Benches  than  upon  those 
upon  which  we  sit.  Mr.  Dicey  argues 
that  if  a  meeting  is  illegal,  a  persoa 
taking  part  in  it  will  be  exposed  to  all 
the  oonsequences  in  the  way  of  having 
the  meeting  broken  up  and  being  ai- 
rested  and  prosecuted.  Ify  point  is  that 
if  these  meetings  had  been  illegal,  your 
proper  course  would  have  been  \o  dis- 
perse them  and  to  prosecute  the  men 
taking  part  in  them ;  and  that  you  ha? e 
legally  no  power  to  send  a  force  into  a 
town  and  say — We  will  not  allow  sock 
and  such  a  meeting  to  assemble  at  alL 
What  was  the  course  of  action  taken  by 
the  Government  ?  They  issued  Procla- 
mations, in  which  they  said  that  infor- 
mations having  been  sworn  and  sub- 
mitted by  certain  individuals  that  these 
individuals  believed  that  a  meeting 
about  to  take  place  will  be  an  illegtu. 
one,  therefore  we  prohibit  the  asseinb^ 
ling  of  that  meeting.  Now,  I  vrill  in^ 
vite  attention  to  this  point.  My  first 
criticism  of  that  portion  of  the  Vote 
which  is  asked  for  police  services  in  the 
preventing  of  these  meetingsaasembling 
is,  that  that  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  is  absolutely  illegaL  Ui. 
Dicey  says,  further  on,  supposing,  in 
England,  that  the  Home  Secretary 
thinks  it  is  undesirable,  for  one  reason 
or  another,  that  a  meeting  should  take 
place,  and  serves  formal  notice  on  eveiy 
member  that  the  meeting  must  not  take 
place,  this  notice  is  so  much  waste  paper; 
and  he  goes  on  to  say  that  the  whole 

grinoiple  upon  which  the  Law  of  Public 
[eeting  is  based  is  that  the  function  of 
the  Government  is  not  the  prevention 
but  the  punishment  of  illegal  acts.  I 
find  that,  in  Paterson's  book  on  the 
Liberty  of  the  Press  and  Free  Speech,  it  is 
stated  that  there  : 


**  No  prohibition  on  acoount  of  the  8«bjeet« 
matter  of  the  meeting  except  for  blasphemy  or 
sedition,  to  which  may  be  added  " 

Colonel  WAEING  (Down,  N.): 
That's  not 

Mr.  J.  E.  EEDMOND :  I  have  heard 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  is 
an  authority  on  military  matters,  and 
his  authority  on  those  subjects  may  be 
very  great,  although  I  have  also  heard 
that  he  is  only  a  feather-bed  soldier ;  but 
I  think  he  can  scarcely  be  taken  as  aa 
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hole  and-corner  meetings  at  long  dis- 
tances from  the  places  wliere  the  pro- 
claimed meeting  was  expected  to  be  held, 
Now,  I  am  perfectly  acquainted  with  all 
the  proceedings  in  this  locality — as  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  come  from  that  part  of 
the  country  myself,  and  I  think  it  may 
be  presumed  that  I  am  intimately  ao- 
quainted  with  the  geography  of  the 
district.  I  can  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tliat  five  public  meetings 
were  held  within  a  radius  of  three  miles 
from  the  place,  although  mounted  police 
patrolled  the  roads  with  instructions  to 
gallop  after  any  people  whom  they  saw 
going  in  any  direction.  I  can  say— and 
I  say  so  after  a  very  large  experience  of 
public  meetings— that  there  were  at  kast 
2,000  or  3,000  people  present;  there 
were  to  my  own  knowledge  four  brass 
bands,  and  there  were  a  number  of  large 
banners  carried  by  the  people,  some  of 
whom  camesofarasf^omthetown  of  Wex- 
ford—about  30  miles  distant— in  a  special 
train,  accompanied  with  a  band  playing 
and  banners  waving.  How  the  police 
were  completely  ignorant  of  that  meeting 
I  cannot  make  out;  and  how  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  able  to  assert  that  these 
meetings  were  composed  of  only  a  score 
or  so  of  people,  I  am  finable  to  under- 
stand. From  whence  came  his  informa- 
tion ?  There  were  no  members  of  the 
Eoyal  Irish  Constabulary  present.  How, 
then,  did  the  statements  come  to  his 
knowledge  ?  I  trust  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  believe  me  when  I  say 
that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  meeting  at 
Coolgreaney  was  one  of  the  largest  meet- 
ings I  ever  addressed  in  the  county  of 
Wexford  for  many  a  day.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  course  of 
his  speech,  said  that  the  Coolgreaney 
meeting  being  proclaimed  was  not  held, 
I  told  him  that  it  was  held,  and  that  I 
myself  made  a  speech  at  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  replied  to  me — **  That 
is  not  the  case."  1  retort  now  by  saying 
"That  it  is  the  case."  At  Coolgreaney, 
about  5  o'clock  in  the  evening,  several 
cars  full  of  persons,  headed  by  a  mounted 
escort,  drove  into  the  town.  As  we 
entered  two  large  bodies  of  police 
were  coming  out,  thinking  we  had  no 
intention  of  holding  the  meetings.  On 
this  occasion,  as  has  been  said  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  some  of  the  con- 
stables in  the  ranks  turned  round  and 
laughed  at  us  \  but  their  laugh  was  more 


authority  upon  questions  of  law.  I  am 
simply  quoting  authorities  on  the  ques- 
tion of  publlo  meeting,  which  enjoy  the 
respect  of  ererybody  except  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman — 

"  To  which  may  be  added  that  any  assembly 
liecoming  riotoos  or  nnlawfal  in  the  sense  of 
pnrsniiig  nnlawfal  oondnct,  there  is  a  mode 
of  summary  treatment.*' 

My  point  is,  even  if  these  meetings  had 
been  imlawfiil,  which  I  deny — bnt  even 
granting  that— the  Goremment  acted 
illegally  in  attempting  to  prevent  those 
meetings ;  their  only  legal  course  would 
hare  been,  supposing  the  meetings  to 
have  assembled,  to  have  dispersed  them 
and  to  have  prosecuted  those  persons 
who  had    taken  part  in  them.      The 
light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  made   two    or   three 
selections,  by  way  of  proving  that  the 
meetings    were    unlawful.      The   first 
example  that  he  gave  was  the  case  of 
t^e  Sfigo  meeting.     I  am  surprised  that 
the   right  hon.    Gentleman   was    not 
ashamed  to  mention  the  name  of  Sligo. 
What  was  the  Sligo  meeting  cidled  for  ? 
It  was  to  consider  the  question  of  a  cer- 
tain jury  panel— a  perfectly  legal  pur- 
pose— and  that  jury  panel,  when  it  was 
submitted  to  the  test  of  examination  by 
the  Court,  was  quashed.   I  maintain  that 
that  meeting  was  not  illegal,  that  it  was 
a  meeting  called  for  a  laudable  and  for 
a  lawful    purpose ;  and    I    say    it    is 
monstrous  to  state  that  a  panel  which 
the  Judge  quashed  on  the  grounds  of  its 
illegality,  could  not  be  a  fair  question  to 
he  debated  at  a  public  meeting  of  the 
county  where    the    illegal   panel    was 
struck.     Then  there  was  the   meeting 
which  was  held  at  Coolgreaney,  about 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  cer* 
taioly  under  some  misapprehension.    I 
wish  to  speak  upon  a  point  which,  no 
doubt,  will  interest  him.      I  hope  he 
will  not  think  I  am  using  an  ofiPensive 
phrase— [*•  No,  no!  '*]— I  try  never  to 
usesuch,  though,  perhaps.  Members  who 
interrupt  have  less  consideration  for  me 
-^when  I  say  that  I  am  afraid  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  fooled  to  the 
top  of  his  bent  by  his  sub -officials  in 
Ireland.    Mr.  Courtney,  I  took  part  in 
the  proceedings  at  Coolgreaney,  and  the 
aocount  which   the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
nian  has   given,    I  can  assure  him,  is 
ludicrously  inaccurate.     He  spoke  about 
Mr.  Dillon  and  myself  driving  about 
the  country,  and  calling  and  holding 
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at  the  (Jorernraent  than  at  db.     We 
went  into  the  town,  and  there  we  found 
a  email  bodj  of  policetneti  tinarmed. 
We  droTe  past  them,  and  there— in  the 
▼err  public  street— we  held  a  meeting, 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  the  County  Dub- 
lin in  the  chair,  at  which  he,  a  clergyman, 
myself,  and  other  persons  spoke.     After 
the  meeting  was  finished,   we  walked 
along  the  street,  and  met  half-a-dozen 
policemen  coming  up,  who  were  exert- 
ing themselves  in  hustling  the  people  ; 
and,  had  it  not  been  for  the  exertions  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin 
Oonnty,  these    fire    or    six    policemen 
might  have    probably  met   with  very 
rough  handling  f^m  the  crowd.  Having 
stated  these  facts  at,  perhaps,  unwar- 
rantable length,  I  trust  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  do  himself  the  justice  to 
inquire  into  this  matter.     He  has  been 
misinformed ;  he  has  been  inaccurately 
misled  by  an  absurd  story.     Somebody 
is  responsible  for  that,  and  I  ask  him  to 
trace  the  responsibility.     Another  point 
with  reference  to  this  Ooolgreaney  meet- 
ing which  was  mentioned  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was,  that  the  object  of 
that  meeting  was  illegal ;  and  he  went 
on  to  enforce  his  statement  by  evidence 
which  was  to  the  effect  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaigpi  was  wrongfully  adopted  on  the 
estate  there ;   and  that  the  landlord  had 
always  lived  on  good  terms  with  his  ten- 
ants until  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
stirred  up  the  people,  and  put  tiie  Plan 
of  Campaign  in  operation  against  him. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  had  been 
induced  to  take  that  action  in  conse- 
quence of  the  appointment  of  an  ob- 
noxious agent.    Does  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  know  that  Captain   Hamil- 
ton, the  agent  of  this  property,  was  ap- 
pointed to  his  position  three  years  ago  ? 
Does  he  know  any  of  the  facts  about 
the  rents  on  this  property,  or  the  simple 
fact  that  the  average  of  the  rents  on  the 
property  is    30   per    cent  above     the 
valuation?    Now,  the  average  rent  of 
every  neighbouring  estate  is  in  or  about 
the  valuation;  and  the  people  of  this 

Property  only  asked  for  a  reduction 
own  to  the  valuation.  I  have  in  my 
hand  some  startling  figures  about  two  or 
three  neighbouring  estates.  I  find  in 
the  Eeturn  of  the  Land  Commission  for 
September  and  October  in  the  county 
of  Wicklow— Coolgreaney  being  on  the 
borders  of  Wicklow  and  Wexford— that 
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on  the  property  of  Mm.  Book^  the  <M 
rent  in  one  case  was  £40.  the  valuatioa 
£92,  and  the  new  judicial  rent  £91. 
Again,  I  find  old  rent  £6f,  Talnstkm 
£52,  and  new  rent  £43.    On  tlte  pro- 
per^ adjoining — the  property  of  the 
Earl  of  Meath — I  see  tiie  old  m^  ii 
£7  10«.,  the  valua^n  £8  6«.,  andtiie 
new  tent  £5  10«.    On  the  property  of 
Fitzwilliam  Diok,  adjoining,  I  nad*- 
old  rent  £400,  valuation  £148,  and  new 
rent  £200.     In  the  f^oe  of  fMta  Mke 
these,  I  ask  tids  Committee  not  to  be- 
lieve that  the  rents  on  the  Ooolgreaney 
estate  are  fair  rents.    They  are  exor- 
bitant and  impossible  rents.     I  hopei 
accordingly,  that  nobody  will  pay  the 
smallest    attention  to  the    anoaymoui 
story  which  the  right  hon.  Gentlemsa 
told  us  about  the  tenant's  wife  wi^  the 
purse.    If  he  wants  to  make  a  point  c^ 
that  story,  he  needs  to  give  his  authori^. 
fie  said  that  it  was  taken  from  the  news- 
papers; and  if  it  was  taken  from  any 
fair-minded  newspaper  in  Ireland,  he 
would  be  only  too  delighted  to  give  his 
authority.    But  it  was  evidently  taken 
from  The  Bmip  Exfre$i^  or  some  paper 
of  that   character,  or,  perhaps,    sove 
similar  publication  to  that   which  the 
other  day  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Home  Secretary  quoted,  and  afterwards 
repudiated — a  publication    of  the  so- 
called  Irish  Loyal  and  Patriotio  Leagae. 
I  think  it  is  an  unworthy  thing  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentledan  refased  to  quote 
his  inspiration.     It  was  unworthy  of 
him  to  bolster  up  his  oaee  with  state- 
ments of  an  anonymous  character,  and 
that  more  espeoiallybecauseitisquite  un- 
true that  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
had  anything  to  do  with  the  starting  ^ 
Plan  of  Campaign  on  the  CoolgrmMy 
estate.     My  hon.  Friend  never  heard 
that  the  Plan  was  to  be  adopted  until  a 
deputation  of  the  tenants  came  to  him, 
and  begged  that  somebody  might  be 
sent  there  to  assist  them.    It  was  alto- 
gether the  spontaneous  action  of  the 
tenants  on  the  estate ;  and  I  say  tiiat  Ae 
conduct  of  the  police  in  interfering  with 
the  meeting  which  was  held  for  ^ 
purpose  of  exposing  the  rack-rents  oa 
the  estate,  was  illegal  and  unoonstitu- 
tional,  and  should  not  be  sanc^eaed  bv 
a  Vote  of  money  in  this  House.     I  need 
not  express  the  gratification  with  which 
I  learn  of  the  difficulties  under  ?H^idi 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  acknowledges 
that  he  is  suflfering  in  defWadiiig  his 
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action  in  this  matter.  An  hon.  Friend 
tells  me  that  the  right  hoo.  Geotleman 
ailudeB  to  a  phyeioal  diffioultj.  I  had 
not  that  in  my  mind  just  now :  I  merely 
r^erred  to  the  politioal  difficulties  that 
he  mnet  experience  in  endeayouring  to 
support  the  poliey  of  the  Goyernment» 
which  is  on-Constitutional  aad  utterly 
ineffective.  I  am  glad  the  country  is 
beginning  to  realise  what  is  the  result 
of  the  attempt  to  rule  Ireland  by  a  firm 
and  veaolnte  Unionist  government.  We 
have  had  six  months  of  it,  and  now, 
in  addition  to  the  ordinary  sum  of 
£U500,000,  we  are  asked  to  vote 
£80,000  more  for  the  Irish  (Constabu- 
lary to  enable  them  to  carry  out  this 
government.  The€K>vernment  is  proving, 
day  by  day,  their  utter  incapacity  to 
nnderstand  the  Irish  Question.  It  is 
tunning  the  most  enormous  risks,  and 
the  further  it  goes  on  in  the  course  it 
has  laid  down  the  greater  will  be  the 
diffieultidB  to  be  fac^.  To  anyone  who 
has  read  the  history  of  Ireland,  it  is 
quite  evident  that  the  course  of  action 
on  which  the  Government  are  entering 
can  have  only  one  ending — namely,  the 
suppression  of  free  speech,  and  the  im- 
prisonment of  Memb^  of  this  House 
ind  other  popular  leaders,  and  the 
meeting,  face  to  face,  of  the  people 
depriv^  of  the  weapon  of  open  dis- 
cussion, and  without  Members  of  this 
House  being  able  to  restrain  them. 
[LaughUr,]  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  have 
never  read  a  line  of  Irish  history 
may  laugh;  but  so  sure  as  the  sun 
will  rise  to-morrow,  they  will  laugh 
very  differently  this  day  six  months  if 
the  poUcy  of  the  Government  is  carried 
oat  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  sees  that 
because  his  police  and  his  government 
areinefi^ective,  notwithstanding  the  enor> 
motts  amount  of  money  spent,  he  will 
have  to  come  to  this  House  and  ask  for 
further  powers  —  further  powers  for 
what  ?  To  suppress  crime  ?  Why,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  that  there 
hii  been  within  the  past  50  years  no 
single  period  of  similar  agrarian  distress 
in  Ireland  when  there  has  been  less 
orime.  He  surely  will  not  attempt  to 
denv  ihat  statement ;  for  it  is  a  statement 
made  publicly  by  the  noble  Lord  the  ex- 
Ohancellorof  the  Exchequer  (Lord  Ban- 
dolph  Churchill},  when  it  suited  his 
Vtaty  to  say  that  Ireland  was  peaceful 
and  tranquil.  Why,  then,  are  these  new 
powers  asked  to  suppress  crime  ?    They 


are  not  needed,  and  the  (Government 
knowfi  that.  Ah !  they  ask  for  these 
powers — and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
admitted  the  fact — in  order  to  obtain 
convictions.  But  what  convictions  have 
the  Gt>vemment  failed  to  obtain  ?  The 
only  notable  case  where  convictions  were 
not  obtained  was  the  case  in  Omagh,  in 
the  Oounty  Tyrone,  where  certain  Orange- 
men were  put  on  their  trial  for  murder 
before  a  ''Daniel  come  to  judgment," 
in  the  shape  of  Judge  Lawson,  who 
actually  told  the  jury  that  it  was  their 
duty  to  convict,  and  if  they  did  not  con- 
vict that  they  would  violate  their  oaths* 
This  was  the  solitary  case  where  the 
Government  failed  to  convict,  unless  their 
failure  to  c<mvict  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo  the  other  day 
in  Dublin  is  meant.  And  as  regards 
this  case,  there  is  not  a  man  on  the 
Benches  of  the  House  who  does  not 
know  that  the  imprisonment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo  is  not 
the  way  to  pacify  Ireland  or  to  maintain 
the  public  peace  and  order  in  that  coun- 
try. I  am  not  sorry  for  the  difficulties 
which  beset  the  Government,  and  I  know 
quite  well  that  the  road  on  which  they 
have  entered  will  land  them  in  fresh 
difficulties.  I  think  that  the  sooner  they 
bring  in  their  Coercion  Bill,  the  sooner 
will  come  the  crisis,  which,  when  it  does 
come,  will  open  the  eyes  of  the  English 
people  to  the  failure  of  the  Government 
to  rule  our  country ;  and  to  the  impossi- 
bility of  this  or  any  other  Government 
attemptina;  to  rule  Ireland  without  pay* 
ing  regard  to  the  sentiments  and  aspira- 
tions of  the  people.  Then  room  will  be 
made  for  a  Government  which  prefers  to 
base  its  rule  upon  condliation,  and  upon 
the  golden  link  of  affection,  instead  of 
depending  upon  bayonets  and  bullets. 
[**  Oh,  oh  !  "J  I  repeat,  upon  the  golden 
link  of  affection.  You  Gentlemen  op- 
posite are  having  your  innings.  Try 
your  bayonets  and  bullets,  and  we  wiU 
see  what  the  result  shall  be. 

Mb.  JAMES  ELLIS  (Leicestershire, 
Bosworth) :  As  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee have  heard  the  opinion  of  the 
Irish  Members,  I  should  like,  if  they 
would  allow  me,  to  make  a  few  remarks 
from  the  point  of  view  of  an  English 
Oounty  Member.  In  this  matter,  I  must 
confess  it  seems  to  me  that  the  amount 
which  was  voted  in  the  ordinary  Esti- 
mates was  a  quite  sufficient  sum  to  keep 
down  the  people  of  Ireland.    I  nnder- 
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stand  that  thia  Vote  ie  divided  into  thi^e 
portions.  Oue  portion  was  employed  in 
suppressing  the  riots  at  Belfast ;  another 
was  employed  in  sending  police  forces  to 
attend  meetings  of  the  tenants ;  and  the 
remaining  portion  was  expended  in 
efforts  to  collect  the  rents  of  the  land* 
lords  of  Ireland.  I  say  that  if  this 
money — this  enormous  sum — ^mnst  be 
expended  in  Ireland — that  if,  besides,  it 
is  just  and  right  to  expend  it  in  Ireland, 
the  Irish  people  themselves  ought  to  pay 
for  the  expenditure.  The  people  of 
Belfast  ought  to  pay  for  the  noting  ex- 
penses in  Belfast ;  and  if  the  landlords 
of  Ireland  have  so  managed  their  affairs 
that  they  are  obliged  to  employ  English 
bayonets  in  the  collecting  of  their  rents, 
the  landlords  themselves  ought  to  pay 
for  the  employment  of  these  bayonets. 
I  also  say  that  if  it  appears  to  the  people 
of  England,  Scotland  and  Wales,  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  are  so  rebellious 
against  their  Rulers  that  they  must  be 
kept  down,  and  that  bayonets  and  police- 
men must  be  sent,  then  the  Irish  people 
ought  to  pay  for  all  this;  for  if  they  are 
gpiiity,  the  whole  sum  ought  to  be  borne 
by  them,  and  not  thrown  on  the  people 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  But  I  believe 
that,  if  we  took  the  right  way  to  govern 
Ireland,  about  £400,000  would  be  a 
sufficient  amount  for  the  police  in  Ire- 
land. I  believe  the  statements  which 
have  been  made  by  the  Eepresentatives 
of  the  Irish  people  in  this  House,  and 
that,  if  the  country  was  ruled  properly 
and  fairly,  very  few  soldiers  or  policemen 
would  be  required  to  enforce  the  law. 

Mb.  B.  COLERIDGE  (Sheffield,  At- 
tercliffe) :  I  think  it  is  time  that  more 
than  one  Member  in  the  House  repre- 
senting English  constituencies  should 
desire  to  say  a  few  words  in  sympathy 
with  the  Irish  Party.  We  are  asked  to- 
night to  vote  what  I  may  call  an  extra- 
additional  sum  for  the  force  of  extra 
police  in  Ireland.  Now,  we  on  this  side 
of  the  House  find  some  difficulty  in 
speaking  upon  this  subject,  because  we 
are  met  with  a  plentiful  lack  of  argument 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  oppo- 
site Benches.  We  have  heard  to-night 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  a  series  of  facts  which  have  not 
been  disputed,  and  which  cannot  be  dis- 
puted, because  they  are  true  ;  and  these 
facts,  not  being  contradicted,  toll  a  sad 
tale  of  the  manner  in  which  this  money 
has  been  disposed  of.     There  are  two 
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arguments  usually  brought  fanearA  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  this  Com- 
mittee upon  the  ques^n  of  Supj>ly  wheo 
Irish  matters  are  being  dealt  wi^.   The 
one  is,  that  the  money  has  alreadj  been 
spent,  and  that  therefore  it  is  not  rigfat 
to   embarrass  the  Government    Thafti 
however,  is  ih»  old  and  stale  argument 
which  all  persons  who  desire  this  great 
Empire  to  be  economically  administered 
will  at  onoe  dismiss  from  their  minds. 
The  other  argument  is,  that  this  money 
has  been  disposed  of  in  the  maintenance 
of  law  and  of  order.  Sir,  we  have  heard 
in  what  manner  law  and  order  has  been 
maintained.     I  would  ask  any  oandid 
Member  in  this  House  whether  we  in 
England  should  stand  for  one  moment 
the  application  of  mon^  to  such  pur- 
poses as  these.   Should  we,  I  ask,  spsnd 
any  money  on  the  suppression  of  puUio 
meetings  ?   Should  we  stand  and  allow 
the  maintenanoe  of  law  by  the  means  of 
sc^diers,  of  bayonets,  and  of  an  armed 
police   force.       We  dionld  do  uo  saoh 
thing.    I  venture  to  think  that  on  the 
very  last  oocasion  in   English   history, 
at  Manchester,  in  1819,  when  EngiiiJi 
sworde  were  used  to  break  up  public 
meetings,  the  feeling  in  this  conatry  was 
so  unanimous,  strong,  and  overwhelming 
that,  from  that  day  to  this,  no  deliberate 
and  organized  attempt  has  been  made  to 
suppress  the  freedom  of  ^>eeeh.     I  say 
that  the  measure  we  mete  out  for  our- 
selves we  should  mete  out  for  our  fellow* 
citizens  in  Ireland.    And  yet  it  was  said 
that  the  maintenance  of  law  and  order 
was  involved  in  the  suppression  of  free- 
dom of  speech  and  in  the  extc»tion,  by 
the  bayonet,  of  r^its  which  the  Govern- 
ment itself  had  declared  to  be  unfair? 
When  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  brought  in  his  Bill  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  Irish  rents  in  the  last 
Session,  the  argument  was  used  in  re- 
jecting that  Bill  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  that  the  facts  which   the 
hon.   Member  for  Cork   had    adduced 
in    supporting    his    Bill,    though    not 
denied,   had  not    been  fully  or  satis- 
factorily proved.    These  facts  have  now 
been  proved  by  a  Commission  of  the 
Government's  own  choice.    It  can  no 
longer  be  said  that  these  facta,   whidi 
were  known  to  the  hon.   Member   for 
Cork,  are  not  definitely  known  to  the 
Government.     What  is  the  result  of  the 
Eeport  of  that  Commission  selected  to 
order  by  the  Government  ?  It  is  Ais— ^ 
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thut  the  money  htfl  been  sp^it  in  the 
exaction  of  rents  whloh  the  Heport  of 
the  Commteeion  sJaowed  were  uBfair, 
and  should  not  be  exacted.  I  ask,  were 
lav  aad  order  synonymous  vith  the 
eEsadion  of  rents  which  a  Gommis- 
sicm  had  reported  to  be  unfair  ?  I 
sajy  thafc  in  order  that  law  should  be 
respected  in  any  country,  it  should  be 
oonaonant  with  justice.  I  ask  whether, 
under  the  prostituted  name  of  law,  any 
greater  or  more  substantial  injustice  has 
ever  been  inflicted?  It  is  for  these 
rsasons,  on  behalf  of  an  English  consti- 
tueney,  that  with  voice  and  with  vote  I 
shall  oppose  this  Vote  for  extra  Con- 
stabulary in  Ireland. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  8.) : 
We  have  passed  a  few  hours  in  discus- 
sing this  vote  from  a  very  general  point 
of  view  ;  but  the  bearings  of  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Police  Vote  apply  generally 
to  the  state  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
I  will  detain  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee for  a  few  moments— I  shall  not  be 
long — while  I  bring  before  it  a  specific 
case  in  which  these  extra  police  were 
eogaged  in  a  disturbance,  and  in  dia- 
persing  a  meeting  that  was  perfectly 
legal  in  its  objects  and  quite  peaceable 
in  its  demeanour.  Sir,  at  Cork,  on  De- 
cember Ist  of  last  year,  a  meeting  took 
place  in  the  streets  of  that  city,  which 
had  for  its  object  the  expression  of  the 
opinion  of  the  citizens  of  Cork  of  the 
scandalous  state  of  things  that  existed 
in  connection  with  the  holding  of  the 
Munster  Assizes  in  that  city.  Now, 
Sir,  the  object  of  this  meeting  was  stated 
by  myself  a  few  days  before  at  a  meet- 
ing which  I  then  addressed.  For  some 
time  the  citizens  of  Cork  had  to  com- 
plain that  at  the  Munster  Winter  Assizes 
which  were  held  year  after  year  in  their 
city,  they  were  called  from  their  daily 
avocations  in  order  to  perform  the  duty 
of  jurors  at  those  Assizes.  The  Govern- 
ment know  yery  well  the  reajson  why 
they  held  the  Assizes  annually  at  Cork. 
It  was  because,  by  a  judicious  packing 
of  the  juries,  year  after  year,  they  were 
enabled  to  get  convictions  which  seemed 
to  be  BO  desired  by  the  Government  in 
the  present  day.  Well,  Sir,  the  obse- 
quiousness of  the  selected  jurora  of  Cork 
was  gaining  for  that  city  a  most  unenvi- 
able notoriety.  The  merchants  of  the 
city  protested—and  protested  in  vain — 
agaiast  their  city  being  made  the  means 
by  which  the  Qoveroment  were  able  to 


I  carry  out  what  I  must  style  their  iniqui- 
tous intention.  The  character  of  the 
city  was  spoken  of  all  over  the  country. 
The  trade  of  the  city  was  being  damaged, 
and  the  commercial  men  of  Cork,  who 
visitod  other  towns  throughout  the  coun- 
try, began  to  be  insulted  and  sent  out  of 
the  houses  of  the  shopkeepers  because 
of  the  unenviable  character  that  the  oity 
of  Cork  had  obtained,  owing  to  the 
manner  in  which  tdiese  obsequious  jurors 
obeyed  the  dietates  of  the  Crown  Pro- 
secutor. Well,  as  I  say,  I  addressed  a 
meeting  of  the  oity,  and  I  said  that  if 
we  had  held  the  meeting  which  was  to 
have  taken  place  on  the  Sunday  pre- 
vious it  would  have  been  suppressed, 
just  as  the  Sligo  meeting  was  suppressed^ 
Why  did  they  hc^d  the  Sligo  meeting. 
and  why  had  we  intended  holding  a 
meeting  in  Cork  ?  It  was  to  insist  tiiat 
trial  by  jury  in  Ireland — that  precious 
gem  of  the  British  Constitution — should 
get  fair  play.  That  was  the  object  of 
the  meeting  about  wbioh  I  wish  to  in- 
form  the  Committee.  I  believe,  Sir, 
that  for  a  meeting  to  be  suppressed,  it 
must  be  an  unlawful  one^  or  some  people 
must  have  something  to  fear  from  the 
outcome  of  it.  I  believe,  also,  that  it  is 
necessary  for  a  meeting  to  be  unlawful, 
that  it'  should  threaten  a  breach  of  the 
peace.  It  will  be  my  duty  to  show  that 
the  objeet  of  the  meeting  to  which  I  am 
gwng  to  refer  was  perfectly  lawful ;  that 
the  mode  in  which  it  was  carried  out 
did  not  threaten  a  breach  of  the  peace, 
and  that  no  one  had  anything  to  fear. 
The  meeting  was  suppressed  in  the  most 
flagrant  and  most  outrageous  manner. 
It  was  held  on  the  occasion  of  the  trial 
in  the  city  of  a  man  who  is  now  famous 
in  Ireland — namely,  Tim  Hurley.  This 
trial  was  held  on  Deoember  Ist,  and  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  a  meeting  which  was  held  the 
day  before,  a  meeting  of  the  nKwt  |»o- 
minent  citizens  of  Cork.  The  meeting 
was  held  in  compliance  with  an  influen- 
tially  signed  requisition,  and  was  pre- 
sided over  by  Mr.  Alderman  O'Brien, 
the  Mayor-elect  of  the  city.  It  was  at- 
tended by  many  Members  of  this  House 
and  by  many  influential  people  amongst 
the  merchants  and  traders  of  the  city. 
At  that*meeting  the  following  resolution 
was  passed:— 

"  That  wo,  tho  Catholic  jurors  of  Cork,  in 
public  meeting  assembled,  emphatically  protest 
agsinst  tbs  custom  of  the  Crown  oftdali  at  the 
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porter.  I  Appealed  to  the  peofl«»-»tt4 
asked  them  not  to  intMrfere  witk  Mr. 
Agnaw,  whidi  wm  tiM  reporter's  imma 
I  tfAd  Uie  peo^o  to  all#w  kii^  to  eooM 
on  ^e  car  from  which  I  wma  addMifliM| 
^e  meetings  and  ih&j  vriuotaa^  dm 
eo.    I  aaid*— 

"  I  want  the  Govemtnefnt  reporter  to  listen 
to  tne:  I  want  the  Govenunent  to  heir  viil 
Dr.  Taaotr  msd  mytelf  hMra  ta  iajf  to  yva" 

t  wad  allowed  to  proceed  no  farfliGr, 
because,  at  this  stage  of  tiie  proceedings, 
the  police  came  into  this  peaceable  meet- 
ing, which  was  oonvenea  lor  a  lawfol 
purpose,  and  which  was  being  conducted 
m  a  lawful  and  law-abiding  manner— 
they  came  in,  and  I  will  relate  what 
followed — 

*'  Almoft  at  the  same  moment,  Bistriei-lD- 
■pecior  MilllDg  arrived,  with  as  large  a  detacli- 
mont  of  his  braves  as  conld  be  drawn  off  their 
heats  at  short  notice.  Upwards  of  !<Hy  polies 
were  present.*' 

That  was  found  not  to  be  tlie  faot,  tm 
^ere  were  only  30  or  40  poBee  them.  I 
remained  standing  on  the  steps  of  the 
car,  when  I  was  approached 'by  Inspector 
Milling.  He  having  spok^i  to  me,  I 
asked  for  his  autliotity .  He  said  he  bad 
no  authority,  and  he  immediately  g«?e 
orders  to  the  poHce  who  were  with  him 
to  break  up  and  disperse  the  meetiog. 
Now,  Sir,  I  will  trouble  the  Committee 
by  reading  a  few  lines  from  The  Cork 
Herald  of  that  date,  in  order  to  enlighten 
the  Committee  as  to  the  brutal  manner 
in  which  the  crowd  was  broken  up— 

'*  The  crowd  was  taken  oonq^lelely  by  sur- 
prise, and  it  is  not  to  be  wondered  at  that,  an- 
armed  as  they  were,  the  bayonets  and  baiou 
of  the  police  ruffians  were  effeotnal  in  seittar- 
ing  them  on  i^  sides,  llie  oondnct  of  than 
men,  to  wHom  it  has  been  tiie  cuBtom  to  attri- 
bute at  least  a  small  measure  <>f  sympathy  for 
their  fellow-oountrymen,  though  cootinnin; 
under  their  dark  tunic,  was  cruel  in  the  ex- 
treme. They  slashed  and  cut  on  aU  sides  is  t 
most  indiscriminate  f  adiioo,  as  if  ihey  took  de- 
light in  inflicting  injary  on  QAoffttdiBf 
people." 

This  description  goes  on  to  point  out 
that  the  gleam  of  steel  was  obser?- 
able — 

'*  For  the  police  did  not  disperse  the  meeting 
with  batons  only.  Some  of  them  used  their 
batons,  but  others  drew  their  swords  and  is- 
flicted  woimds  of  a  most  desperate  chander  so 
the  headsaod  theother  ^avts  ef  the  bodies «f 
the  pec^le.  Their  bayonets>  too,  were  not 
idle,  one  unfortunate  young  man  having  got  a 
thrust  in  the  head,  for  which  he  was  tr«Eited  at 


Cork  AsiiMS  in  ordering  Gatholic  juron  to 
stand  by  after  answering  to  their  names  in 
obedience  to  their  summonses,  and  in  view  of 
the  approaching  Assizes  we  hereby  determine 
to  protest  openly  against  this  indignity  inflicted 
on  Catholic  men  in  the  event  of  the  Law  Offioecs 
attempting  to  repeat  or  perpetuate  this  insult- 
ing  treatment." 

It  was  not  alone  in  Oork  that  the  Catho- 
lies  had  reason  to  ooo^pLain  of  this  sjrs- 
tern  of  packing  juries.  iCrm  of  *'  Qaes*- 
tion ! '']  I  am  endeayouring  to  show 
the  neeessity  there  was  for  this  meeting 
and  the  lawful  character  of  the  assemb^ 
which  was  scattered  by  these  extra 
poliee  for  whom  we  are  asked  to  vote 
pay  and  rewards.  I  think  it  is  abso- 
lutely neoessary  that  I  should  proTO  the 
lawful  character  of  this  meeting  to  jus- 
tify me  in  proposing,  as  I  intend  to  pro- 
pose, the  reduction  of  this  Vote  by  the 
sum  of  £1,000.  A  short  time  before 
that  certain  Catholic  jurors  in  the 
county  of  Sligo  in  like  maaner  met  and 
protested  against  their  Catholic  fsllow- 
oountrymea  being  told  to  '* stand  by'' 
by  the  Crown  Officials.  ThereforOi  it 
is  that  I  and  my  hon.  Colleagues 
the  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner), 
with  other  Members  of  this  House  who 
dwell  in  that  city,  took  the  opportunity 
of  the  aseises  in  Cork  to  protest^  in  the 
strongest  manner,  against  this  system  of 
jury  packing.  And  now  I  will  proceed 
to  relate  what  took  place  on  the  famous 
occasion  to  which  I  am  drawing  the  at- 
tention of  the  Committee.  The  meeting 
assembled  outside  the  Court  House. 
The  assizes  had  not  then  been  opened. 
The  Grand  Jury  had  not  been  sworn. 
There  was  no  reason  why  we  should  not 
hxAd  the  meeting.  There  was  every 
reason  why  we  should  consider  it  our 
duty,  bearing  all  the  facts  in  mind,  to 
protest  against  the  system  of  jury  pack- 
ing. The  meeting  took  plaoe,  md  I 
proceeded  to  address  it  in  the  following 
manner — 

**  We  assembled  the  other  da^  to  demand  jus- 
tice,, and  we  are  assembled  to-night  to  demand 
justice— to  demand  what  the  British  Constitu- 
tion itself  concedes,  to  demand  that  justice  will 
not  be  denied  or  delayed  through  anyone. 
Justice  has  been  pollnlM  at  its  souree.  It  has 
been  polluted  within  the  four  walls  of  that 
building  {pointing  to  the  Court  House}." 

While  I  was  proceeding  in  that  fashion, 
a  dight  disturbance  appeared  to  take 
place  in  the  crowd,  and  baring  inquired 
into  the  nature  of  the  disturbance,  I 
found  that  some  persons  were  objecting 
to  the  presence  of  the  Qoyemment  re- 

Mr.  J.  O'Connor  {Ttppsrarff) 


the    Infirmary.      Tbeir   savagery  psiisd  lU 
bounds,  and  the  kssthe  pecfle  seeowia  iadiBed 
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on  the  heads  of  the  people.  The  people, 
he  went  on  to  saj,  then  ran  away,  and 
he  himself  exeouted  a  strategic  move- 
ment to  the  rear.  He  deolar^  that  he 
saw  no  aot  to  cause  the  police  to  charge, 
and  that  before  th^  charged  they  gare 
no  waraing,  that  he  heard,  of  their  in* 
tention  to  do  so.  When  asked  if  he 
should  have  heard  the  wamiog  if  one 
had  been  giveo,  he  replied  that  he  must 
have  heard  it  if  it  had  been  given,  as  he 
had  heard  the  word  of  command  given 
in  England.  This  witness  was  a  gentle** 
man  who  had  no  connection  with  the 
city,  beyond  calling  at  houses  of  busi* 
ness  there.  He  went  out  in  the  evening, 
probably  to  get  a  little  fresh  air,  he  \?as 
attracted  to  theOourt-house  by  theorowd, 
and  saw  this  wanton  and  brutal  atcaok 
on  the  people  by  the  police.  He  came 
to  the  Court  to  give  evidence  without 
being  asked,  and  tendered  his  evidence 
in  the  fashion  I  have  just  described.  I 
am  sure  that  will  go  far  towards  con- 
vincing hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  of  the 
truth  of  the  statement  that  I  mnke  that 
this  meeting  was  most  wantonly  and 
brutally  disturbed.  I  was  about  to 
trouble  the  House  with  other  statements 
that  would  also  go  far  with  the  House— < 
the  statements  of  hon.  Members  of  this 
House-- but  I  will  not  do  so.  I  will 
trouble  the  House  only  with  one  state- 
ment, that  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Oork.  In  an  interview 
with  a  newspaper  reporter,  he  said — 

"  While  I  was  interviewing  Milling,  I  saw 
the  poHoe  make 'another  rash  at  Mr.  O'Oonnor 
and  nis  ftriends.  I  saw  Mr.  O'Connor  struck 
again  by  a  policeman.  Dc  Tanner  caught  the 
policeman  who  struck  Mr.  O'Connor,  and  said 
ho  would  get  his  number.  The  man  tried  to 
get  away  from  Dr.  Tanner,  and  without  a 
single  word  of  warning  or  the  smalleet  jnsti- 
Hcation,  a  policeman  gave  Dr.  Tanner  two 
blows  on  the  head,  the  second  of  which  felled 
him  to  the  ground  ** 

He  goes  on  to  say — 

**  I  went  and  raised  Dr.  Tanner  from  the 
ground,  and  found  him  bleeding  from  the  head. 
The  blood  poured  down  his  face.  I  nerer  saw 
such  ruffianism  displayed  by  a  policeman." 

[^LaugM$r,']  I  dare  say  this  is  very 
amusing  to  hon.  tender-hearted  Gentle- 
men— gallant  Gentlemen — on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  to  find  that  two 
Members  of  this  House,  Bepresentatives 
of  the  people-— [ZaM^A^^r]— yes,  Bepre- 
sentatives of  the  people,  who  have  a 
better  right  to  claim  that  title  than 
those  who  got  into  their  present  posl* 


for  rerislanoe,  the  move  inolined  the  poliof 
seemed  to  be  to  attadr  them.'' 
I  came  in  for  a  good  deal  of  the  batter- 
ing myself.  I  went  up  to  Mr.  Milling, 
lora  asked  him  if  he  had  authority  to 
diqierse  the  meeting,  and  he  made  me 
no  reply.  I  pressed  him  for  his  au- 
thority, ^d  the  olily  answer  I  received 
was  to  be  set  upon  by  his  brutal  police- 
men, and  only  that  I  put  my  hands  over 
my  head,  I  would  not  be  here  to-ni^ht 
to  tall  the  stor^.  I  was  thrown  to  the 
ground,  and  kicked  by  these  policemen. 
But,  Sir,  I  will  not  depend  alone  ou  the 
statement  of  this  newspaper  I  have 
quoted,  fur  the  description  of  this  terrible 
onslaught  on  the  part  of  the  police.  I 
will  give  you  the  description  of  a  by- 
stander.    He  says— - 

<*  If  there  had  been  any  notice  given  of  the 
prooeedinKS  it  would  have  been  perhaps  a  modi- 
fication of  the  offence,  but  there  was  no  intima- 
tion given.  Even  when  the  crowd  had  entirely 
dispersed,  ainr  stray  on-looker  who  presented 
ymself  withm  view  was  pounced  on  by  several 
eoDstahlas  aad  beaten.  I  saw  one  man  come 
to  th^  Court-house  on  the  eastern  side,  when 
four  constables  uttering  loud  curses  set  on  him. 
'  Damn  you,  go  on  tbe  wind,'  said  one,  and  the 
nan  was  f ell3  by  a  blow  from  a  baton.  He 
rose  to  bis  feet  and  rushed  down  8t.  George's 
Street,  loUewed  by  three  other  policemen  with 
drawn  sabres.  The  reporters  who  were  en- 
gaged in  the  peaceful  performance  of  their  duty 
were  beaten.  I  was  beaten  myself  with  batons 
across  tlM  shoulders." 

I  will  not  depend  even  on  this  witness 
who  signs  himself  *'  Spectator;'*  bnt  I 
will  give  an  account  of  the  occurrence 
from  the  mouth  of  an  Englishman — a 
eommercial  traveller  who  witnessed  the 
Affair  from  the  beginning  almost  to  the 
end.  This  gentleman  voluntarily  came 
into  Court,  so  outraged  was  he  in  every 
generous  English  feeling.  He  volun- 
tarily, as  I  say,  came  into  Court,  and 
delivered  his  evidence  in  the  following 
fashion:  —  Frank  Edward  Martin,  a 
commereial  traveller,  deposed  in  answer 
^  Mr.  Adams — 

"  I  am  an  Englishman,  and  I  arrived  in  Cork 
en  the  1st  December  for  commercial  purposes. 
I  foUowed  the  crowd  to  the  Court-house,  where 
some  one  commenced  to  address  the  people.  I 
saw  nothing  at  the  time  more  than  ordinary  in 
a  crowd  in  the  street." 

He  was  asked  whether  the  crowd  was 
sueh  a  one  as  would  be  expected  to 
create  terror  and  alarm,  and  he  an- 
swered in  the  negative,  although  he  said 
that  there  certainly  was  a  slight  jostling, 
hut  he  said  that  in  a  minute  he  saw 
4vawn  bayonets  and  truncheons  eomtng 
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t1oD«  by  ytfTj  narrow  majorities,  and  by 
the  circulation  very  often  of  statements 
that  were  not  stricdy  in  accordance  with 
the  truth.  Well,  such  was  the  meeting, 
such  were  its  objects,  and  such  was  the 
manner  in  which  it  was  disturbed.  And 
what  was  the  sequel  to  this  disturbance 
of  that  meeting  ?  Why,  the  hon.  Gen- 
Ueman  the  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr. 
Tanner)  brought  a  charge  against  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Milling  for  assault — an 
unprovoked  and  unwarrantable  assault, 
aad  a  flagrant  attack  on  the  rights  of 
the  people.  The  case  was  brought  into 
Court,  it  was  laid  bare  in  all  its  phases ; 
it  was  investigated  for  a  day  or  two,  and 
what  was  the  result  ?  Why,  that  this 
man,  this  officer  of  police,  who,  accord- 
ing to  his  own  statement  in  the  Cburt, 
was  in  plain  clothes  and  not  on  duty, 
and  had  no  authority  to  disperse  the 
meeting,  was  committed  by  the  Cork 
bench  of  magistrates  for  trial.  The 
Grand  Jury,  however,  failed  to  send  up 
a  true  Bill,  and  he  is  still  unprosecuted. 
He  has  not  yet  been  made  amenable  to 
the  law  that  he  has  broken,  though  a 
prima  facie  case  has  been  made  out 
against  him,  and  he  has  been  returned 
for  trial  by  the  magistrates.  What 
transpired  on  that  investigation  ?  Why 
that  all  the  statements  that  I  have  made 
were  proved  to  be  true,  not  only  on  the 
sworn  evidence  of  our  witnesses,  but  also 
on  the  sworn  evidence  of  the  police  them- 
selves, who  went  into  Court,  and  were 
obliged  to  admit  the  truth  of  every 
allegation  that  was  made  against  them. 
Well,  another  case  was  brought  on  for 
investigation  soon  afterwards.  A  simi- 
lar case  was  tried  before  a  bench  of 
magistrates.  District  Inspector  Milling 
brought  a  charge  against  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr. 
Tanner)  and  myself.  What  was  the 
result  of  that  case  ?  Why,  a  bench  of 
magistrates  —  a  different  one  to  that 
which  adjudicated  on  the  other  case — 
actually  refused  to  have  information 
sworn  against  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  and  myself. 
Here  you  have  two  benches  of  magis- 
trates. The  one  bench  send  District 
Inspector  Milling  forward  for  trial, 
and  the  other  actually  refuse  to  have 
information  sworn  against  us.  This 
proves  the  truth  of  our  contention 
that  a  lawful  meeting,  carried  out  in 
a  law-abiding  manner,  was  broken  up 
most    illegally    and    brutally    by   the 

Mr,  J,  G*  Connor  (  Tipperary) 


very  policemen  for  whom  we  are  now 
asked  to  Vote  extra  pay  and  rewards.  T 
need  not,  I  think,  trouble  the  Com- 
mittee by  reading  the  evidence  of  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Milling  himself,  where  he 
swore  that  he  was  in  plain  clotbee,  thai 
he  was  not  on  duty  that  night,  and  thai 
he  had  merely  gathered  up  the  beats  that 
he  could  find,  and  proceeded  to  the  meet- 
ing and  dispersed  it  in  an  illegal  muiner. 
I  may  add  for  the  information  of  ^e 
Committee,  that  he  admitted,  in  cross- 
examination,  that  the  Gov^nment  re- 
porter did  not  seem  to  be  in  danger.  He 
admitted  that  I  had  taken  him  out  of  any 
apparent  danger,  tliat  he  was  in  t)«» 
car  with  me^  side  by  side  with  me, 
and  that  the  crowd  was  not  crush- 
ing him.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to-night 
spoke  about  the  intimidation  of  jurors. 
The  object  of  our  meeting  was  to  protest 
against  the  intimidation  of  jurors.  The 
j  urors  of  Cork,  those  of  them  who  were 
of  a  sufficiently  independent  mind  to  be 
kept  out  of  the  jury  box,  were  told  to 
**  stand  by,*'  and  those  who  were  put  into 
the  box  were  buU-doised  by  Mr.  O'Brien, 
and  intimidated  by  every  Judge  who 
came  to  Cork.  It  was  to  protest  again 3t 
this  state  of  things  that  we  held  our 
meeting.  We  wished  to  save  the  charac- 
ter of  our  city,  that  was  being  run  down 
in  consequence  of  proceedings  like  this. 
What  has  been  the  result  of  our  agita- 
tion ?  Why  that  there  was  scarcely  any 
fault  to  be  found  with  the  jury  arran^ 
ments  at  the  last  Assizes,  ft  was  this, 
that  even  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land himself,  except  in  two  oases  that 
occurred  before  my  eyes,  did  not  dare  to 
have  a  jury  in  the  box.  It  was  this,  that 
those  who  were  brought  to  Cork  from  all 
parts  of  Munster,  and  even  from  Con- 
naught,  to  be  tried  at  the  Winter  Assizes 
got  something  like  fair  play.  I  will  give 
an  instance  in  which  a  young  gentleman 
got  something  like  fair  play. 

The  CHAUtMAN :  The  hon.  (Jentle- 
man  is  now  taravelling  entirely  beyond 
the  Vote. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  Well,  I  will 
leave  that  subject,  Sir.  I  merely  wished 
to  point  out  the  result  of  the  agitation. 
The  agitation  has  been  amply  justified, 
and  I  was  about  to  prove  it  to  uie  Com* 
mittee,  and  to  point  out  how  enoneous 
it  was  for  the  police  to  it^ei^M^  ia  "tiie 
matter.  However,  I  will  merely  say,  as 
I  have  already  pointed  out,  that  our 
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meeting  wae  perfectly  lawful.  The  mode 
in  whidi  we  conducted  it  could  not  be 
found  fault  with  by  any  reafionable  per- 
son. My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Bedmond)  pointed  out  by 
quoting  t  \e  most  reliable  authority  that 
can  be  referred  to,  that  we  had  the  right 
of  public  meetiDg.  We  were  unquestion- 
ably within  our  right.  We  hold,  Sir, 
and  I  believe  that  the  English  people 
are  yery  strong  on  that  point,  that  public 
meeting  is  the  bulwark  of  the  British 
Constitution,  and  that  fair  trial  by  jury 
is  one  of  its  gems.  We  hold  that  in  ex- 
ereising  our  right  of  public  meeting 
and  that  in  protesting  that  trial  by  jury 
should  get  fair  play  in  Ireland,  we  were 
perfectly  within  our  right.  In  doing 
this— in  so  protesting — we  were  inter- 
fered with  by  the  police  and  their  offi- 
cers, or  rather,  by  what  is  known  as 
police,  but  which  I  would  prefer  to  stig- 
matize simply  as  *^  organized  ruffianism." 
We  were  interfered  with  by  that  organ- 
ized system  in  the  exercise  of  our  un- 
doubted right.  In  consequence  of  this 
interference  with  our  right  I  intend  to 
moFO  the  reduction  of  this  Vote  by 
£1,000.  This  ia  a  specific  charge  that  I 
bring  against  the  police  authorities  in 
Ireluid  and  against  the  Qoverament; 
and,  in  order  to  emphasize  my  protest 
against  the  manner  in  which  the  right  of 
public  meeting  in  Ireland  is  interfered 
with;  in  order  to  enter  my  protest 
against  the  manner  in  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  this  House  have  been  outraged 
in  the  performance  of  what  they  con- 
ceive to  be  their  duty,  I  beg  to  move 
that  thia  ^ote  be  reduced  by  l^e  sum  of 
£1,000 — the  expensea  of  the  police  force 
in  Cork. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  reduced  sum,  not  exceeding  £29,960, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  said  Ser- 
vice."~(lfr.  John  O'Connor.) 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beaou) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  should  like.  Sir,  to  say 
a  few  words  on  the  Amendment,  now 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  attacked, 
not  the  Qoverament,  but  the  police 
authorities  of  Cork.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  stated  the  case  very  plainly  to 
the  Committee.  He  has  stated  that  he 
and  hie  Friends  took  the  opportunity  of 
an  approaching  trial  of  a  well-known 
character  in  the  South  of  Ireland  (Tim 
Hiurley),  at  the  assises  to  be  held  on  the 


following  day,  to  summon  a  public  meet- 
ing, the  evening  before,  at  the  Court- 
house, as  the  hon.  Member  said,  to 
** influence"  the  Cork  jurors.  Now, 
what  he  calls  '*  influence ''  I  should  call 
''  intimidate."  That,  and  nothing  else, 
was  the  object  of  the  meeting,  and  that 
being  so,  the  divisional  magistrates  and 
the  police  authorities  in  Cork  were  abso- 
lutely right  in  the  step  that  they  took  in 
discharge  of  their  duty.  Naturally, 
meetings  cannot  be  dispersed  without 
the  use  of  some  force  ;  and  I  dare  say 
some  persons  got  a  few  knocks  with 
batons,  and  it  served  them  perfectly 
right. 

Mh.  JOHN  O'CONNOR:  I  rise  to 
Order,  Mr.  Courtney.  I  did  not  sum- 
mon the  meeting  at  all ;  nor  did  I  try  to 
influence  the  jurors.  We  merely  went 
to  meet  Tim  Hurley. 

Thb  chairman  :  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  GenUeman  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  replying. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH : 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  told  the  Com- 
mittee so  already  ;  and,  as  to  not  influ- 
encing jurors,  why,  in  every  word  he 
uttered  he  admitted  that  that  was  his 
object.  He  spoke  of  what  he  was 
pleased  to  call  the  unpopularity  which 
bethought  jurors  had  obtained  in  every 
case  in  Ireland.  He  spoke  of  how  Cork 
merchants  found  themselves  interfered 
with  in  their  dealings  on  account  of  that 
unpopularity.  I  should  say  they  havo 
been  Boycotted,  simply  because  the 
jurors  in  Cork  gave  verdicts  according 
to  their  oaths.  It  was  the  object  of 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor),  as 
he  has  told  the  Committee,  to  interfere 
with  the  action  of  the  jurors  in  County 
Cork.  Now,  Sir,  I  consider  that  the 
meeting  was  properly  dispersed  by  the 
police.  I  do  not  believe  a  word  of  the 
stories  of  the  excessive  violence  of  the 
police.  I  believe  the  police  did  their 
duty  and  nothing  more ;  and  I  warn  the 
hon.  Member,  and  others  who  act  in  the 
same  way  in  Ireland,  that  if  something 
worse  than  raps  of  batons  result  from 
such  proceedings  on  their  part  they  are 
the  people  who  will  have  to  take  the 
responsibility.  [Cries  o/ *'  Go  and  lead 
tho  police,  then ! "  and  **  That  is  your 
poUcyrn 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  :  That  is  a  threat. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEA.lt  :  It  is  a  threat  to 
murder, 
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The  CHAIKMAN:  Order,  order! 

SiE  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Well,  Sir,  it  is  no  threat. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  It  is  a  threat  to 
murder.     \A  pauMBA 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  Order,  order !  I 
must  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool to  withdraw  that  expression. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  do  not 
know  what  observation.  The  only  ob* 
servation  I  made  was  that  ^^  That  is  a 
threat." 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  meant  the  hon. 
Member  who  said  '*  That  is  a  threat  to 
murder." 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  1  did  not 
make  use  of  any  such  expression.  [  CrtM 
D/"Healv!"] 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Member 
for  North  Longford,  then.  [C'rfw  of 
'*  Withdraw ! "} 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
Do  not  do  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  and  Mr.  Pabnell, 
rising  together, 

Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  On  a  point 
of  Order,  Mr.  Courtney,  I  wish  to  ask 
you.  Sir,  whether  you  derired  your  in- 
formation with  regard  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  from  your  own  hearing  and 
knowledge,  or  from  the  informa^on  of 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  an 
the  Conservative  side  of  the  House  ? 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber knows  very  well  that  is  not  a  point  of 
Order.  I  heard  the  voice  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) ;  but  I  had 
forgotten  at  the  time  for  what  con- 
stituency he  sat.  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Longford  to  withdraw 
that  observation. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  :  Mr.  Courtney, 
my  respect  for  the  fairness  with  which 
you  always  conduct  these  proceedings 
at  once  induces  me  to  withdraw  the 
observation. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
What  I  was  saying 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  :  I  rise  to 
Order.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  observations  he  made  before  you 
called  myself  and  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  to  Order,  used  what  I  regard  as 
a  threat  against  Members  of  this  House. 
To  be  more  precise,  Mr.  Courtney,  I  wiU 
give  you  my  recollection  of  the  threat  he 
employed.  He  said  that  in  certain 
eveutuuliiics,  certain  members  of  this  I 


House  would  not  be  atruek  with 
but  with  something  worse. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order  I  I 
heard  the  right  hon.  Baronet  say  that 
if,  under  certain  circumstances  eertaia 
persons  were  struck  with  somethiag 
more  serious  than  batons,  the  responsi- 
bility would  be  on  themselves. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEAGH 
rose,  whereupon — 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  :  I  rise  to 
Order. 

Tub  CHAIRMAN:  There  is  no  point 
of  Order. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
[Criei  of  |*  Withdraw  I"]  I  have  no- 
thing to  withdraw. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  You  have 
threatened  Members  of  this  House. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
I  did  not  threaten  Members  of  thia 
House. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Yes,  youL 
did. 

Thb  chairman  :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  toexereiae 
some  self-control. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
I  have  warned  hon.  Members  what  will 
be  the  result  of  their  prooeediogs  if  they 
are  carried  on  in  the  same  spirit.  I 
have  said  that  they  might  result  ia 
something  more  serious  than  blows  froia 
batons.  I  may  remind  hon.  Membeza 
of  what  happened  the  other  day.  I 
had  to  answer  a  question  as  to  the  oon- 
duct  of  police  at  evictions  at  Leitrim, 
where,  owing  to  the  action  of  the  people 
there,  excited  as  I  believe  by  speeehee 
made  by  hon.  Members  of  this  House, 
the  police  had  actually  to  fire  upon  the 
crowds,  causing  wounds,  but  fortunately 
nothing  worse.  The  result  of  that  irms 
that  the  crowds  dispersed,  and  that  the 
law  was  carried  out.  As  a  further  re- 
sult, the  Sheriff  asked  for  the  serricee  of 
a  ^^reat  force  of  police  to  assist  him  in 
evictions  in  the  same  neighbourhood. 
The  first  evictions  having  been  auoeees- 
fully  carried  out,  in  spite  of  the  incite- 
ment to  resistance  made  by  certain  per- 
sons— I  do  not  know  who— ["  Where?"] 
In  Leitrim.  [Mr.  Djllok  :  Nine  of  ua 
were  in  County  Leitrim  at  the  time.] 
In  spite  of  the  incitement  made,  and 
these  evictions  having  been  succeaefiiUj 
carried  out,  word  was  sent  to  the  polioe 
to- day  by  the  Sheriff  that  be  did  not 
require  any  force  to  carry  out  further 
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mctions,  beoanse  the  tenants  had  come 
in  and  paid  their  rents.  Now,  Sir,  all  I 
have  to  say  is  this — that  whether  it  be 
with  batons,  or  in  whatever  way  it  be, 
the  law  must  be  enforced.  With  re- 
ference to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor), 
I  just  wish  to  remind  the  Oommittee  that 
not  one  single  word  of  his  speech,  nor  of 
his  Amendment,  has  the  slightest  rela- 
tion to  the  Vote  which  is  before  the 
Committee.  This  is  a  Vote  for  extra 
pay  and  conreyance  of  the  police  on  the 
occasions,  amongst  others,  of  those  evic- 
tions where  the  police  have  been  sum- 
moned together  from  great  distances  to 
form  a  protecting  force  for  the  l^heriff. 
The  matter  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
alluded  was  the  dispersal  by  the  police 
of  a  meeting  in  the  City  of  Cork  itself, 
and  in  respect  of  which  there  was  not  a 
single  penny  expended  in  extra  pay. 
It  was  not  my  business  to  interrupt  the 
hon.  Member  in  his  speech ;  but  I  may 
say,  now,  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  shoidd  have  wasted  the 
time  of  the  Oommittee  by  referring  to  a 
subject  in  regard  to  which  I  believe  not 
one  single  penny  is  included  in  the 
Vote. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR:  I  do  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  could  have  been 
here  when  I  began  my  statement,  or 
else  he  would  have  known  that,  to  put 
myself  in  Order,  I  stated  that  the  dis- 
persal of  the  meeting  was  carried  out  by 
extra  police  who  were  brought  into  the 
Oity  of  Cork  for  the  purpose  of  doing 
the  work.  They  were  there  in  every 
respect  connected  with  the  agrarian 
movement.  The  force  employed  was  not 
the  Oity  force;  indeed,  in  their  inter- 
views and  conversations  with  the  citizens 
of  Cork  for  weeks  afterwards,  the  City 
Police  were  continually  impressing  upon 
the  citizens  the  fact  that  they  were  not 
at  the  meeting  at  all.  Again,  Sir,  I 
have  to  protest  against  the  perversion 
of  my  statement.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  says 
that  I  called  the  meeting  to  influence 
the  jurors.  In  the  first  place,  I  called 
no  meeting,  and  I  said  so ;  but  I  took 
the  opportunity,  on  the  arrival  of  Tim 
Hurley,  to  protest  against  the  jnry 
packing.  That  is  an  entirely  different 
thing  to  influencing  the  jurors.  I  did 
not  call  the  meeting,  and  my  language 
was  carefully  guarded ;  and,  in  oiSer  to 

VOL.   OCCXI.      [THIRD   SERIES.] 


set  myself  right  with  the  House,  I  have 
read  the  language  I  used.  I  merely 
asked  for  fair  play,  for  trial  by  jury — ^1 
asked  for  the  benefit  of  the  British  Con- 
stitution. Surely,  in  doing  what  I  did 
I  ought  to  have  the  praise,  and  not  the 
blame,  of  the  Government  of  England. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.)  rose  to  address  the  House,  but 
was  received  with  cries  of  "  Divide, 
divide ! ''  and  much  interruption. 

Mr.  PAENBLL:  You  have  not  got 
the  cloture  yet. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH:  I  am  not 
sure,  Mr.  Courtney,  whether  I  shall  be 
doing  a  kindness  to  hon.  Members  op- 
posite if  I  remind  them  that,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  the  New  Eules  of  Procedure 
have  not  been  passed,  and  that  it  does 
not  follow,  because  there  has  been  a  uni- 
versal silence  on  that  side  of  the  House 
so  far  as  this  debate  is  concerned — [  Criei 
of  **  Divide ! "] — it  does  not  follow,  be- 
cause there  has  been  almost  universal 
silence  on  that  side  of  the  House — [^Re- 
newed interruption,'] 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH :  It  does  not 
follow  that,  because  there  has  been 
almost  universal  silence  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  and  that  the  arguments  from 
this  side  have  been  as  yet  nnanswered, 
there  is  no  occasion  for  debate  on  the 
subject.  It  is  true  that  the  amount  of 
this  Vote  is  not  a  large  one,  and,  looked 
at  from  one  point  of  view,  the  time  of 
the  Committee  has  been  spent,  perhaps, 
to  very  small  advantage  in  pursuing  the 
discussion  so  far.  But,  Mr.  Courtney, 
when  we  look  at  the  purposes  for  which 
this  money  is  to  be  voted,  then  even  the 
small  sum  of  £80,000  assumes  rather 
an  infinitely  more  serious  aspect.  There 
are  many  new  Members  in  this  House 
on  both  sides,  and  to  many  of  them  it 
may  appear  that  a  small  Supplementary 
Vote  of  £30,000  might  be  passed  in 
silence;  but  older  Members  may  re- 
member that  upon  the  main  Vote  for 
the  Irish  Constabulary,  amounting  to 
£1,500,000,  there  was  a  general  protest 
from  all  parts  of  the  House  against  so 
enormous  an  expenditure.  We  are  now, 
to-night,  votings  an  increase  upon  that 
original  sum  of  £1,500,000.  Mr.  Court- 
ney, there  are  many  Members  of  this 
House— [0^«  of  ** Divide!"]  Mr. 
Courtney,  if  I  am  not  allowed  to  pro- 
ceed, I  shall  be  under  the  necessity  of 
moving  that  you  do  report  Progress. 


2  Q 


Digitized  by  ^ 


.oogle 


1167      Supply— Civil  Smdm,    {COMMONBl       Sfc.  BHim^et,  \UM .       1188 


The  CHAIRMAN:  Ordef,  otder! 

Mb.  ILLINaWORTH:  If  I  am  al- 
lowed to  proceed,  I  want  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Oommittee  to  the  dif- 
ferent heads  of  the  Vote.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  in 
the  explanation  which  he  made  in  the 
earlier  part  of  the  eyening,  made  a  re- 
ference to  the  Belfast  riots.  That  re- 
ference was  a  Tery  short  one.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  did  not  go  beyond  the 
first  step  to  explain  that  a  large  portion 
of  the  Vote  was  for  the  Befiast  riots. 
Sorely,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
ha^e  g^yen  ns  some  additional  informa- 
tion as  to  the  way  in  which  the  money 
was  spent,  and  the  necessity  for  the  ex- 
penditure, and  as  to  his  own  opinion  of 
the  proceedings  in  Belfast.  He  might 
haye  indicated,  too,  the  wealth  of  the  in- 
habitants of  that  city  who  haye  giyen  so 
much  countenance  to  the  spirit  of  riot  in 
the  North  of  Ireland,  and  that  they 
ought  to  haye  been  made  responsible 
for  this  expenditure  rather  than  that  it 
should  haye  been  leried  upon  the  general 
taxpayers  of  the  country.  I  am  sorry 
the  hon.  Member  *for  Tipperary  (Mr.  J. 
O'Connor)  has  moyed  to  reduce  this 
Vote  by  the  sum  of  £1,000.  I  think 
the  whole  sum  might  haye  been  objected 
to,  so  far  as  it  is  an  additional  charge 
placed  upon  the  general  taxation  of  the 
country ;  and  I,  for  my  part,  shall  not 
hesitate  to  giye  not  only  my  yote,  but 
my  yoice  emphatically  against  this  extra 
taxation.  Where  is  this  expenditure  to 
stop?  It  was  obseryed  that  when  we 
haa  got  a  force  in  Ireland  costing  the 
country  £1,000,000  sterling,  we  had  a 
force,  supplemented  by  the  military, 
ample  for  all  parposes  of  maintaining 
what  is  called  law  and  order.  To-night, 
the  Gh)yemment  haye  through  the  mouth 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  confessed  that  all  this  machinery 
is  insufficient  for  the  purpose  of  main- 
taining law  and  order ;  and  they  haye 
announced  that  it  is  their  intention  yery 
shortly,  or  after  they  haye  obtained  the 
passage  of  the  rigid  Bule  of  Closure,  to 
ask  for  additional  powers  for  the  goyem- 
ment  of  Ireland.  If  that  be  so,  it  is  use- 
less to  grant  this  additional  sum,  and  the 
sooner  a  protest  is  made  the  better.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  commenting 
upon  the  action  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary  and  others  who  took  part  in 


ike  Cork  and  otiier  meetings,  said  tint 
the  intention  of  those  GentkoMn  an4  tha 
object  of  the  meeting  was  to  intioiidate 
the  jurors.  If  similar  steps  had  been 
taken  to  pack  juries  in  England,  in  the 
same  way  that  Irish  juries  are  packed, 
all  your  police  —  [6rtiM  tf  "Divide, 
diride ! "]  Mr.  Courtney,  as  I  an  not 
allowed  to  proceed,  I  beg  to  mo;e  ^b$k 
you  do  now  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leaye  to  sit  again."---(l^r. 
lUingtoorth,) 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  :  I  beg  te  eay, 
Mr.  Courtney,  that  I  intend  to  yote  ht 
this  Motion,  and  my  reason  ts  tb« 
repeated  interruptions  by  which  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
lUingworth)  and  other  hon.  GeadeoMa 
haye  been  met  by  a  number  of  MembsN 
who  haye  recently  come  into  the  HoiiBe. 
I  may  add  that  any  further  Motion  of  tke 
same  kind  which  is  elicited  by  the  same 
course  of  eonduct  will  haye  my  sopport 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  thb  TEBA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (SteaBd, 
Westminster) :  I  am  sure  the  CDOunittee 
will  feel  it  is  quite  impossible  that  weeaa 
consent  to  report  Progress  at  ^ustime 
of  the  night  ( 1 2. 10).  Great  interest  has 
been  shown  in  this  debate,  aiidthe<}oiii> 
mittee  will,  no  doubt,  listen  to  the  few 
obsenrations  1^  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
niingworth)  has  to  make;  bat  we  must 
ask  the  Committee  to  giye  a  Vote  with 
as  little  delay  as  possible. 

Mb.  PARNEIiL :  I  am  very  glad,  8if, 
that  the  right  hon*  Gentleman  (Ur. 
Smith)  has  thougbt  it  neoessary  to 
rebuke  his  disorderly  Followera.  It  is 
not  the  habit  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Bradford  (Mr.  Illingwortb)  (o 
speak  at  length  upon  the  IniEdi,  or  aagr 
other  question,  and  I  certainly  tiiiidc 
that  the  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  opposite  might  haye  waited 
until  the  hon.  Member  had  fioMied  bis 
speech  before  they  selected  him  as  a 
mark  for  their  disorderly  interruptio&i. 
Howeyer,  as  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
haye  now  receiyed  a  rebuke  from  their 
Leader,  I  hope  the  future  conduct  of 
those  Gentlem^i  will  not  render  it  neees- 
sary  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  to 
perseyere  with  his  Motion  for  Ptogresa. 

Mb.  ILLING  worth  :  I  beg  to  with- 
draw  the  Motion,  on  the  understaodiiig 
that  hon.  Gentleman  aboye  the  Gang- 
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way  opposite  will  accede  to  the  appeal 
made  to  tkem  by  theb  Leader. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Qaestion  proposed,  ''That  the  re- 
duced sum  of  £29,960  be  granted  to 
Her  Majesty  for  the  said  Service." 

Mb.  ILLINQWORTH  :  Mr.  Courtney, 
when  I  was  interrupted  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  I  was  observing,  in  reply 
to  what  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  said,  that 
it  was  a  deliberate  attempt  to  influence 
juries.  Now,  Sir,  I  venture  to  submit 
to  the  Committee  that  if  the  same  system 
of  paokiii^  juries  exiated  in  England  as 
has  prevailed  sadly  too  long  in  Ireland, 
not  only  all  the  police  in  England,  but 
all  the  military  as  well,  would  be  insuf- 
ficient to  prevent  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try ttoxsk  attending  public  meetings,  and 
upsetting  not  only  tJie  juries  thus  set  up, 
but  also  the  Government  which  defended 
thetn.  Now,  Mr.  Courtney,  it  is  not 
deaied  by  the  Government  that  there  has 
been  less  disorder  in  Ireland  durii]^  the 
la^  few  months  than  has  been  the  case 
for  years..  Under  these  circumstances 
we  are  eo titled  to  ask  how  it  is  that  all 
this  money  has  been  spent.  The  secret 
of  the  whole  matter  is,  that  the  Govern- 
ment has  oounteaanced  a  system  of  juiy- 
paeking  against  which  any  people  who 
desire  any  form  of  Constitutional  f  ree- 
d(mi  are  called  upon  to  protest.  Sir,  for 
my  part,  I  protest  against  the  language 
of  the  light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  and  I  venture,  humble  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  as  I  am,  to  give  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  warning.  Point- 
ing to  the  hon.  Member  for  Spperary 
(Mr.  John  O'Connor),  who  had  told  the 
Committee  that  he  had  himself  felt  the 
blows  of  the  batons  of  these  ruthless 
police,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
the  hon.  Member  must  look  for  not  only 
blows  fvom  batons,  but  for  something 
mere  serious.  It  is  true  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  afterwards  put  the 
threat  in  a  milder  form ;  but  I  would  say 
that  no  Member  of  this  House,  no  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown  who  has  such  re- 
sponsible duties  to  discharge  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has,  ought  to  take  up 
such  an  attitude  as  he  hi^  adopted,  and 
to  make  use  of  such  covert  tnreats  to 
Uembers  of  the  House,  or  to  anybody 
elssu  It  is  evident  that  a  spirit  is  de- 
veloping which  bodes  no  good  for  free- 
dom of  debate  in  this  House;  but,  as 
long  as  we  are  entitled  to  speak,  I  wish 


to  say — and  I  believe  that  I  am  speaking 
for  many  Members  both  above  and  be- 
low the  Gangway— that  we  have  aban- 
doned all  faith  in  this  system  of  coercion, 
whether  it  be  carried  out  by  the  police 
or  by  the  military,  and  that,  therefore, 
we  are  called  upon  consistently  to  op- 
pose the  Vote,  and  all  Yotes  of  a  like 
character,  intended  to'maintain,  not  Con- 
stitutionalism in  Ireland,  but  the  spirit 
of  tyranny  which  the  Irish  Members, 
assisted  by  a  large  number  of  Members 
of  thia  House,  as  I  believe  they  wilt 
soon  be  by  the  great  body  of  the  British 
people,  are  desirous  to  overthrow.  We 
have  only  to  ask  whether  Ireland  U  re- 
ceiving the  same  treatment  as  that  which 
is  accorded  to  the  rest  of  the  Empire. 
Gentlemen  opposite  tell  us  it  is.  Well, 
I  wish  to  see  some  evidence  of  it.  Un- 
fortunately, we  see  accumulating  proof 
in  every  direction  that  the  very  opposite 
spurit  is  prevalent  in  the  coimsels  of  the 
Government.  There  was  a  melancholy 
exhibition  of  this  spirit  a  short  time 
ago.  When  the  hon.  Member  for  Tip- 
perary  was  referring  to  his  own  experi- 
ence at  the  hands  of  the  police,  and  to 
the  experience  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Jir.  Pamell),  there  was  upon  the 
faces  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Govern- 
ment evidence  of  the  most  iU- timed 
hilarity.  Surely,  under  such  circum- 
stances, a  certain  amount  of  gravity 
would  have  better  become  the  most  re- 
sponsible positions  of  those  Gentlemen. 
I  think  that  the  unseemly  manner  in 
which  they  exhibited  their  feelings  to 
the  House  was  an  unfortunate  indica- 
tion of  the  spirit  in  which  they  would 
approach  their  duties  as  Law  Officers  of 
Uie  Crown.  I  confess  myscdf  grieved  at 
the  display  of  such  a  spirit  from  such  a 
quarter. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB:  Mr.  Courtney, 
I  do  not  think  any  time  should  be  lost, 
on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Members,  in 
taking  notice  of  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretaiy  for 
Ireland.  You,  Sir,  for  the  first  time 
since  you  have  been  in  the  Chair,  thought 
it  right  to  call  me  to  Order,  and  I  sub- 
mitted to  your  ruling  with  that  deference 
which  is  always  due  to  the  unfaltering 
courtesy  and  constant  fairness  which  you 
always  exhibit.  But  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land rises  in  this  House,  shakes  his  hand 
in  the  face  of  the  Irish  Members,  and 
with  a  face  and  a  voice  distorted  by 
passion,  and,  in  such  close  connection  , 
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with  words  addressed  to  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber, uses  threats  as  to  proceedings  in 
Ireland,  I  think  I  have  some  excuse  for 
losing  my  self-control.  I  am  glad  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  the  grace 
to  withdraw  the  first  part  of  his  re- 
marks, in  which  he  was  answered  by 
the  statement  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Tipperary.  That  statement 
was,  that  my  hon.  Friend,  taking  part 
in  a  meeting  in  Cork,  was  attacked  by 
the  police  with  batons;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  im- 
mediately proceeded  to  say  that  my  hon. 
Friend  fully  deserved  what  he  got ;  and 
immediately  added  that  if  hon.  Members 
were  to  take  part  in  like  proceedings 
they  would  have  something  worse  than 
batons  to  deal  with.  [**  No,  no !  "] 
Now,  Mr.  Courtney,  that  was  the  state- 
ment as  I  understood  it;  that  was  the 
statement  as  it  was  understood  by  hon. 
Members  around  me ;  that  was  the  state- 
ment as  it  was  understood  by  hon.  Mem* 
bers  above  the  Gangway  opposite.  It 
may  not  be  the  statement  as  it  was 
understood  on  the  opposite  side  below 
the  Gangway,  because  hon.  Gentlemen 
there  have  been  so  busy  in  attempting 
to  interrupt  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  they  may  be  forgiven  for  a 
somewhat  misleading  recollection  of  the 
proceedings.  But  supposing  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mean  to 
use  the  threat  against  us.  He  may  have 
meant  it  or  not,  that  is  his  affair.  We 
are  quite  able  to  meet  any  threats  he 
may  make.  But  if  we  adopt  the  gloze 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  put 
upon  it  when,  by  resuming  his  seat  upon 
a  point  of  Order  raised  by  one  of  my 
hon.  Friends,  he  was  able  to  collect  his 
scattered  senses— if  it  be  not  a  threat 
against  the  Irish  Members,  it  is  a  threat 
of  bayonets  and  bullets  against  the  Irish 
people.  What  does  that  mean?  It 
means  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 
one  of  the  Leaders  of  the  Unionist  Party 
— tells  the  people  of  Ireland  that  it  is  his 
intention  to  mow  them  down  with  bullets 
and  bayonets.  And  for  doing  what? 
For  defending  their  hearths  and  their 
homes,  and  their  farms  against  rents 
the  injustice  of  which  has  been  de- 
nounced by  his  own  Boyal  Commission. 
And  that  is  the  message  of  peace  which 
the  present  Government  has  to  substi- 
tute for  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone).    I  tell  the  right  hon. 

Mr.  T.P,  O'Connor 


Gentleman  that  he  may  exasperate  the 
Irish  people ;  but  that  better  men  than 
he  have  failed  to  terrorize  them.  We 
have  had  to  deal  with  a  real  CromwelL 
Mantalinis,  masquerading  as  Cromwelis, 
will  not  frighten  us. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  should  like, 
Mr.  Courtney,  to  make  a  remark  with 
reference  to  the  observatioiia  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Obiei  Secre- 
tary. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
proceeded  entirely  on  the  assumption 
that  the  police  will  aot  in  a  certain 
manner,  altogether  apart  from  the  ques- 
tion whether  they  have  the  least  ground 
for  their  proceedings  or  not.  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Matthews)  whether  he  accepts  the  doc- 
trine which  his  right  hon.  Colleague  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
has  laid  down  with  regard  to  the  action 
of  police  at  meetings  in  Ireland  ?  The 
interpretation  I  place  upon  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  language  is  that  if 
the  Duke  of  Saxe-Weimar,  or  any  mili- 
tary gentleman  of  that  description, 
issued  a  Proclamation  declaring  that, 
in  his  opinion,  an  illegal  assembly  was 
taking  place,  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  police  to  disperse  it  at  all  hact^s. 
Now,  is  that  the  law? — ^because  the 
principle  which  the  Government  are 
proceeding  on  has  been  repudiated  OTer 
and  over  again  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt).  The  last  occasion 
on  which  he  repudiated  it  was  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Orange  riots  at  Oleator 
Moor.  The  Orangemen  went  into 
Cleator  Moor  with  banners  and  guns 
and  pikes,  and  an  information  was 
sworn  that  there  was  going  to  be  an 
illegal  assembly  which  might  lead  to  a 
breach  of  the  peace.  In  the  pages  of 
JEanBord,  of  the  1 5th  of  July,  1884,  the 
extraordinary  proceedings  which  took 
place  there  are  described.  Questions 
were  asked  of  the  then  Home  Secretary 
as  to  whether  it  was  his  intention  to  pro- 
claim the  meeting.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  William  Harcourt)  stated,  ia 
reply,  that  on  the  1 3  th  of  December,  1867, 
the  following  message  was  sent  from  the 
Home  Office  to  the  Clerk  of  ^e  Gonnt]f 
Justices,  Liverpool: — 

*'  Issae  prodainatioiui  similir  to  that  by  the 
horough ;  oolleot  county  polioe ;  adc  aasiibuMe 
of  borough  police ;  swear  m  speciAl  conataUei; 
givo  noUce  to  military  authorities ;  apj^y  to 
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tender  the  same  advioe  to  the  magistrates  in 
these  matters." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  said — 

"Therefore,  I  say,  since  that  decision  the 
power  to  stop  processions  on  these  grounds 
seemed  to  he  put  an  end  to,  and  tboy  could  not 
be  prohibited;  and  then  the  Question  arose, 
what  are  the  magistrates  to  do  ? 

Now,  Sir,  that  is  reported  ia  Hansard 
of  July  15,  1884  ;  vol.  oczo.,  pp. 
1119-20-21-22.  I  should  like  to  know 
if,  in  face  of  that  opinion,  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  stop  meetings  in  Ire- 
land, under  what  power  they  intend  to 
act?  When  the  Liberal  Government 
stopped  meetings,  they  first  obtained 
statutory  power,  under  the  Crimes  Aot, 
to  do  so.  If  statutory  power  was  needed 
by  the  Liberal  Government,  why  do  not 
the  Conservative  Government  want  it? 
If,  in  1884,  it  was  necessary  to  have  a 
special  clause  in  the  Crimes  Act  to 
enable  the  Government  of  that  day  to 
put  a  stop  to  meetings  in  Ireland,  I 
would  like  to  ask  from  whence  do  the 
present  Government  obtain  authorily  to 
stop  meetings?  Let  me  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
plainly  what  will  happen.  I  tell  him 
this — and  I  say  it  advisedly — that  if 
policemen  come  to  disturb  a  meeting 
and  fire  on  it,  the  people,  if  tbey  have 
weapons,  will  be  fully  entitled  to  use 
them  against  the  disturbers  of  the  meet^ 
ing.  And  when  these  threats  are  used 
by  the  Government,  let  them  beware  of 
the  effect  of  them  upon  the  Irish  people. 
At  present,  the  people  are  going  un- 
armed to  their  meetings.  Now,  there 
are  a  number  of  domestic  utensils  and 
agricultural  implements  which  it  is  quite 
lively,  if  the  people  believe  that  illegal 
action  is  being  perpetrated  against  them, 
they  will  think  they  have  a  right  to 
apply  against  the  police.  And  when 
the  people  know  that  the  Orange  Party 
in  Ireland  were  advised  to  go  to  public 
meetings  with  what  were  called  their 
^*  sweetliearts,"  when  they  know  that 
noble  Lords,  brothers  of  Cabinet  Minis- 
ters, sons  of  Lords  Lieutenant,  signed 
ProoIamatioDs  advising  the  Orangemen 
to  go  armed  to  their  meetings,  because 
they  were  being  illegally  proclaimed ;  it 
is  quite  likely  that  the  Irish  people 
may  take  it  into  their  heads  that  that 
which  is  lawful  and  proper  for  the 
Orange  Body  to  do  may  be  lawful  and 
proper  for  them  to  do.  I  hope  the  Irich 
people  will  take  no  such  course,  unless 
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Onmge  leaders  to  stop  their  meetings  and  pro- 
cession ;  apply  to  Roman  Cathoh'c  dcrgy  to  dis- 
suade the  people ;  do  evervthing  in  your  power 
to  prevent  a  collision  and  hreach  of  the  peace ; 
to  do  this  you  are  justified  in  preventing  meet- 
ings and  stopping  processions :  let  the  people 
know  that  they  are  stopped  on  these  grounds. 
Hagistrates  are  not  to  be  bound  by  this,  but 
must  exercise  their  own  discretion,  depending 
on  locality  where  a  meeting  is  held  and  num- 
bers attending,  force  they  have  at  their  dis- 
posal, and  other  elements  that  cannot  be  known 
to  the  Secretary  of  State.  Note— This  telegram 
was  sent  after  a  personal  consultation  with  Sir 
John  Karslake,  who  attended  at  the  Home 
Offioe  and  setUed  it.'' 

Now,  Sir,  that  was  what  was  said  in 
1867.  What  was  the  law  as  interpre- 
tated  by  the  late  Home  Secretary  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  in  1884?  He  was  asked  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  Sexton),  as  to  why,  that  being 
the  state  of  the  law,  the  Government 
did  not  interfere  with  the  Orangemen  at 
Cleator  Moor?  What  did  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  say  ?    He  said — 

*'  The  series  of  Questions  pnt  by  the  hon. 
Member  is  founded  entirely  on  a  misapprehen- 
sion of  the  province  of  the  Executive  Govem- 
meot  in  sndi  matters.  In  England,  the  Execu- 
tive Qovemment  is  not  the  conservator  of  the 
peace.  The  conservation  of  the  peace  is  en- 
trusted to  the  magistrates  in  ue  different 
localities  for  which  they  have  jurisdiction. 
They  are  the  conservators  of  the  peace,  and  the 
Executive  Government  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  have  no  authority  to  give  any  onlers 
whatever  to  the  magistrates  in  this  matter.  The 
Uovemment  and  tiie  Home  Secretary  have  no 
authority  over  the  local  police  either  in  the 
counties  or  in  the  boroughs.  That  is  a  funda- 
mental proposition  whidi  seems  sometimes  not 
to  be  understood." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  added — 

"  The  ground  upon  which  we  acted  seemed  to 
me  to  be  a  reasonable  ground.  It  was  this — 
that  it  is  easier  to  prevent  processions  from 
fonning  than  to  deal  with  an  excited  mob  after 
a  o(^isioa  has  ocearred.  That  was  the  principle 
on  which  we  advised  the  magistrates,  and  on 
which  they  acted,  and  with  the  best  effect.  It 
was  adopted  with  the  advice  of  the  English  and 
of  the  Scotch  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  and  it 
prevented  collisions  in  a  number  of  cases  in 
livtrpool  and  Glasgow  in  connection  with 
Orange  processions ;  and  it  was  also  useful  in 
preventbg  disturbances  arising  out  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Salvation  Army.  But,  unfortu- 
nately, the  doctrine  on  which  it  was  based  was 
challenged.  In  a  particular  case,  the  magis- 
trates ordered  that  a  meeting  should  not  be 
held,  on  the  ground  that  information  had  been 
■worn  that  there  was  danger  of  a  breach  of  the 
peace ;  and  the  Queen's  Bench  Division  of  the 
High  Court  declared  that  the  magistrates  had 
no  authority  to  stop  a  meetuig  in  these  circum- 
Mances.     Consequently  it  was  not  possible  to 
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the  proceedings  threatened  by  the  Go- 
vernment are  carried  out.  But  if  in  the 
dispersal  of  any  meeting  you  shoot  down 
one  single  man,  I  tell  you,  take  the  con- 
sequences. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  no  doubt  fiAds  it 
very  easy,  in  the  calmness  of  the  Irish 
Office,  to  mve  his  orders.  He  is  think- 
ing not  of  the  Irish  people,  but  of  the 
effect  of  his  language  on  the  English 
constituencies,  and  of  what  will  benefit 
his  miserable  Party.  He  is  thinking, 
"Will  a  little  bloodshed  in  Ireland 
cement  the  Liberal  alliance?"  [Criei 
of  "  Shame  "  and  **  Order ! "  ] 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  is  going  beyond  the 
limits  of  Parliamentary  debate. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  :  I  rise,  Sir,  to  a 
point  of  Order.  The  Speaker  has  ruled 
that  the  expression  '*  Shame  "  is  out  of 
Order.  I  ask  you  whether  you  caught 
that  expression  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Very  likely ;  it 
is  out  of  Order.    Mr.  Healy. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  I  should  regret 
it,  Sir,  if  any  interpretation  I  have  put 
on  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  should  incur 
the  censure  of  the  Chair.  [Cries  of 
"  Withdraw ! "  ]  Hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite,  who  say  ''Withdraw"  had 
Letter  remove  the  Chairman  and  get 
into  the  Chair  themselves. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincohishire,  Slea- 
ford):  Withdraw. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  interrupts  me.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  left  a  certain 
Government,  I  believe.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  included  in  Sie  next 
Government.  I  do  not  think  that  if 
there  were  a  vacancy  in  the  Chair  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  woidd  get  the  ap- 
pointment.    The  question  I  rose  to  ask 

the  Government  was  this 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  Mr.  Courtney,  I 
wish  to  ask  you,  as  a  point  of  Order, 
whether  you  did  not  call  the  attention 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to 
the  fact  that  the  expressions  he  made 
use  of  went  beyond  Parliamentary 
license,  and  whether,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  not  bound  to  withdraw 
them. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  said  as  much 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  and 
he  expressed  regret  for  having  used 
them. 


Mr.  T.  ¥,  Bealy 


Mr.T.  M.  HEALY:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  making  a  bad  begiDning 
in  Chairmanship.  Well,  Mr.  Coartnej, 
I  ask  the  (Government  whether  they  are 
prepared  to  say  that  there  is  a  law  in 
Ireland  different  from  the  law  exiflihg 
in  England  as  to  the  right  of  puttitir 
down  public  meetings.  The  IrisE 
people  Know  that  these  meettz^eaniidt 
be  put  down,  and  that  the  liberal  Go- 
vernment had  to  obtain  statatory  powen 
in  order  to  put  them  down.  Why,  Sir, 
if  the  Gbvemment  are  right  in  pntting 
down  these  meetings,  how  is  it  tiiat 
they  do  not  artest  and  prosecute  every 
person  taking  a  part  in  them.  If  th^ 
GKivemment  have  power  to  issue  proda- 
mations  of  meetings,  it  follows  tint 
every  person  acting  in  breaoh  of  those 

nlamations  is  acting  illegally.  Why 
ley  not  prosecute  my  hon.  Friends 
who  take  part  in  such  meetings?  U 
they  are  illegal  everybody  who  sttendft 
them  ought  to  be  proseetrted.  What 
are  called  ^'  the  poor  dupes ''  ought  to 
be  prosecuted.  It  appears  that  there 
are  5,000,000  of  dupes  in  Ir^a&d. 
Everyone  in  Ireland  is  a  dupe,  I  be- 
lieve, unless  he  is  an  Orange  Lord. 
Why,  I  ask,  do  not  the  GK>vemmont 
give  effect  to  their  belief  in  the  legalitj 
of  their  action  ?    I  think  that  the  indi»- 

S>sition  from  which  the  right  hon. 
endeman  the  Chief  Secretary  said  he 
was  unhappily  suffering  must  have 
rather  eot  into  his  head  to-night.  I 
make  that  suggestion  as  an  explana- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman'a 
statement,  because  nobody  boasted 
more  than  he  did  of  his  desire  to  cany 
out 

Mb.  GBDGE  (Stockport) :  I  rise  to 
Order.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member 

[Ironical  cheenfrom  the  Sime  R^ 

Benehei,'] 

Thb  GHAIBMAN:  Order,  eider! 
Mr.  Gedge^ 

Mb.  GEDGE  :  The  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner),  who  sits  oppo- 
site to  us,  perpetually  interrupts  us;  and 
during  the  last  minute  he  called  ont, 
**  Order  below  the  Bar — the  Criterion 
bar ! "  I  ask  you,  Mr.  Courtney,  whe- 
ther that  is  in  Order  ? 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  There  is  no  ques- 
tion of  Order. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  It  is  somewhat 
diflficult,  Mr.  Courtney,  I  will  not  say  to 
follow  the  thread  of  one's  remarks,  but 
to  have  any  thread  in  them  at  all,  in 
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face  or  the  persistent  interruptions  of 
kon.  Oentlemen  opposite,  who,  when 
they  get  up  and  address  you,  do  not 
seem  to  know  what  they  are  interrupting 
about  What  I  have  to  ask  the  Govern- 
meat  is  this— and  I  would  put  my  ques- 
tion rather  to  the  calm  and  logical  mind 
of  the  right  kon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews), 
than  to  the  excited  mind  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland — what  I  have  to 
ask  the  Home  Secretary  is,  whether  he 
adheres  to  the  declaration  of  the  law 
made  by  his  Predecessor  in  Office  ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  will  say  that  the  law 
in  England  with  respect  to  public  meet- 
ing is  different  from  the  law  in  Ireland, 
tihe  common  law  of  both  countries  being 
presumably  alike?  If  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  says  there  is  any 
difference,  I  would  ask  him,  where  it  is 
to  be  found,  and  of  what  it  consists  ? 
This  is  a  question  which,  I  think,  admits 
of  an  easy  and  satisfactory  answer.  The 
GoYemment  declare  that  they  are  en- 
titled by  law  to  put  down  meetings  in 
Ireland.  We  say  they  are  not,  and  we 
ask  them  to  point  to  a  single  judicial 
decision  which,  in  the  least,  supports 
their  contention  that  thc^  have  the  right 
to  proclaim  meetings,  or  to  prosecute 
anybody  attending  them.  Why,  if  they 
had  a  right  to  put  down  these  meetings, 
would  they  not  proceed  against  those 
who  attended  them?  It  makes  it  all 
the  more  horrible  to  have  threats  used 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  against  the  Irish  people,  when 
the  illegality  is  altogether  on  his  side. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  my  opi- 
nion, has  entirely  lost  control  over  his 
feelings  on  this  occasion.  I  have  attri- 
bnted  the  fact  to  physical  causes.  [CVtM 
rf  ^*  Question  I " ]  That  explanation  does 
not  seem  to  be  satisfactory  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  Ganeway  opposite. 
Of  course,  if  it  is  not  due  to  physical 
conditions,  I  never  could  attribute  it  to 
mental  conditions.  But  whether  it  be 
due  to  physical  or  mental  causes,  the 
Government  have  made  to-night  a  state- 
ment of  the  most  serious  gravity,  which 
cannot  fail  to  have  a  far-reaching  effect 
upon  what  they  describe  as  law  and 
order  in  Ireland.  Hon.  Gentlemen  be- 
low the  Gangway  opposite — some  of 
whom  are  neophytes— seem  to  suppose 
that  we  have  not  been  subjected  to  this 
kind  of  thing  before.  I  remember  very 
well  exactly  similar  speeches  being  made 


by  an  Irish  Secretary  under  similar  con- 
ditions, whether  mental  or  bodily  I  will 
not  specify.  Our  constant  experience  is 
that  the  excitement  which  we  now  see 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  is  never 
kept  up  for  any  lengthened  period,  and, 
after  a  few  years,  hon.  Members  who 
have  been  so  enthusiastic  in  cheering 
their  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  are 
quite  willing  to  leave  him  in  the  lurch 
and  in  the  mud.  Now,  Sir,  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  cannot  be  expected  to 
make  the  experience  of  any  previous 
Chief  Secretary  his  own  experience ;  but, 
at  all  events,  he  must  be  aware  that  in 
any  course  he  may  feel  called  upon  to 
take  in  regard  to  putting  down  rightful 
meetings  in  Ireland,  he  is  certain  to  meet 
with  a  speedy  retribution.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  supported  now  as 
other  Chief  Secretaries,  who  have  pre- 
ceded him,  were  supported  by  a  homo- 
genous Party.  On  the  contrary,  he  is 
supported  by  a  Party  many  of  whom  do 
not  agree  on  the  policy  that  should  be 
adopted  towards  Ireland,  and  others  of 
whom  would  only  be  too  anxious  to  fly 
at  his  throat,  the  moment  they  found 
out  his  mistakes  were  such  as  would 
enable  the  Liberal  Party  to  be  restored 
on  the  ruins  of  its  Predecessor.  I  sub- 
mit, Sir,  that  when  we  find  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
using,  as  he  has  done  in  the  course  of 
this  debate,  language  of  the  extraordi- 
nary nature  which  we,  on  these  Benches, 
attribute  to  him — we  may  be  wrong — in 
initiating  a  policy  of  the  kind  he  has 
indicated,  he  has  opened  up  a  line  of 
debate  in  which  we  sitting  here  have  a 
right  to  enter.  We  sav  that,  seeing  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  to  Mem- 
bers of  this  House — "  Tou  have  already 
been  attacked  by  the  baton ;  but  there 
are  other  weapons,  which  are  much  more 
far  reaching,  and  which  may  be  fatal  to 
you  next  time,"  he  has  introduced  con- 
siderations which  we  think  fully  warrant 
us  in  prolonging  this  debate  until  we  can 
obtain  from  him  or  some  other  Member 
of  the  Government  language  of  greater 
clearness  indicative  of  what  is  the  exact 
policy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intends 
to  carry  out.  The  policy  announced 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to-night  is 
a  policy  which  I  presume  is  not  entirely 
his  own.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  very 
pacific  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  whether  he  approves  of 
the  policy  of  his  Colleague,  which  we  j 
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TriRh  Representatives  regard  as  a  policy 
of  Hoodfhed.  It  may  not  liave  been 
so  intended  by  the  Government;  but  I 
would  ask,  in  reference  to  the  mere 
shred  of  legality  which  is  assumed  on 
the  basis  of  the  Viceregal  Proclamation 
— the  legality  of  which  we  impugn — 
would  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  below  the 
Gangway  allow  men  in  England,  under 
a  similar  state  of  the  law,  to  be  shot 
down,  or  threatened  to  be  bayoneted, 
without  admitting  the  responsibility  at- 
taching to  such  a  course?  Admitting 
that  the  late  Liberal  Gt)V6mment  did 
proclaim  a  number  of  public  meetings, 
they  did  so  under  statutory  authority; 
while  in  England  it  has  been  judicially 
declared  that  the  Government  have  not 
the  power  to  put  down  an  Orange  meet- 
ing with  bands  of  music  and  people 
firing  shots  from  firearms.  If  that  is 
the  state  of  the  law  in  regard  to  Eng- 
land, I  ask  is  it  not  unfair  to  us  to  say 
that  you  will  use  the  law,  as  you  threat- 
ened to  do  in  Ireland,  until  it  has  been 
clearly  defined  judicially  or  statutorily  ? 
What  we  say  is,  that  if  any  portion  of 
the  Irish  population  is  shot  down  in 
consequence  of  the  view  announced  by 
the  Chief  Secretary,  any  blood  that  may 
thus  be  spilt  would  be  entirely  upon  the 
heads  of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I 
should  very  greatly  deplore  any  conse- 
quences of  this  kind,  because  no  matter 
how  right  the  Irish  people  may  be,  and 
no  matter  how  wrong  the  Gbvemment 
may  be,  the  Irish  people  are  always 
placed  in  the  wrong  by  the  English  news- 
papers. Whatever  happens,  the  Eng- 
lish newspapers  invariably  misrepresent 
them ;  and  I  think  it  would  be  almost 
better  for  the  people  to  put  up  with 
wrong  or  illegality  than  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  have  the  chance  of 
misrepresenting  the  course  they  may 
take  in  Ireland.  At  the  same  time,  my 
mind  cannot  but  be  moved  by  conside- 
rations which  I  believe  influence  the 
Irish  people.  It  may  be  that  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  was  a  merely  harm- 
less threat ;  and,  if  that  were  so,  it  cer- 
tainly was  a  most  unfortunate  and  un- 
happy course  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  have  taken.  But  if  what  he  said 
was  seriously  intended,  then  I  say  it  may 
be  followed  by  the  most  serious  conse- 
quences. People  in  Ireland  will  believe 
the  statement  made  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, and  in  the  state  of  the  law  laid 

Mr.  r.  Jf.  ffeafy 


down  in  regard  to  England  ;  and  they 
will  think  they  have  a  perfect  right  to 
meet  in  public  assembly,  and,  in  so 
doing,  to  resist  the  police,  whether  they 
are  in  uniform  or  not,  should  they  at^ 
tempt  to  disperse  them.  That,  at  any 
rate,  will  be  their  belief.  That  beli^ 
has  not  yet  been  tested  in  a  Court  of 
Law,  and  I,  for  one,  hope  it  will  not  be 
tested  in  a  Coroner's  Court,  which,  un- 
doubtedly, is  the  Court  to  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  seem  to  appeaL 
I  would  say  that  no  more  cold-blooded 
incitement  to  a  course  which,  at  the 
best,  is  in  all  probabili^  one  of 
the  greatest  illegality,  waa  ever  ad- 
dressed by  an  Irish  official  to  an  anned 
body  like  the  Irish  Constabulaiy.  The 
Irish  police  go  to  these  public  meetiogs 
with  arms  in  their  hands,  and  oft^ 
arrive  there  after  long  mardies  through 
the  country,  some  of  them  probably 
being  very  tired  and  fatigued,  having 
stopped  for  refreshment  at  the  only  place 
where  they  can  get  it—the  nearest  publie- 
house.  To-morrow  morning  yoa  will 
have  these  men  all  over  the  oountiy 
reading  in  the  newspapers  that  an  Irish 
Member  was  told  in  this  House  by  &e 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland — "The  next 
time  you  do  such-and-such  a  thing,  it  is 
not  batons  you  will  get,  but  buckshot." 
That,  in  the  opinion  of  the  generality  of 
Irish  police  constables,  will  be  a  man- 
date from  his  superior  officer  to  commit 
bloodshed — I  might  say  murder;  but  yon, 
Sir,  have  ruled  that  it  is  out  of  Order 
to  say  in  this  House  that  an  hon.  or 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement  is  an 
incitement  to  murder,  although  it  has 
not  been  ruled  out  of  Order  to  offer  an 
incitement  to  murder.  In  fact,  it  seems 
to  come  to  this— that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  is  entitled 
to  use  language  which  we  say  is  calcu- 
lated to  foment  disorder  in  Ireland,  or 
lead  to  illegal  procedure  on  the  part  of 
the  police ;  and  we,  on  these  Benches, 
are  not  entitled  to  characterize  such  a 
course  by  the  only  language  that  can 
fitly  be  applied  to  it.  This  is  a  matter 
we  cannot  but  deplore ;  and  I  would  ad- 
vise the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  future, 
when  he  has  a  policy  to  lay  down  in  this 
House,  to  endeavour  to  lay  it  down  in 
language  that  will  not  be  open  to  the 
terrible  misinterpretation  which,  on  the 
present  occasion,  has  been  attached  to 
his  words.  Certainly,  the  language  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  employed  is  not  the 
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tort  of  language  which  ought  to  be  used 
ia  this  Ilouse.  If  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  were  to  say  to  the  humblest 
Member  of  the  House,  speaking  of  some- 
thing that  may  have  occurred  in  York- 
shire—**  You  have  had  batons  already, 
bat  you  will  have  guns  next,"  the  whole 
House  would  rise  up  against  such  a 
statement.  Why,  then,  is  a  different 
tone  to  that  which  would  be  adopted 
towards  English  Members  to  be  resorted 
to  in  the  case  of  the  Irish  Eepresonta- 
tives  ?  The  very  fact  that  the  right  hon. 
Qeutleman  himself  is  not  an  Irishman, 
that  he  is  not  of  our  blood,  and  race, 
and  religion,  ought  to  make  him  more 
scmpulous  in  dealing  with  the  Irish 
Members.  He  dare  not,  in  fact,  address 
to  English  Members  language  he  has 
not  scrupled  to  address  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tipperary  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor).  I 
challenge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
tell  any  English  Member  ''that  if  he 
has  been  batoned  already,  something 
worse  will  happen  next  time."  The 
Committee  ought  to  remember  what  it 
was  that  happened  in  this  cciee.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mid-Cork  (Dr.  Tanner) 
received  a  blow  on  the  head,  and  was 
also  kicked,  and  the  policeman  who 
kicked  and  beat  him  was  returned  for 
trial  for  the  assault ;  but  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land refused  to  send  up  an  indictment 
to  the  Grand  Jury.  That  having  been 
done,  and  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J. 
O'Connor)  having  complained  of  an  ille- 
gality of  this  character,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  not  only  justifies  it,  but 
says  that  no  matter  how  illegally  the 
policeman  acted,  *'the  next  time  any- 
thing of  the  sort  happens,  instead  of 
using  a  baton,  he  may  use  a  gun."  That 
is  the  only  interpretation  to  be  placed  on 
the  language  used  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man denies  it,  let  him  get  up  at  the 
Table  and  repudiate  it. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  I 
do  repudiate  it. 

Mr.  T,  M.  HEALY  :  Well,  then, 
what  did  you  mean  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  stated  what  he  did  not 
mean ;  will  he  tell  us  what  it  is  he  did 
mean  ?  The  words  which  fell  from  him 
seem  to  me  to  be  very  extraordinary, 
especially  in  view  of  all  the  circum- 
stances existing  in  Ireland  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  In  that  country  you  have 
12,.000  policemen,  and  every  policeman 


I  in  Ireland  is  a  politician ;  he  takes  bis 
onlers  not  merely  from  his  superior 
officers,  but  also  from  the  tone  taken  by 
the  political  Leaders  of  the  Government. 
Those  men  will  all  read  the  remarks 
made  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
to-morrow  morning ;  and  they  will  put 
upon  his  language  the  interpretaticm  we 
have  placed  upon  it — namely,  that  in 
future  not  only  are  they  to  use  the 
baton,  in  circumstances  that  may  be 
legal  or  illegal,  but,  in  addition  to  that, 
they  are  to  do  something  that  is  worse. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  the  head  of 
the  police;  will  he  now  tell  us,  if  that 
is  not  his  meaning,  what  his  meaning 
really  is  ?  Will  he  say  that,  pending 
the  elucidation  of  the  law  on  that  sub- 
ject by  the  Irish  Courts,  he  will  suspend 
these  Proclamations ;  because,  if  he  will 
do  this,  we  can,  by  taking  action  against 
a  police  officer  or  superintendent  for 
nominal  assault,  test  the  question  as  to 
whether  the  Government  Proclamation 
was  legal  or  illegal.  But,  in  the  mean- 
time, we  are  governed  by  English  law, 
and  while  that  is  so,  it  is  a  monstrous 
thing  for  any  official  in  the  position  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant to  issue  what  I  can  only  call  a 
blood  mandate  to  his  police. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUAET  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) :  Sir,  I  should  not  have  inter- 
vened in  this  debate  at  all,  and  should  not 
have  attempted  to  detain  the  Committee 
from  the  Dirision  about  to  be  taken,  but 
for  the  fact  that,  in  the  course  of  this  de- 
bate, one  of  the  Leadersof  the  Party  oppo- 
site, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  made 
a  statement  of  considerable  gravity,  and 
I  have  felt  that,  in  conse(^uence  of  that 
statement,  it  is  perfectly  right  that  I,  as 
an  English  Member,  should  ofier  a  few 
remarks.  At  the  present  time,  it  is 
surely  remarkably  necessary  that  the 
Government  of  this  country  should  be 
very  careful  of  the  language  they  use  in 
speaking  about  Ireland  ;  and  particu- 
larly careful  to  confine  themselves  in 
their  promises  of  action  with  reference 
to  that  country  within  the  strict  bounds 
of  legality.  The  illegality  of  their  in- 
terference in  the  manner  of  proceeding 
with  regard  to  public  meetings  in  Ire- 
land rests,  not  on  the  assertion  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Home  Secre- 
tary, but  on  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench.  I  have  risen  simply 
on  this  account,   that  I  think  it  my 
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diitj,  on  behalf  of  that  constituency 
which  I  represent,  as  well  as  that  of 
hon.  Members  who  sit  beside  me,  not  to 
allow  the  only  Members  who  protest 
against  the  language  used  by  the  right 
hon.  Ghntleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  be 
the  Irish  Bepresentatives,  because  we 
stand  solidly  beside  the  Irish  Members ; 
we  suffer  where  they  suffer ;  the  course 
of  law  in  this  country  suffers  by  the 
violation  of  the  law  in  Ireland ;  and  I 
do  not  think  that  that  portion  of  the 
people  whom  we  on  these  Benches  re- 
present will  endure  that  Ireland  shall 
be  made  a  Poland  of. 

Mk.  MCLAREN  (Cheshire,  Crewe) : 
I  rise  to  express,  as  an  English  Mem- 
ber who  is  in  no  way  indebted  to 
the  Irish  Members,  my  concurrence 
with  what  has  just  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Hoxton  (Mr. 
Stuart),  who  hasjust  sat  down — namely, 
that,  after  such  a  speech  as  has  been 
delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  it  is  not  right  that  all 
the  comments  on  that  declaration 
should  come  from  the  Irish  Members. 
The  English  Members  are  as  much  in- 
terested in  justice  as  any  other  body  of 
Bepresentatives  can  possibly  be;  and 
when  we  hear  a  speech  made  from  the 
Government  Bench  that  can  only  bear 
the  interpretation  which  has  been  put  on 
it  by  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway, 
I  think  we  are  entitled  to  protest  against 
it.  [CWmo/ "Divide!"]  I  dewre  to 
make  an  appeal  to  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, who  interrupt  me,  before  they  compel 
me  to  move  that  the  Chairman  report 
Progress.  I  would  ask  them  this— Why 
is  it  that,  while  they  will  listen  to  Irish 
Members  on  this  subject,  when  myself 
or  any  other  English  Member  sets  up, 
they  endeavour  to  shout  us  down  ?  When 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Bradford 
rMr.  Illingworth)  rose  to  address  the 
Committee,  they  tried  to  shout  him 
down ;  they  applied  the  same  treatment 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Hoxton  (Mr. 
Stuart) ;  and  now  they  are  applying  it 
to  me.  If  English  Members  who  rise 
to  speak  in  this  debate  are  to  be  treated 
like  this,  we  may  expect  to  go  on  sitting 
to  any  hour  in  tihe  morning.  I  may  say 
that,  personally,  I  care  nothing  for  these 
interruptions ;  but  I  hope  that,  if  they 
are  continued  from  those  Benches,  one 
Liberal  Member  after  another  will  rise, 
until,  before  the  Division  is  taken  on 
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this  Vote,  every  hon.  Member  on  this 
side  of  the  House  will  have  spoken.  It 
rests  entirely  with  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  whether 
I  shall  move  to  report  Progress  or  not. 
Proceeding  with  the  remarks  I  was  about 
to  make,  I  will  only  say  that  when  the 
hoii.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tip- 
perary  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  deeoribed  the 
wounds  that  were  inflicted  on  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Cork 
(Dr.  Tanner),  I  was  very  grieved  to  hear 
the  cheers  that  came  from  the  Tory 
Benches.  I  think,  Sir,  it  is  a  very  sad 
state  of  things  that  one  side  of  the  Honse 
should  rejoice  when  it  is  st^ed  that  an 
hon.  Member  on  the  other  side  has  been 
knocked  down  by  the  police  at  the  time 
he  is  acting  in  the  exercise  of  his  rights 
as  a  citizen.  That  for  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  assaulted  in  Ireland  was 
not  an  endeavour  to  intimidate  jurors ; 
what  he  desired  to  do  was  to  pretest 
against  jury  packing,  which  is  an  ill^^ 
act ;  and  I  say  that  if  hon.  Members  of 
this  House,  who  attend  a  pubUe  meeting 
to  protest  against  an  illegal  act,  are  to 
be  assaulted  by  the  police,  are  to  be 
knocked  down  and  woimded  by  them, 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  to  jeer 
at  such  proceedings,  it  is  a  very  sad 
state  of  things.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has 
said  that  those  hon.  Members  deserved 
what  they  got.  He  said  thev  had  de- 
served the  blows  they  received,  and  that 
in  future  they  would  get  more  iiian.  blows 
from  policemen's  batons,  and  they  them- 
selves would  be  responsible  for  it.  I  do 
not  wonder  at  the  interpretation  put  on 
those  words  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway.  I  am  glad,  however,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  repudiated 
the  extreme  interpretation  put  on  his 
language ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  a  man 
is  to  be  held  responsible  for  the  natural 
consequences  of  his  acts,  and  abo  for 
the  natural  consequences  of  his  words, 
and  the  natural  interpretation,  and  most 
explicit  interpretation,  is  that  which  hon. 
Members  have  put  on  the  words  used  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Those  words 
will  appear  in  all  the  Irish  newspapers 
to-morrow,  and  it  will  be  generally  un- 
derstood, both  by  the  Irish  and  the  Eng- 
lish people,  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  prepared  to  resort  to  measures 
indicated  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway.  The  Government  may  say 
that  the  responsibility  will  rest  on  the 
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Irish  people ;  but  the  fact  remains  that 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Geatlenian 
the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  an 
indication  that  the  Government  are  not 
going  to  stop  at  the  baton,  but  will  re- 
sort to  ezti^me  measures  where  they 
deem  it  necessary.  I  do  not  know  what 
those  measures  can  mean,  unless  they 
mean  firearms,  after  the  batons  are  given 
^.  Therefore,  it  is  clear  that  when  the 
CTovemment  has  in  contemplation  the 
use  of  more  extreme  measures  than 
batons,  I  think  we  are  entitled  to  say 
they  are  contemplating  a  resort  to  blood- 
shed. It  is,  Sir,  because  of  the  disas- 
trous use  which  may  be  made  of  that 
speech  of  the  Ohief  Secretary,  that  I,  as 
an  English  Member,  protest  against  the 
laoguage  he  has  employed,  and  have 
risen  to  give  an  express  refusal  to  be  in 
any  way  implicated  in  it.  I  trust  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  fit  to 
modify  his  language,  and  let  it  be  known 
that  his  Government  does  not  intend  to 
earry  out  a  policy  that  will  only  exaspe- 
rate the  Irish  people,  and  still  further 
int^sify  the  feeling  with  which  they 
regard  this  country. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  think  it  would  be 
impossible  to  exaggerate  or  aggravate 
the  dangerous  tendency  of  the  speech 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary.  I  must  confess  that 
the  temper  exhibited  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  in  regard  to  this  matter  has 
ecmpletely  taken  me  by  surprise.  Let 
OS  rememoer  what  took  place  to-night  at 
the  opening  of  this  discussion.  Having 
gone  frequently  over  from  London  to 
Ireland,  and  been  an  eye- witness  to 
scenes  in  which  I  myself  have  taken  a 
part  Arom  Sunday  to  Sunday  in  that 
country,  en  occasions  when  a  single  blow 
struck  must  have  resulted  in  the  loss  of 
M^er  60,  or  perhaps  100  lives,  I  am  as- 
tonished to  find  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
treating  this  subject  as  if  it  were  a  mere 
laughing  matter.  I  have  stated,  and  I 
repeat  the  statement,  that  I  have  come 
firom  places  in  which  I  have  been  in  the 
thick  of  the  fray  myself,  and  where  I 
have  had  a  policeman's  baton  playing 
about  my  head.  [J*  Hear,  hear !  "]  An 
hon.  Member  says  Hear,  hear ;  but  i  tell 
him  that  the  day  in  which  a  bayonet  is 
drawn  upon  one  of  us  in  Ireland,  many 
a  drop  of  blood  will  be  spilt.  Let  me 
tell  hon.  Members  that  although  they 
may  laugh  as  they  come  down  here  in 
order  to  close  this  debate,  nevertheless 


when  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
gives  us  the  bayonet,  he  will  not  have 
reason  to  laugh.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman knows,  while  sitting  in  his  place 
and  listeniDg  to  what  I  say,  that  if  the 
statement  he  has  made — and  his  repudi- 
ation of  which  I  deny — namely,  that  if 
we  continue  the  proceedings  we  have 
described,  something  worse  than  batons 
will  be  used  against  us,  the  riglit  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  full  well  that  if  he 
means  to  carry  out  that  policy,  and  did 
not  use  his  language  to-night  in  an  un- 
guarded moment  of  excitement  or  anger, 
the  prospect  before  him  is  such  that  it 
would  be  far  better  for  him  that  he  had 
never  accepted  his  present  office,  and  he 
will  not  only  regret  the  day  in  which  he- 
did  accept  it,  but  will  doubly  repent  the 
night  on  which  he  made  that  speech.  I 
wish  to  ask  hon  Members  to  think  over 
what  has  occurred.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land has  said  that  the  meeti  ngs  suppressed 
in  Ireland  only  numbered  eight  during 
the  last  four  months.  Up  to  last  Ohrist- 
m€t8,  with  the  exception  of  4Jie  meeting  at 
Sligo,  we  had  no  great  complaint  to 
make.  It  is  within  the  last  three  or  four 
weeks  that  the  worst  phase  of  the 
Government  policy  has  been  entered  on, 
a  policy  which  has  brought  Government 
rale  in  Ireland  to  the  verge  of  a  dan- 
gerous and  critical  position.  What  have 
we  heard  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to-day  ?  I  asked  him  to  explain  to  us 
on  what  law  the  Government  relied  on 
carrying  out  their  policy.  The  people  I 
represent  believe  and  are  fully  convinced 
that  it  is  the  Government  who  are  break- 
ing the  law,  and  not  we ;  and,  if  to- 
morrow the  police  should  attempt  to 
break  up  a  meeting,  and  the  people 
should  resist  them,  is  it  not  the  duty  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  the  Gover- 
nor of  the  country,  to  refer  us  to  the  law 
under  which  he  is  acting,  in  order  that 
we  may  be  able  to  instruct  our  people  ? 
I  say,  on  his  head  be  the  blood  and  the 
guilt.  [A  VoiOK :  **  On  yours!  "  J  Hon. 
Members  who  are  ignorant,  and  who  in- 
terrupt me,  and  who,  in  all  probability, 
never  took  the  trouble  to  read  a  line  of 
Irish  history  or  law,  and  who  come 
down  to  this  House  to  obey  the  orders  of 
their  Leaders,  are  unfit  to  take  any  part 
in  the  debates  of  this  House,  but  con- 
fine their  share  in  the  discussion  of  great 
subjects  like  this  to  incoherent  interrup- 
tions, which  only  serve  to  exhibit  their  . 
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ignorance.  But  I  ask  a  question,  and  I 
say  I  am  entitled  to  an  answer  to  it. 
I  ask,  has  the  Government  in  Ireland 
law  under  which  they  can  put  down  pub- 
lic meetings :  and,  if  so,  where  are  we 
to  find  it  ?  I  have  told  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary of  Ireland  that  we  are  convinced 
the  law  is  on  our  side ;  I  also  said  we 
meant  to  hold  these  meetings  in  spite  of 
therighthon.Gentleman'sProclamations. 
What  is  the  answer  we  get  ?  We  get 
no  reference  to  the  law  ;  we  get  no  in- 
formation as  to  where  we  are  to  look  for 
the  law ;  but  we  do  get  an  intimation 
that)  if  we  go  on  exercising  our  legal 
right  in  Ireland  until  the  law  is  altered, 
we  shall  get  something  worse  than 
batons.  Well,  what  is  worse  than 
batons?  A  man  who  uses  words  like 
these  when  he  does  not  lay  down  what 
the  law  is,  but  only  convinces  certun 
Members  of  the  House  that  in  using  the 
force  he  speaks  of,  he  only  does  so  to 
vindicate  the  law  and  not  to  break  it,  is 
pursuing  a  course  the  most  deadly  and 
most  dangerous  to  the  public  peace  of  Ire- 
land. I  have  seen  the  police  wantonly  at- 
tack the  people  and  without  provocation. 
An  instance  of  that  occurred  at  Bossorea, 
when  I  was  present.  A  body  of  people, 
some  200  in  number,  perhaps,  walked 
with  me  to  my  hotel.  We  were  not  in- 
tending to  hold  a  meeting ;  our  meeting 
had  been  held  peaceably,  and  a  number 
of  men  accompanied  me  to  my  hotel. 
The  police,  infuriated  by  the  fact  of  a 
meeting  having  been  held,  hardly  al- 
lowed me  to  enter  the  door  of  my  hotel, 
when  they  charged  among  the  crowd, 
and  I  heard  the  crack,  crack,  of  the 
batons  upon  the  skulls  of  the  people, 
and  some  men  felled  to  the  gpround.  I 
declare  to  Heaven  if  I  had  had  a  re- 
volver in  my  hand  then,  I  would  have 
usod  it 

Mb.  p.  stanhope  (Wednesbury)  : 
Mr.  Courtney,  I  rise  to  Order,  and  draw 
your  attention  to  the  very  unseemly  in- 
terruptions of  two  noble  Ijords  who 
shed  lustre  upon  their  Order — I  mean 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
Tyrone  (Lord  Ernest  Hamilton)  and  the 
noble  Lord  who  sits  for  the  Chippen- 
ham Division  of  Wiltshire  (Lord  Henry 
Bruce). 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order! 
Mr.  Dillon  will  proceed. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
seek  to  justify,  nor  have  I  any  intention 
to  justify,  such  action  on  the  part  of  any 
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smashed  bv  policemen's  batons,  when 
we  see  dd  men,  as  I  saw  them  at 
Bosscrea,  felled  to  tfaegronnd  by  police- 
men without  a  shadow  of  excuse,  with- 
out a  shadow  of  law.  Yet,  when  we 
come  to  raise  this  question  in  the  House, 
right  hon.  Oentiemen  opposite  do  not 
think  it  worth  while  to  answer  my 
simple  question,  under  what  law  do  they 
act  t  These  right  hon.  Oentiemen  think 
they  have  reached  that  stage  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  affairs  in  Ireland  when 
they  can  throw  law  aside;  that  they 
have  reached  that  stage  when  police- 
men's batons,  or  something  else,  will  do 
without  law.  I  am  sorry  they  should 
think  so,  and  it  will  be  a  sad  day  when 
it  has  come  to  this.  I  can  t^  them 
they  are  not  serving  the  cause  of  the 
Union  by  carrying  on  this  course. 
NotMng  is  more  calculated  to  disgust 
the  people  of  Ireland  witii  this  Honse, 
notluDg  is  more  likely  to  lead  them 
to  despair  of  justice  proceeding  from 
it,  and  from  those  who  administer  the 
affairs  of  the  country,  than,  on  a  ques- 
tion which  may  involve  the  Hves  of  num- 
bers of  our  people,  to  find  that  through 
the  whole  night  occupants  of  the  Front 
Bench  sit  silent.  I  say  it  is  a  policy 
that  is  disgraceful  to  the  Administration 
of  our  country.  All  we  can  do  is  to  pro- 
test against  it,  until  the  law  is  clearly 
laid  down.  Until  we  are  oonviscedthat 
the  Government  are  not,  as  we  b^eve 
them  to  be,  breaking  the  law,  in  an  im- 
portant, a  vital  particular,  when  they 
proclaim  these  meetings,  we  shall  con- 
tinue to  hold  them  responsible,  deeply, 
terribly,  as  we  feel  the  risk  of  doing  so. 
The  ATTORNEY  GENEEAL  roa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  At  this  hour  I  will  not  trouble 
the  Committee  beyond  a  few  remarks.  I 
think  if  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
sat  down  had  attended  to  the  observa- 
tions of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  early  in  the  even- 
ing, he  would  not  have  asked  under 
what  law  these  meetings  have  been  pro- 
claimed. That  was  stated  in  his  obser- 
vations after  the  opening  of  this  debate, 
and  I  can  do  little  more  than  repeat  the 
stotemeot  then  made.  Again  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  circumstances,  and  to  say  tbat  there 
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has  been  no  new  departure  in  Ireland 
during  the  last  few  months  in  the  policy 
of  proolaiming  meetings.  The  Govem- 
ment  hare  not  in  any  way  altered  the 
opinions  they  hare  expressed  and  the 
tiews  they  have  always  entertained ; 
and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  dnnng  the  last 
fire  weeks  only  three  meetings  hare 
been  proclaimed,  and  during  the  last 
three  months  only  eight.  The  law,  if 
we  could  discuss  it  at  full  lengtb,  can  be 
shown  in  the  clearest  way.  The  law  is 
^18 — and  I  beliere,  if  it  were  necessary 
or  possible  to  argue  it  here  as  a  legal 
question,  it  could  easily  be  proved  by 
tnthorities  to  which  we  could  refer  and 
on  which  we  relr — ^that  if  a  meeting  is 
held  for  an  unlawful  object,  or  for  an 
unlawful  purpose,  then  that  meeting  is 
aa  unlawful  assembly,  and  it  is  in  the 
power  of  conservators  of  the  peace-^it  is 
their  right,  it  is  their  duty— to  prevent 
that  meeting  taking  place.  Whether 
the  Proclamation  is  issued  by  the  local 
magistrates,  or  issued  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, or  by  the  Lords  Justices,  in  that 
Proclamation  the  grounds  for  its  issue 
are  stated,  and  anyone  can  refer  to  them 
and  see  if  those  grounds  are  not  suffl- 
dent. 

An  hon.  Mbicbbr  :  Is  that  the  law  in 
England  ? 

Mb.  HOLMES:  It  is  precisely  the 
same  in  England. 

An  hon.  Mbmbbe:  It  is  not  the  law  of 
England ! 

Mr.  HOLMES:  I  may  mention  to 
the  Oommittee  that  there  is  an  easy  way 
to  test  the  legality  of  these  things,  be- 
muse the  Lord  Lieutenant's  Proclama- 
tion does  not  in  itself  constitute  law. 
The  Proclamation  is  addressed  to  those 
believed  to  be  about  to  engage  in  an 
unlawful  act ;  but  if  the  Proclamation  is 
not  justified  by  law,  if  it  interferes  with 
any  man  where  interference  is  not  justi* 
fied,  that  is  a  question  that  can  be  tested 
before  the  ordinary  tribunal.  What 
is  the  meaning,  then,  of  speech  after 
speech,  of  discussion  after  discussion, 
when  not  one  single  attempt  has  been 
made  during  the  last  few  months  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining,  before  a  com- 
petent tribunal,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment were  right  or  wrong  in  proclaiming 
a  meetiog?  I  have  stated  my  view  of 
the  law,  and  we  have  Courts  for  the 
purpose  of  settling  such  questions,  and 
if  anyone  objects  to  the  action  of  the 
Government  on  the  ground  of  illegality, 


that  question  can  be  decided  by  the 
Oourt.  If  it  were  decided,  we  should  not 
then  have  these  references  afterreferences 
to  Proclamations  with  which  this  House 
is  wholly  unable  to  deal,  and  general 
appeals  to  Members  of  the  Oommittee 
that  the  Government  have  acted  ille- 
gally. On  each  of  the  eight  occasions 
when  meetings  have  been  proclaimed 
the  subject  was  investigated  as  care- 
fully as  possible ;  and  there  is  not  the 
shadow  of  a  doubt  that  these  meetings 
had  an  unlawful  object— they  were  un- 
lawful assemblies,  and  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  conservators  of  the  polioo  to  pre- 
vent their  being  held. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Law  Officer  of  the  Grown, 
who  has  just  spoken,  and  his  Colleague 
who  sits  beside  him  on  the  Front  Bench, 
have  been  repeatedly  asked  what  is  the 
law  on  this  question— the  Proclamation 
of  meetings  in  Ireland — whether  by  ma- 
gistrates or  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
and  where  is  this  law  to  be  found  ?  Now, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  has  given  us  his 
version  of  the  law.  He  says  it  is  in  the 
power  of  any  conservators  of  the  peace 
to  suppress  and  disperse  meetings  called 
for  au  illegal  purpose;  and  he  leaves  us 
to  suppose  that  the  conservators  of  the 
peace — that  any  conservator  of  the 
peace — ^is  to  be  the  judge  as  to  whether 
this  meeting  has  been  called  for  an  ille- 
gal purpose  or  not.  This  must  follow 
from  the  statement  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland.  He  says  that  these 
meetings  have  been  suppressed  under 
the  law  which  enables,  according  to  his 
opinion,  any  conservator  of  the  peace  to 
suppress  a  meeting;  therefore,  these 
meetings  have  been  suppressed  by  con- 
servators of  the  peace,  who  constitute 
themselves  judges  whether  these  meet- 
ings are  called  for  an  illegal  purpose  or 
noc.  Consequently,  it  follows  that  any 
police  coustable  in  Ireland  can  consti- 
tute himself  a  judge  as  to  the  legality 
or  illegality  of  a  meeting,  and  use 
his  weapons  to  suppress  that  meeting. 
The  brother  Law  Officer  of  the  At- 
torney General  shakes  his  head.  We 
want  elucidation;  we  want  to  know 
not  only  what  is  his  opinion  of  the  law, 
but  where  he  finds  that  law?  The 
Attorney  General  spoke  of  authorities ; 
but  he  did  not  give  us  any  authority  ;  he 
did  not  cite  a  single  case,  or  quote  a 
single  authority  on  which   be   rdies. 
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Whj  not?  Has  he  anj  avthority  ta 
gire  U8  ?  Does  he  know  that  after  the 
ftuppresmon  of  a  meeting  in  the  North  of 
Ireland,  in  1881,  by  the  magistrates 
there,  an  action  was  brought  against  the 
Grown  in  Ireland,  and  the  Judges 
decided  the  point  of  law  adversely  to 
those  who  brought  the  action,  and  who 
sofPered  at  the  suppression  of  the  meet- 
ing, being  assaulted  by  the  police? 
They  decided  on  a  point  which  was 
decided  almost  immediately  afterwards 
by  a  Superior  Gourt  in  England  in  a 
precisely  different  direction.  Here  is  a 
conflict  of  opinion  between  English  and 
Irish  Judges.  The  English  Judges 
decided,  and  that  decision  has  been  acted 
vpon  by  the  authorities  ever  since,  both 
by  magistrates  and  by  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, in  the  sense  that  there  is  no  right 
to  suppress  public  meetings  in  England. 
Ton  cannot  do  it.  An  example  was 
given  in  a  disorderly  meeting  of  Orange- 
men, which  the  then  Home  Secretary 
avowed  his  inability  to  suppress  in  view 
of  that  decision  of  the  Gourt.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  says  if  you  are  aggrieved  by  a 
suppression  of  a  meeting,  you  can  appeal 
to  the  Oourts.  Well,  this  is  a  Vote  for 
£30,000  for  the  Irish  Constabulary,  and 
this  body  is  armed  with  weapons  it  pre« 
cision  which  they  carry  to  these  meet- 
ings, and  which  they  use  in  suppression 
of  meetings — not  only  batons,  but 
sharpened  bayonets  and  rifles  of  preci- 
sion. The  Ghief  Seoretary  for  Ir^and 
told  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Gork 
(Dr.  Tanner)  that  the  next  time  we  took 
part  in  these  illegal  meetings  and  re- 
fused to  disperse,  we  would  get  some* 
thing  harder  than  batons— the  right  hon. 
GenUeman  does  not  deny  that  is  a  cor- 
rect representation  of  what  he  said. 
[Mr.  Holmes  dissented.]  It  is  useless 
for  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  to 
shake  his  head ;  he  did  not  make  the 
statement,  and  the  Ghief  Secretary  does 
not  deny  it. 

Sib  MIGHAEL  HIGKS-BEAGH  : 
I  did  not  say  anything  about  the  next 
time.  The  amount  of  what  I  said  was 
this— that  the  law  must  be  enforced  at 
any  ooet. 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  At  half-past  1  the 
right  hon.  GFentleman  gives  a  second 
edition  of  what  he  said  at  half-past  12, 
differing  in  every  particular,  differing  in 
every  word — bearing  no  resemblance 
whatever  to  it.     Recollect,  what  we  are 
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diaonssing,  what  we  are  trying  to  iad 
out,  is  what  is  the  law.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  speaking  of  a  meeting 
which  wae  proclaimed  at  Gork,  which 
was  dispersed  at  Gork  without  a  procla- 
mation hj  a  local  Inspector  of  Polioe,  as- 
sisted by  armed  constables,  on  which 
occasion  many  people  were  strode, 
knocked  down,  and  kicked  bj  the  police 
The  light  hon.  Gentleman,  ia  speaking 
of  that  incident  in  his  campaign^  said 
dialinctly-^his  lasguage  ia  within,  the 
recollection  of  the  Gommittee— he  does 
not  deny  it  now,  although  he  talks  of  tke 
amount  of  what  he  said*-he  said  dis- 
tinctly that,  in  fotnre,  we  must  aspect 
something  herder  than  batons*  What 
does  something  hasder  than  batons 
mean?  The  police  carry  somelhing 
harder,  they  carry  cold  steel.  That  k 
what  the  Ghief  Secretary  for  Irriandhas 
threatened,  and  the  litigants,  the  people 
who  feel  themselves  aggrieved,  wears 
told  by  the  right  hon.  {gentleman's 
Golieague,  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, when  they  have  been  run  through 
the  body  with  a  baycmet,  they  ave  at 
liberty  to  appeal  to  the  Courts  of  the 
country.  There  are  two  Xrish  Law 
Officers  present.  I  do  not  know  wheth^ 
it  is  that  th^r  salaries  are  so  small,  that 
they  think  themselves  badly  paid,  that 
they  have  been  so  chary  of  thecr  words, 
their  opinions,  and  their  advice,  that  we 
have  to  wait  until  half-past  1  before  we 
get  a  few  words  on  this  legal  point  from 
&e  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General.  I  do  not  know  how  long  we 
must  wait  for  an  answer  to  the  qnestioa 
repeatedly  asked,  what  is  your  au^rity 
for  your  law  ?  Are  we  entitled  to  hate 
this  much  information  or  not  ?  I  iweal 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  is  the  Oommitiide 
entitled  to  have  this  information  ?  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemsa 
has  excused  himself  on  the  ground 
of  its  being  a  technical  point.  We 
do  not  ask  him  to  go  into  a  legsl 
argument  as  if  he  were  in  Gourt ;  we 
ask  for  the  authority  for  the  exercise  of 
these  grave  destructive  powers  by  the 
Ghief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  What  is 
the  authority  upon  which  he  disperBSS 
meetings  by  force  of  arms,  giving  those 
who  refuse  to  disperse  cold  steel  or 
''something  harder  than  batons?'' 
What  is  the  authority  ?  Are  we  to  wait 
for  an  answer  ?  Are  we  to  wait  in  vaia 
for  an  answer  ?    Tou  have  this  force  of 
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OoitstabiilaT7,an  essentially  un-Oonafcitu- 
tional  force,  to  which  you  would  not  sub- 
mit for  a  moment  in  this  country — a  force 
which  is  an  evasion  of  the  Mutiny  Act, 
lor  it  is  a  military,  not  a  police  force. 
You  ask  for  money  for  this  force;  and,  in 
view  of  the  statement  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  breathing  threatenings 
of  slaughter — the  Chief  Secretary,  who 
has  absolute  control  over  this  force,  who 
can  promcte  and  dismiss  its  members  as 
he  pleases,  oan  increase  their  pay,  can 
do  everything  or  nothing  for  them — we 
have  a  statement  of  the  way  in  which 
he  intends  to  use  this  force  for  the  sup- 
pression of  meetings  in  Ireland,  and  we 
are  entitled,  before  the  money  is  voted, 
to  a  plain  answer — ^what  is  the  law  on 
which  you  rely  ?  Where  is  your  autho- 
rity for  this  exercise  of,  as  we  believe, 
this  illegal  force  ?  It  is  well  for  you  to 
say  theee  meetings  were  summoned  for 
an  unlawful  purpose ;  that  is  not  our 
opintcHi.  Are  you  the  only  judges  in  the 
case  ?  Do  you  rely  on  the  fact  that  you 
are  in  poaseseion  of  your  superior  force 
for  the  maintenance  of  your  rule,  and 
the  power  of  dispersing  our  meetings? 
You  found  a  difficulty  in  getting  a  ver- 
dict against  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  and  his  Colleagues 
lately.  Do  you  not  suppose  an  aggrieved 
person  in  Ireland  would  not  find  an 
equal  difficulty  against  you  ?  Ah !  but 
you  have  an  advantage  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo,  for  you  threaten 
murder  against  the  people,  and  he  has 
not  retaliated  on  you  in  kind.  You  rely, 
then,  on  this  superior  force ;  you  admit 
it,  you  say,  because  you  can  commit 
fllaoghter  with  impunity ;  that  you  will 
eommit  it,  and  that  you  will  trample  on 
the  law.     la  that  your  answer  ? 

Tn  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  be  aware  that  he  is  exceeding 
the  limits  of  debate  in  the  line  he  is 
taking* 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  I  have  asked.  Sir, 
for  a  plain  answer  to  a  plain  question. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  has  taken  very  good 
eare  not  to  exceed  the  limits  of  debate. 
In  view  of  the  cold-blooded  statement 
which  has  been  made  to  the  Committee 
to-night  by  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant;  in  view  of  the  evident 
fact,  which  was  self-evident  from  his 
beariBg,  manner,  attitude,  and  language, 
that  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  is  not 


fit  to  be  trusted  with  this  grave  power 
over  the  lives  and  persons  ot  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  in  Ireland,  I  ask 
again,  even  at  the  risk  of  exceeding  the 
limit  of  debate,  I  ask  again  for  an 
answer  to  the  question,  What  is  the  law 
upon  which  you  rely,  and  where  is  your 
authority  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
RioHABD  Wkbster)  (Islo  of  Wight) :  I 
have  not  the  least  intention  of  follow- 
ing the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  in  his  remarks,  and  which 
I  believe  many  other  Members  have 
heard  with  great  regret.  I  simply  rise 
in  conseouence  of  his  appeal,  and 
an  appeal  which  has  been  made  by 
certain  other  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway,  that  there  should  be 
some  statement  as  to  the  law  of  Eng* 
land  in  this  matter.  I  have  been 
asked  for  an  authoritative  statement, 
whether  the  law  in  England  is  the  same 
as  it  is  in  Ireland,  and  I  have  not  a  word 
to  add  to  the  statement  made  by  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland.  [Lauffhter.^  1 
am  not  disturbed  by  laughter.  I  will  put 
my  words  on  record,  and  they  may  be 
dealt  with  in  debate.  In  my  judgment, 
in  my  opinion,  an  opinion  I  am  williog 
to  substantiate,  the  law  of  England  and 
Ireland,  so  far  as  I  know  it,  was  cor- 
rectly stated  by  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 
My  reason  for  saying  I  have  nothing  to 
add  is  not  that  I  difPer  from  him,  or  wish 
to  avoid  stating  anything,  but  because 
I  believe  his  statement  is  strictly  cor- 
rect, and  applicable  both  to  England 
and  Ireland.  It  depends  on  no  specific 
auth<»rity,  adthough  authorities  can  be 
found  in  all  the  books  on  Constitutional 
Law-^it  depends  upon  the  Common  Law. 
The  Common  Law  of  England  is,  that 
if  persons  meet  together  for  an  illegal 
purpose,  if  they  combine  to  commit  an 
illegal  act,  if  the  combination  or  meeting 
is  in  itself  illegal,  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
authorities  to  put  a  stop  to  that  illegal 
act,  and  also  they  are  entitled  to  warn  per- 
sons likely  to  engage  in  that  act  that  they 
will  be  called  to  account  for  it.  As  has 
been  stated,  the  Proclamation  does  not 
make  law ;  the  Proclamation  only — if  it 
is  a  proper  Proclamation — has  force  and 
effect  when  it  is  directed  against  the 
commission  of  an  illegal  act.  The  hon. 
Member    for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  has, 
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strangely  enough  for  one  of  his  acumen, 
misunderstood  the  statement  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland.  It  is  not 
the  presence  of  the  police  that  can  de- 
termine whether  a  meeting  is  illegal  or 
not.  The  police  officer  is  only  the  visible 
exponent  of  the  law.  What  he  does  is 
this — If  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  the  Ohief 
Secretary,  or  whoever  is  responsible  for 
administration,  deems  an  act  illegal,  he 
acts  in  support  of  that  belief;  and  if  he 
acts  wrongly,  his  acts  can  be  challenged 
in  a  Court  of  Law.  It  is  idle  to  suggest 
— and  I  know  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
will  not  misunderstand  me  —  that  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  the  Chief  Secretary, 
or  the  policeman,  who  endeavours  to 
stop  an  act  he  believes  to  be  illegal,  is 
making  a  law  for  himself.  Nothing  of 
the  kind;  he  is  simply  acting  in  what  he 
believes  to  be  his  duty ;  and  if  any  per* 
son  believes,  on  the  other  band,  that  he 
is  acting  unlawfully  and  unjustly,  the 
Courts  will  decide  any  question  as  to 
the  legality  of  those  acts.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  said  that  this  view  of 
the  law  had  been  upheld  in  Ireland 
in  1884,  but  that  within  a  few  days 
of  this  decision  the  law  was  decided 
differently  in  England.  So  far  as  I  can 
understand,  that  is  an  entire  mistake. 
There  is  no  declaration  or  judicial  ex- 
position of  the  law  with  which  I  am 
acquainted  which  in  any  way  laid  down 
a  different  principle.  The  case  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  alluded  to  is  the  Sal- 
vation Army  case.  In  that  case  the  con- 
viction of  the  magistrate  was  simply  on 
the  ground  that  persons  formed  a  pro- 
cession, not  because  it  was  an  illegal  act 
itself,  not  because  they  were  going  to 
fulfil  an  illegal  purpose— but  because, 
being  a  procession,  it  was  said  it  would 
most  probably  bring  about  a  breach  of 
the  peace.  But  the  learned  Judges — 
Mr.  Justice  Field,  and  another  whose 
name  I  do  not  remember  at  the  moment 
— held  that  people  had  a  perfect  right 
to  follow  in  a  procession,  and  that  a 
procession  was  not  an  illegal  act ;  there- 
fore, though  they  might  be  responsible 
for  their  conduct  if  it  led  to  a  breach  of 
the  peace,  the  action  of  the  magistrate 
was  not  legal.  As  I  understand  the 
law,  it  is  not  that  people  meet  together, 
not  that  they  assemole  in  numbers, 
but  that  they  meet  together  for  fin  un- 
lawful purpose  which  constitutes  an  un- 
lawful meeting.  I  will  only  say,  before 
I  sit  dowu,  that  I  have  listened  to  the 
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debate,  and  that  I  think  ho&.  Genf^ 
men  below  the  Gangway  have  placed  a 
strained  interpretation  on  the  language 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  But  be  Uuit 
as  it  may,  I  desire  to  add  but  one  word 
to  this  debate,  and  that  is  this — ^that 
hon.  Members  who  take  part  in  these 
illegal  meetings,  or  men  in  Ireland  who 
take  part  in  them  ought  to  understand 
that  the  conservators  of  the  peaee  have 
a  right  to  disperse  them,  and  for  any 
consequences  that  follow  such  dispersal, 
great  or  small,  they,  and  not  the  autiio- 
rities,  are  responsible. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  intend  to  say  but  a  fbw  words,  and 
these  only  in  consequence  of  what  has 
fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  GeneraL  I  do  not 
profess  to  understand  the  law  of  Ire- 
land in  relation  to  public  meetings; 
but  I  do  profess  to  understand  the  law 
of  England  on  the  subject.  For  many 
years  past  I  have  received  consider- 
able instruction  therein  at  the  hands 
of  various  Attorneys  General  in  this 
country.  I  think  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  will  agree  with  me  in 
saying  that  the  law  as  to  unlawful  meet- 
ings is  fully  laid  down  in  the  case  King 
V,  Hunt  and  others,  which  forms  a  sort 
of  leading  ease.  On  the  basis  of  that, 
and  subsequent  dieta,  I  take  the 
liberty  of  challenging  the  opinion  laid 
down  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General.  First,  before  I  deal  with  the 
legal  part,  permit  me,  as  an  English 
Member,  to  express  my  great  regret  test 
the  words  which  I  believe  fell  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  under,  perhaps,  oendi- 
tions  of  physical  pain  at  the  time ;  and 
which  I  trusted  he  would  have  thought 
fit  to  modify  when  they  were  brought  to 
his  attention.  I  hope  I  shall  not  be 
guilty  of  using  any  language  that  ought 
not  to  be  used  against  one  in  his  high 
position  of  responsibility;  but  if  his 
words  meant  anything,  they  were  a 
menace  that  all  who  engaged  in  similar 
meetings  were  to  be  prepared  to  meet 
with  something  more  than  batons;  and  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  against  meet- 
ings not  yet  declared  illegal,  meettngs 
the  object  of  which  is  not  yet  announced, 
such  menaces,  such  threats,  are  in  the 
highest  degree  unwise.  And  now  I  take 
the  liberty  of  submitting  to  Uie  Attorney 
General,  that  no  Proclamation  can 
change  the  character  of  a  meeting  from 
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legal  to  illegal.  I  remember  a  meeting 
held  17  years  ago,  convened  for  Trafal- 
gar Square,  and  forbidden  by  tbe  Home 
Secretary.  The  same  day  as  that  on 
which  the  Proclamation  was  issued  I 
served  notices  on  the  Home  Secretary 
and  the  Commissioner  of  Police  that  I 
intended  to  hold  the  meeting,  that  it 
would  be  legal,  and  that  any  attempt 
to  disperse  it  would  be  illegal.  I  did 
hold  the  meeting,  it  was  peacefully 
held,  and  no  steps  were  taken  in  conse- 
quence. Suppose  those  who  had  con- 
vened the  meeting  had  accepted,  which 
I  did  not,  tbe  Proclamation  forbidding 
it.  against  whom  would  there  a  remedy 
have  been  of  which  the  Attorney  General 
t<lks?  Against  whom  could  any  citizen 
iotendingto  take  part  in  that  meeting 
have  taken  action  ? 

Sir  EICHAED  WEBSTER :  I  nevop 
8) id  that  a  Proclamation  could  make  a 
legal  meeting  illegal ;  it  is  not  the  Pro- 
clamation— ^it  is  the  purpose  of  the 
meeting. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  :  I  regret  that 
I  have  not  made  clear  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  the  point  to 
which  I  take  exception.  I  thought  we 
had  both  agreed  that  a  Proclamation 
does  not  Tary  the  character  of  the  meet- 
ing—that it  was  only  a  warning  to  citi- 
zens to  exercise  more  attention  with 
reference  to  the  character  of  the  meeting, 
a  warning  of  possible  consequences  that 
might  ensue.  But  I  understood  the 
Attorney  General  to  say  that  if  a  Pro- 
clamation were  unjust  it  could  be  tried 
in  a  Court  of  Law,  and  I  say  there  is 
no  foundation  for  that.  There  is  no 
remedy  against  any  public  functionary 
who  may  use  a  Proclamation  to  prevent 
a  citizen  attending  a  meeting  in  which 
he  might  legally  take  part.  It  is  a 
monstrous  doctrine  for  any  Eepresenta- 
tive  of  the  Government  charged  with  the 
duty  and  responsibility  of  using  military 
force  to  threaten,  with  relation  to  a  future 
meeting,  tbe  illegality  of  such  meeting 
not  being  established.  I  will  not  take 
up  the  time  of  the  Committee  further ; 
but  it  would  be  absurd  to  allow  such  a 
doctrine  utterly  misinterpreting  the  law 
to  pass  without  challenge. 

Me.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid): 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
based  the  legality  of  these  Proclamations 
on  the  illegality  of  the  object  for  which 
the  meetings  were  held.  But  where  is 
the   lUegaBty    proved?    If  we  held  a 

YOL.  CCCXI.    [third  series.] 


meeting  that  is  illegal,  are  we  not  open 
to  prosecution  ?  If  you  proceed  violently 
against  the  people  who  attend  the  meet- 
ings, you  are  responsible  for  all  the 
injury  that  follows.  But  we  cannot 
hope  to  make  you  responsible  with  the 
juries  you  have  in  Ireland.  It  is  not 
possible  for  any  subject  to  obtain  redress 
against  you ;  it  would  be  useless  for  us 
to  waste  our  time  in  the  effort.  I  will 
venture  to  quote,  as  against  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General,  the  opinion 
of  a  gentleman  often  received  as  an 
authority  in  debate.  Professor  Dicey 
says — 

'<  The  best  proof  of  the  narrownesa  of  the 
h'mitfl  in  which  the  law  gives  power  to  the  Ebce- 
cutive  to  interfere  with  the  right  of  meeting  is 
to  be  found  in  the  Coercion  Act  for  Irehucid, 
1882,  Section  10." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  what 
Section  10  was;  it  was  authority  given 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  proclaim  any 
meeting  he  chose.  But  Professor  Dicey 
says — 

^*  Such  special  enactments  would  make  it 
lawful  for  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  forbid  a 
meeting  he  knew  to.  be  dangerous  to  the  public 
peace,  but  the  necessity  for  a  Coercion  Act 
shows  the  limited  power  of  the  Government 
under  the  law  of  the  land." 

That  is  a  more  correct  statement  than 
that  of  the  Attorney  General.  Also, 
with  regard  to  the  Salvation  Army  case, 
I  do  not  think  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  altogether  oorrect,  for  I 
venture  to  say  that  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
were  in  a  judicial  position  and  called 
upon  to  decide,  he  would  not  decide  in  a 
different  direction,  or,  indeed,  that  any 
Judge  would  not  uphold  the  decision  of 
the  Queen's  Bench  in  the  case.  That 
decision  altogether  puts  an  ond  to  the 
theory  of  the  rights  of  the  Crown  to 
suppress  public  meetings.  If  the  Crown 
has  any  fault  to  find,  it  should  proceed 
by  legal  process,  not  in  a  violent  and 
illegal  manner,  as  they  have  proceeded 
during  the  last  few  months.  Never  was 
there  a  more  unconstitutional  doctrine 
than  to  imagine  that  the  Proclamation 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  could  have  the 
slightest  effect  on  meetings  held  for  a 
lawful  purpose.  Meetings  have  been 
held  in  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  fur- 
thering the  interests  of  the  people,  and 
on  some  obiier  dicta  of  the  Queen  8  Bench 
they  have  been  declared  illegal ;  but  we 
have  had  no  such  decision  on  the  Plan  of 
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Campaign.  If  it  was  not  an  illegal 
document,  the  meetings  to  farther  it 
were  legal  meetings.  We  have  not  had 
a  decision— the  packed  jury  in  Dublin 
would  not  convict,  notwithstanding  all 
the  eloquence  of  tlie  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  Qeneral  for  Ireland.  That 
packed  jury  would  not  convict,  although 
they  were  chosen  so  as  to  lead  any 
reasonable  outsider  to  suppose  the 
greater  part  were  prejudiced  politically 
against  the  accused.  Tet  these  men  had 
the  courage  and  honesty  to  refuse  to  con- 
vict, and  the  Oovernment  will  in  future 
proceed  to  pack  juries  on  an  improved 
method.  I  must  express  my  astonish- 
ment and  regret  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  Oeneral  should  have 
made  that  extraordinary  statement  in 
regard  to  the  law,  in  which  every  Judge 
on  the  Bench  would  disagree  with  him. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put, 

"  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£30,960,  be  granted  to  Her  Miyeaty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  toe  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of 
March  1887,  for  the  Constabulary  Force  in  Ire- 
land." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  246; 
Noes  121  :  Majority  125.— (Div.  List, 
No  89.) 

Class   IV.— EDUCArroN,    Scienob,   and 
Abt. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  Supplementarr  sum,  not  exceeding 
£10,5<N>,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Ghtfge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  Mardi  1887,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses 
of  the  Science  and  Art  Department,  and  of  the 
Establishments  connected  therewith." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'' — 
{Mr,  Lahouchere,) 

The  first  LOED  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  must  appeal  to  the 
Committee  to  consider  the  position  in 
which  we  are  placed.  We  have  a  cer- 
tain numher  of  Votes  to  get  through, 
and  that  must  be  got  through  by  Monday 
night  at  the  latest.  We  may  report 
Progress  now,  but  only  on  the  distinct 
understanding  that  the  Civil  Service 
Supplemental^  Estimates  must  be  dis- 
posed of  on  Monday  night.  I  venture 
to  appeal  to  the  Committee  to  take  such 
Votes  as  will  not  detain  us  now,  so  that 

Hr,  M,  J.  Kenny 


time  will  be  left  free  for  Monday's  dis- 
cussion. I  am  only  saying  what  i& 
necessary  for  the  exigencies  of  the  Public 
Service,  when  I  say  the  Civil  Service 
Supplementary  Estimates  mmst  be  dis- 
posed of  by  Monday  night. 

Me.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditcb, 
Hoxton):  I  think  the  disouss'ioi  of 
the  Science  and  Art  Vote  need  not 
occupy  much  time;  and  I  think,  per- 
haps, it  would  be  as  well  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  adhered  to  the  arrange- 
ment for  taking  Votes  in  order,  inasmuch 
as  if  these  Votes  can  be  passed  without 
discussion  they  will  as  readily  be  dis- 
posed of  on  Monday  as  now,  and  tho^ 
would  be  an  advantage  to  Members  who 
have  left  the  House  and  who  are  in- 
terested in  the  question  to  be  raised. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
The  Diplomatic  Votes  must  take  a  long 
discussion.  It  might  be  oonrenieDt, 
perhaps,  to  take  those  Votes  to  which 
here  are  no  objections. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch  will  pro- 
ceed with  his  observations  now  ? 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART:  No,  Sir; 
What  may  have  to  be  said  on  the  Soieoce 
and  Art  Vote,  which  is  a  very  important 
matter,  and  one  on  which  many  Members 
have  waited  their  opportunity  for  a  loDg 
time,  had  better  be  said  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  Sitting.  My  contention  is 
not  at  all  of  an  obstructive  tendency,  and 
the  Government  must  see  we  are  not  un- 
reasonable, seeing  that  we  have  now  no 
opportunity  for  raising  discussion  upon 
matters  of  special  interest,  except  upon 
Votes  in  Supplv.  It  is  desirable  tiiat 
the  points  we  desire  to  raise  should  be 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment before  the  Education  Estimates 
come  on. 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  Upon 
Class  V.  there  are,  I  know,  a  oertain 
number  of  Members  who  desire  to 
speak.  I  should  suggest  that  the 
matters  here  should  be  postponed  with 
the  other  Business. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  With  reference  to  what  has 
been  said  about  proceeding  with  other 
Votes,  I  am  firmly  opposed  to  taking 
the  Votes  out  of  their  order.  It  is 
unfair  to  Members  who  are  absent 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  undwtook  to 
agree  just  now  to  reporting  Progress, 
on  the  distinct  understanding  that  the 
whole  of  the  Supplementary  Civil  Ser- 
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vfce  Estimates  must  be  voted  in  Com- 
mittee on  Monday. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) : 
We  give  no  undertaking. 

Mb.  ILUNGWOETH  (Bradford, 
W.):  I  do  not  understand  on  what 
ground  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appeals  to  the  Committee.  We  are  not 
at  the  end  of  the  Session. 

Sir  RICHAED  PAGET:  I  rise  to 
Order.  What,  Sir,  is  the  Question  be- 
fore the  Committee  ? 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  :  The  attempt 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  put 
pressure  on  the  Committee  is  altogether 
unwarranted.  We  are  merely  at  the  be- 
grauing  of  a  long  S^sion  of  Parliament, 
and  it  is  not  the  fault  of  anyone  on  this 
side  of  the  Housd  that  we  are  driven 
into  these  comers— that  we  have  only 
another  day  to  discuss  these  Estimates. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  the  ar- 
rangement of  Business,  and  it  is  for  the 
pleasure  of  the  Government,  not  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House,  that  a  par- 
ticular arrangement  has  been  followed. 
It  is  an  unprecedented  step  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  desires  ns  to  take, 
in  proceeding  with  the  Estimates  after  we 
hare  spent  the  whole  afternoon  and  night 
in  the  discussion.  On  the  particular  T^te 
standing  next,  I  venture  to  say  the  views 
of  my  hon.  Friend  must  carry  weight. 
The  Science  and  Ark  Vote  is  of  interest 
to  the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom ; 
and  how  is  it  possible,  with  justice  to 
those  who  feel  that  interest,  to  make 
speeches  when  they  cannot  be  reported, 
and  practically  to  give  a  silent  vote  with 
no  mscussion.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
pass  the  Vote  in  silence.  It  would  be 
infinitely  better  to  rely  on  a  whole 
night's  discuB^on  on  Monday,  rather 
than  go  on  now.  We  might  take  Votes 
to-morrow,  or  efen  on  Saturday,  if  ne- 
cessary ;  but  it  is  most  unreasonable  to 
ask  hon.  Members  to  enter  on  this  ques- 
tion at  this  hour  in  the  morning. 

Mb.  PAENELL  (Cork) :  The  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has 
explained  to  the  Committee  that  the  Go- 
vernment are  in  a  difficulty  as  to  the 
progress  of  Supply,  and  that  it  is  neces- 
sary for  the  service  of  the  country  that 
the  rest  of  the  Supplementary  Civil  Ser- 
vice Estimates  should  be  voted  by  Mon- 
day night.  Well,  that  is  not  the  fault 
of  the  Committee;  probably,  if  he  had 
addpted  the  ordtnaiy  course  always 
adopted  by  Governments,  of  taking  these 


Supplementary  Estimates  at  an  early 
period  of  the  Session,  so  as  to  insure 
that  they  shall  be  carried  through 
within  the  time  required  by  law,  the 
difficulty  would  not  have  arisen.  The 
time,  consequently,  is  very  short;  but 
he  cannot  accuse  the  Committee  of  hav- 
ing wasted  time,  or  delayed  Business. 
Seldom,  in  late  years,  have  the  Supple- 
mentary Civil  Service  Estimates  been 
voted  in  a  fewer  number  of  Sittings. 
This  is  the  second  Sitting  on  which  the 
Estimates  have  been  taken,  and  usually, 
in  previous  Sessions,  they  have  occupied 
five  or  six  Sittings.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  freely  enough  explained 
that  he  is  pressed  for  time,  and  he  is 
asking  the  Committee  to  come  to  an 
agreement  that  the  Estimates  shall  be^ 
passed  by  Monday.  Will  he,  on  Ws 
side,  give  the  Committee  those  facilities 
which  it  is  in  his  power  to  give  for  the 
discussion  of  these  Estimates,  by  putting 
down  Supply  for  to-morrow  night  ?  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  declines  to  do 
that,  then  I  do  not  think  he  has  estab- 
lished his  claim,  when  he  has  Friday, 
usually  a  Supply  night,  at  his  disposal. 
I  do  not  thmk  he  has  established  his 
claim  to  ask  us  to  go  on  at  half-past  2 
with  Votes  in  Supply.  I  put  this  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  a  reasonable 
man,  whether  he  oomes  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  an  equal  footing,  in  asking 
them  to  continue  a  discussion  at  half- 
past  2  after  10^  hours'  work,  when  he 
refuses  to  give  the  Committee  facilities 
for  discussion  which  it  is  in  his  power 
to  give  ?  Surely,  if  it  is  of  such  import- 
ance to  eet  these  Estimates  by  the  close 
of  Monday's  Sitting,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  be  justified  in  allocating 
to- morrow  to  Supply.  He  might  fear 
that  he  might  not  make  Progress  to- 
morrow. He  might  suppose  that  Supply 
would  be  blocked  by  Motions  on  going 
into  Committee.  Well,  all  I  can  say  is, 
speaking  for  myself  and  my  Colleagues, 
we  will  undertake  not  to  put  down 
Notices  of  Motion  against  his  going 
into  Supply  to-morrow.  This  is  a  fair 
proposal.  Let  me  put  it  in  another* 
way.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks 
for  an  understanding  from  the  Committee 
that  this  class  of  Supply  shall  dose  on 
Monday.  Well,  suppose  we  give  him 
this  undertaking,  on  condition  that  he 
gives  to-morrow  night  for  Supply.  He 
would  be  equally  guarded  in  that  way ' 
against  having  to-moriow  devoted  to 
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other  purposes  than  Supply,  suoli  as 
Motions.  I  have  suggested  to  him  the 
possibility  of  obtaining  two  guarantees. 
I  give  him,  on  behalf  of  our  Party,  an 
assurance  that  we  will  not  bring  forward 
Motions  to-morrow  if  he  sets  down 
Supply.  We  will  agree  for  ourselves — 
ana,  no  doubt,  other  sections  of  the 
House  will  agree — if  these  facilities  are 
given,  under  the  circumstances,  and  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  it  is  not  the  fault 
of  the  Committee.  He  might  fairly 
.  give  to-morrow  for  Supply,  and  if  Sup- 
ply finishes,  then  he  can  go  on  with 
other  Business  on  Monday. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  do,  Sir,  wish 
to  be  understood  as  a  reasonable  man  ; 
but  it  would  be  utterly  unreasonable  to 
adopt  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. In  our  judgment,  it  is  necessary 
to  proceed  with  the  Business  we  have 
set  down  for  to-morrow;  it  is  most 
urgent.  The  hon.  Member  is  also 
aware  that  though  he  might,  for  him- 
self and  his  Friends,  undertake  that  no 
Motions  should  be  moved  to  Supply  to- 
morrow, if  that  is  taken  instead  of  the 
Bules  of  Procedure,  he  must  be  aware 
that  such  an  arrangement  would  not  be 
binding  upon  other  hon.  Gentlemen. 
The  discussion  of  these  Supplementary 
Civil  Service  Estimates  has  been  much 
longer  than  usual.  I  have  had  expe- 
rience and  knowledge  of  facts  and 
figures  to  sustaiu  my  assertion.  I 
might  urge  another  point  to  shorten 
present  discussion  —  that  is,  that  for 
every  subject  proposed  to  be  raised,  an 
equfd  opportunity  would  be  afforded  by 
the  Votes  in  ordinary  Supply.  I  must 
press  to  have  the  Supplementary  Civil 
Service  Estimates  completed  by  Monday, 
and  I  trust  the  Committee  will  undertake 
to  do  this. '  I  assent  now  to  reporting 
Progress. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOE  (Donegal, 
E.) :  What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said  is  perfectly  true ;  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Parnell)  can  answer  only  for  his  im- 
mediate followers — not  for  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Opposition.  It  is  impossible 
to  prevent  any  Member  from  putting 
down  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion 
that  the  Speaker  leave  the  Chair ;  and 
does  that  not  show  the  absolute  futility 
of  a  proposal  that  we  should  enter  into 
an  undertaking  for  Monday?  These 
understandings  are  absolutely  futile,  and 
cannot  bind  men  not  now  present.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  desires  to  earn 

Mr*  Parnell 


the  character  of  a  reasonable  man,  hs 
should  give  the  Committee  the  reasons 
why  it  is  necessary  these  Votes  should 
be  passed  on  Monday  night.  I  am 
under  the  impression  that  several  nights 
later  would  admit  of  ample  time  for  the 
Appropriation  Bill  to  go  through  all  iU 
stages  in  both  Houses. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Besid  s  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  there  are  the 
Army  and  Navy  Estimates  and  &e 
Army  and  Navy  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates to  pass  before  the  close  of  the 
financial  year. 

Mr.  PAENELL  :  I  may  point  out  the 
position  in  which  we  are,  and  the  con- 
cefision  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
refusing.  He  has  taken  advantage  of 
the  shortness  of  time  left  to  deprive  us 
of  what  we  ask  for — a  discussion  on 
Friday.  He  says  it  is  necessary  to  take 
the  Eules  of  Procedure  to-morrow.  I 
do  not  see  why  that  necessity  exists,  or 
how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  makes 
out  his  contention.  Under  the  Eesola- 
tion  of  the  House  by  which  these  Hulas 
are  set  down  from  day  to  day,  it  is  pos- 
sible for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  set 
them  down  or  not,  as  he  pleases.  It 
seems  to  me  he  is  raJther  anxious  to  pro- 
ceed with  two  things  at  the  same  time, 
making  equal  progress  with  both :  hut 
he  had  better  beware  of  the  fate  of  that 
man  who  tried  to  do  too  many  things  at 
the  same  time. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  JV 
morrow. 

Committee  also  report  Progress;  to 
sit  again  To-morrow, 

MOTIONS. 

LONDON  CORPORATION  (CHABOE8  OF 

MALVERSATION). 

MOTION  FOB  ▲   SELECT  COMIOTTBE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<<  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appoitited  to 
inqaire  into  and  report  upon  certain  chsim 
brought  under  the  notice  <j  this  House  by  Stc 
Howell,  Member  for  the  North-Eaat  rKviaion  d 
Bethnal  Green,  and  Mr.  Bradlaugb,  Member  for 
the  Borough  of  Northampton,  alleging  im* 
proper  use  and  malversation  of  public  funds  of 
the  Corporation  of  London,  by  or  with  Uie  con- 
sent of  members  and  officials  of  such  Ooipoia- 
tion."— (J/)-.  Howell) 

Sib  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London): 
I  do  not  rise  to  oppose  this  Motion; 
on  the  contrary,  I  welcome  it;   but  I 
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do  wish  to  pat  distinctlj  before  the  House 
the  circumstances  of  the  case.  In  the  first 
place,  the  Corporation  have  courted  this 
mquiry;  while  the  Municipal  Eeform 
League,  as  represented  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine),  have  shrunk 
from  it.  I  wish,  further,  to  impress 
upon  the  House  what  are  the  personal 
accusations  charged  against  mjnelf.  The 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Bradlangh^  pledges 
himself  to  prove  that  the  Lord  Mayor 
in  1884,  who  happened  to  be  myself, 
personally  spent  money  for  certain  cor- 
rupt purposes.  That  is — I  do  not  say  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Qreen  said 
—but  that  is  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  who  is  joined  with  him  in 
this  Motion,  stated.  That  is  the  charfi^e 
brought  before  the  House ;  and  I  thinl:, 
when  the  Committee  is  struck,  as  the 
charge  involves  the  honour  of  a  Member 
of  this  House,  that  the  Committee  should 
investigate  this  charge  before  they  go 
into  the  question  of  the  acts  of  Mr. 
Johnson,  or  Mr.  Peters,  or  anyone  else. 
That  is  the  charge  made  by  the  hon. 
Members ;  and  if  they  fail  to  prove  that 
charge,  I  may  leave  the  House  to  judge 
how  much  attehtion  should  be  paid  to 
the  remainder.  . 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E) : 
I  beg  to  point  out  that  I  have  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  charges  made 
bv  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh).  My  statement  was 
perfectly  clear  and  distinct.  I  under- 
took to  bring  the  matter  before  the 
House,  and  the  Motion  I  propose  is  with 
reference  to  the  statement  1  made.  I 
made  no  personal  charge  a^nst  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Bobert 
Fowler).  I  distinctly  disavowed  that. 
I  wish  distinctly  to  point  out  that  the 
charge  brought  by  me  I  mean  to  sub- 
stantiate abrolutely ;  but  I  object  alto- 
gether to  the  Committee  placing  me  in 
the  position  of  having  to  substantiate 
charges  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  That  is  a  matter  for  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  to  under- 
take and  justify  when  I  have  justified 
the  statement  I  brought  before  the 
House.  I  deny  the  right  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  London  to 
dictate  to  the  Committee  the  form  in 
which  the  Committee  should  carry  out 
its  proceedings.  Under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances, the  Committee  would  take 
the  charges  brought  by  myself  with  re- 
gard to  the  expenditure  of  public  money ; 


it  is  not  a  charge  brought  by  me  against 
the  hon.  Gentleman  or  any  hon.  Member 
of  this  House.  I  was  clear,  definite,  and 
distinct  in  this  respect.  I  told  the  hon. 
Gentleman  personally,  before  I  brought 
the  matter  before  the  House,  the  precise 
line  I  should  take.  I  took  that  line,  and 
I  do  not  waver  from  it  one  iota.  I  think, 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  that  the 
course  adopted  should  be  quite  contrary 
to  that  indicated  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  first  things  to  be  substantiated  are 
the  charges  made  by  me.  Then,  after  I 
have  fastened  these  charges  on  the  Cor- 
poration officials,  will  be  the  time  for  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  to  prefer 
and  justify  the  charges  he  has  made. 

Me.  bradlaugh  (Northampton) : 
I  prefer  to  adhere  to  my  own  charge 
made  the  day  before  yesterday,  and  not 
to  accept  the  charge  in  the  form  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Robert  FoWlcr)  has 
chosen  to  substitute.  My  charge  was  a 
specific  one.  I  undertook  to  prove  that 
large  sums  of  money — of  public  money 
— have  been  issued  under  circumstances 
which  compelled  on  the  pcurt  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  knowledge  of  its  being  im- 

froperly  used  to  influence  this  House, 
did  not  make  the  charge  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  put  into  my  mouth  to-night ; 
the  one  I  have  made  I  will  prove  up  to 
the  hilt. 

Question  put,  and  a^re0d  io. 

Ordered^  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  that  they  do  take  evidence  on  oath. 

Ordiredf  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and   records. — (ifr. 

UfTISTATBS  ESXATBS  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  AmbroM,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  distribution  of  the  Estates 
of  Intestates,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Ambrose,  IMr.  Neville,  Mr.  Joseph  Howard, 
^Ir.  Addison,  and  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor. 
BiapresetiUd,  andread  the  first  time.  [Bill  187.] 

House  adjomned  at  a  quarter 
before  Three  ocloclc. 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 

Friday/,  4th  March,  1887. 


MINUTEH.T-Punuc  Bulls— TAiVrf  Reading-- 
Law  of  Evidence  Amendment  (23) ;  Solici- 
tors (Ireland)  *  (31),  and  patsed. 
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CHURCH   PATROKAGB   BILL. 
FEB80NAL    EZPLAKATIOlf. 

The  PAYMA8TEE  GENERAL 
(Earl  Bbauohamp)  Baid,  the  preyioiis 
night  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Peterborough)  appeared  to 
refer  to  him  as  a  supporter  of  the 
Church  Patronage  Bill.  He  (Earl  Beau* 
champ)  desired  to  disclaim  ever  having 
expressed  himself  as  opposed  to  the 
principle  that  the  next  presentation  to 
livings  ought  never  to  be  sold.  In  the 
proceedings  before  the  Select  Committee 
of  1874  he  had  voted  in  favour  of  a  Ee- 
solution  laying  down  the  principle  that 
Church  patronage  partook  of  the  nature 
of  a  trust,  and  to  that  principle  he  still 
adhered ;  bufc  at  the  same  time  he  wished 
it  to  be  understood  that  he  was  not  in 
favour  of  a  universal  prohibition  of  the 
sale  of  next  presentations*  Under  these 
oiroumstancee  he  could  hardlj  be  sup- 
posed to  be  in  favour  of  this  Bill. 

MALTA. 

MOTION  VOB  PJLFEBS. 

Ejlrl  DE  la  WABB  said,  that  the 
Notice  which  he  had  given  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  affairs  of  Malta  seemed,  per- 
haps, to  embrace  a  wider  range  than  it 
might  be  convenient  to  bring  before 
their  Lordships  at  the  same  moment* 
He  hoped,  however,  that  what  he  now 
wished  to  say  might  be  kept  within  a 
small  compass.  For  some  time  past  the 
state  of  Malta  had  been  far  from  satis- 
factory. There  had  been  a  friction  in 
the  management  of  public  affairs  which 
had  produced  an  amount  of  uneasiness 
whidi  might,  perhaps,  be  more  correctly 
described  as  discontent  among  a  people 
naturally  loyal  and  well-dispoeea,  and 
which  was  now  assuming  a  serious 
aspect.  We  were  not  living  in  a  time 
when  things  were  standing  still.  Edu- 
cation was  progressing  with  rapid 
strides ;  mutual  communication  between 
almost  all  countries  of  the  world  was 
fast  spreading ;  competition  in  trade  and 
commerce  was  increasing,  and  in  some 
places  amounted  to  almost  a  struggle  for 
existence ;  steam  navigation  and  electric 
telegraphs  had  greatly  changed  the 
course  of  commerce;  but  notwithstanding 
all  this  the  Maltese  policy  had  remained 
substantially  unaltered.  Why  had  not 
Malta  kept  pace  with  what  was  going 
on  outside?  How  was  it  that  Malta, 
bince  its  connection  with  England,  had 


been  leftp  as  it  were,  behind,  while  otbsr 
Dependencies  and  Colonies  of  this  coun- 
try had  so  much  advanced  ia  a  commw- 
cial  and  political  point  of  view?  It 
was  not  because  the  Maltese  people  wrae 
indifferent  to  it,  or  were  wanting  ia 
talent,  or  energy,  or  industry.    Their 

Previous  history  proved  the   contraiy. 
'he  real  cause,  he  believed,  was — and  he 
said  it  with  ereat  regret— that  British 
subjects  in  Malta  had    been  debarred 
from  the  advantages,  the  privileges,  aad 
the  rights  of  British  subjects  elsewhere. 
The  consequence  had  been  &at  trade 
and  commerce  and  agriculture  had  not 
been  dev^ped.  Opportunities  had  beea 
little  afforded  for  the  advancement  <^ 
young  men  in  various  professions,  espe- 
cially as  regarded    the    Civil    Ser?ies 
examinations,  whidli  were  availi^ie  to 
British  subieots  in  other  places ;  and  not 
the  least  of  the  oauses  which  op^i^led 
against  increasing  prosperity  in  Malta 
was  that  to    whi^h    he   now    wished 
specially  to  aUude— he  meant  the  iorai 
of  Government,  which  virtually  excluMi 
and  crushed  all  political  life.     It  might 
not,  perhaps,  be  remembered  by  sonie<^ 
their  Lordships  that  Malta  was  a  De- 
X>endency  of  wis  country  for  49  yesis 
wiUiout  having  any  oontrol  at  iidl  of  its 
own  internal  affairs,  whether  as  regarded 
its  taxation  or  any  other  matter  whis^ 
concerned  its  welfare — that  until   the 
year  1849  it  was  under  a  military  Go- 
vernment without  any  elective  Members 
of  Council  chosenby  the  people,  and  was 
hardly  looked  upon  in  any  other  light 
thanasafortress  to  uphold  the  power  and 
influence  of  this  oountzy.   But  after  this 
a    slight  concession    was   made   of  a 
(Council  of  Government,  consisting  of  16 
Members,  of  whom  eight  were  to  be 
elected  upon  a  franchise  and  10  to  be 
official  Members,  the  Governor  being 
one,  with  a  casting  vote.    The  boon,  as 
might  readily  be  seen,  was  a  small  one. 
The  elected  Members  could  alwv>  ^ 
outvoted  by  the  c^cial  Memb^»,  of 
which  there  were  several  cases  on  re- 
cord.    The  grant  of  this  Constitution,  if 
so  it  could  be  called,  was  made  in  the 
time  of  Mr.  More  OTerrall,  the  first, 
and,  he  believed,  the  only  Civil  Ghovernor, 
and  during  his  term  of  Office  it  was 
understood  that  the  official  Members 
might  vote  according  to  their  convictions. 
Afterwards,  however,  under  his  suooes- 
sors,  the  official  Members  were  bound 
to  vote  with  the  Government  on   all 
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oocasionft.  At  leDgih,  however,  a  more 
ilEkvourable  interpretation  was  given  by 
Lord  Oardwell  (then  Mr.  Cardwell), 
when  Colonial  Secretary,  in  1864,  in 
answer  to  a  nnmerously  signed  Petition 
irom  Malta.     Lord  Gardwell  said— - 

*^  That  great  consideration  should  be  ^own 
to  the  opinions  of  the  elected  Members  of 
Oonndl  in  matters  of  looal  and  domestic  inte- 
rsst^  and  that,  above  idl»  no  Vote  of  money 
should  be  prewed  against  the  mtyority  of  the 
elected  Members  except  under  very  special 
circumstances  in  which  the  public  interests  or 
credit  were  serioosly  at  stake,  and  never  with- 
out an  immediate  Report  to  the  Secretary  of 
Btate." 

This  was  really  the  first  instanee  of  the 
acknowledgcoeDt  of  the  right  of  the  vote 
oi  the  majority  of  the  elated  Members 
to  have  any  weight  in  questtons  of 
mcmey  or  other  local  matters  since 
Malta  became  a  Dependency  of  this 
eonntry.  But,  unhappily,  this  view  of 
Lord  Oardwell's,  adopted,  he  believed, 
by  &e  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
l^berley),  who  was  Secretary  of  State 
tor  the  Colonies  in  1878^  wae  not  taken 
up  by  Lord  Carnarvon,  and  that  policy 
was  virtually  withdrawn.  His  noble 
Friend  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
who  was  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies in  1884,  returned  in  some  mea* 
sare  to  the  opinion  of  Lord  Cardwell, 
and  said— 

**The  concession  so  made  has  not  been  with* 
dmwn^  but  supplemented  by  my  despatch  of 
the  8th  of  MaiA  last  (1883),  which  direcU  that 
the  local  Government  shaJl  not  overrule  the 
unanimous  wish  of  the  elected  Members  with- 
out the  express  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
State/' 

Now»  there  was  on  the  face  of  this  a  very 
great  grievance  as  affecting  the  Oovem- 
ment  of  Malta — that  a  discretionaiy 
power  should  be  vested  in  the  Colonial 
Secretary  of  reversing  the  policy  of  his 
Predecessor  on  such  a  vital  point  as  this 
—namely,  whether  the  elected  Members 
of  the  Council  were  or  were  not  to  have 
the  right  of  passing  any  Money  Vote  or 
any  question  involving  matters  of  local 
and  domestic  interest,  even  though 
unanimous,  unless  it  was  in  accordance 
with  the  views  of  the  official  Members 
of  the  Council,  who  could  at  all  times 
command  a  majority.  It  was  really 
difficult  to  describe  what  this  kind  of 
Government  was,  unless  that  it  was  a 
mockery  of  a  Constitution.  Could  their 
Lordships  be  surprised  that  there  was 
uneasiness  and  discontent  at  Malta? 
They  saw  other  Dependencies  of  this 


couniry  enjoying  rights  as  British  sub- 
jects which  were  withheld  from  them. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  copy  of  a  paper 
bearing  the  signature  of  Lord  Hamp- 
den, recently  addressed  by  him,  as  Lord 
Lieutenant,  to  the  county  of  Sussex,  a 
few  words  of  which,  with  their  Lord- 
ships' permission,  he  would  read.  Lord 
Hampden  said — 

''During  the  Queen's  long  and  eventful 
reign  there  are  no  events  more  striking  than 
the  ^owth  both  of  our  Colonial  and  Indian 
Empires.  The  English  race  has  in  these  60 
years  taken  root  in  the  various  parts  of  the 
Queen's  Dominions,  and  nations  now  num> 
bering  many  millions  have  grown  to  large  pro- 
portions in  Canada,  Australia,  New  2iealand, 
the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  and  elsewhere,  speak- 
ing our  own  language,  adopting  our  own  laws, 
having  their  own  Pmiameots,  formed  on  Bri- 
tish models,  all  thee»— with  ourselves  —  fellow 
subjects  under  one  common  Sovereign.'* 

Their  Lordships  doubtless  welcomed  the 
fulfilment  of  this  happy  event.  But  it 
might  well  be  asked,  why  had  Malta 
been  excluded  from  this  cause  of  re- 
joicing? "Why  should  Eepresentative 
Governments  be  granted  to  the  West 
Indies,  to  Mauritius,  to  Newfoundland, 
and  many  other  Colonies,  and  even  ta 
Cyprus,  which  in  this  respect  enjoyed 
more  British  rights  than  Malta  ?  Lef 
him,  then,  put  plainly  before  their 
Lordships  what  it  was  the  Maltesi 
people  aesired.  They  asked,  as  Britisl 
subjects,  to  be  fairly  represented  in  th« 
Council  of  Government,  and  that  thej 
might  ezerdse  a  reasonable  control 
over  all  matters  of  local  and  domestii 
interest.  He  confessed  that  he  was  a) 
a  loss  to  see  in  what  way  Lnperial  into 
rests  would  be  endangered  by  such  s 
concession.  Questions  in  any  way  affect 
ing  the  fortress  would  naturally  be  ez« 
eluded  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Legislative  Council,  and  be  left  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  the  Gt)vemor  and  Exe« 
cutive  Council,  There  were  matters 
of  detail  into  which  it  would  not  be  de^ 
sirable  then  to  enter  until  the  Papers 
for  which  he  was  about  to  move  were 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  He 
would  only  add  that  the  sympathy  of 
their  Lordships  on  this  question  was 
anxiously  looked  for  by  the  Maltese 
people.  They  had  much  patriotism, 
and  they  loved  their  country.  They 
had  shed  their  blood  for  it,  and  had 
freely  expended  their  wealth  and  trea- 
sure in  its  cause.  They  had  given  to 
this  country  one  of  its  most  valuable 
fortresses,   and  they  asked    only  that 
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rights  which  in  times  past  they  had  en- 
joyed might  be  confirmed  to  them  as 
British  subjects. 

Address  for  Papers  on  the  Affairs  of 
Malta,  especially  those  relating  to  the 
Government  of  Malta.— (7%d  Earl  De 
La  Warr.) 

Lord  BRABOURNE  said,  he  did  not 
propose  then  to  enter  into  a  discussion 
about  the  Constitution  of  Malta,  either 
as  it  had  been  or  was  now.  The  noble 
Earl  (Earl  De  La  Warr)  had  moved  for 
Papers ;  and  if,  when  those  Papers  were 
presented  to  the  House,  there  was  any- 
thing in  them  to  render  a  debate  desirable 
that  would  be  the  proper  time  for  a  discus* 
sion  to  take  place.  He  believed  that  no 
one  would  think  it  unnecessary  that  the 
afi^Bdrs  of  Malta  should  be  discussed  in 
that  House  because  it  was  a  small  Island 
with  a  small  population.  The  manner 
in  which  Malta  became  a  Dependency  of 
the  British  Crown  and  the  engagements 
which  were  entered  into  at  the  time  con- 
stituted a  reason  why  the  affairs  of  the 
Island  should  engage  the  attention  of 
their  Lordships,  and  why  any  complaints 
which  the  Maltese  had  to  make  should 
receive  respectful  consideration.  No 
doubt  there  had  been  some  unpleasant- 
ness in  Malta  during  recent  years  with 
respect  to  its  government;  but  he  was 
bound  to  say  that,  so  far  as  his  informa- 
tion went,  he  did  not  think  there  was 
any  disloyalty  on  the  part  of  the  popula- 
tion, or  any  agitation  which  could  be 
said  to  be  disloyal  in  any  degree.  The 
Maltese  were  loyal  to  the  British  Crown ; 
and  he  believed  that  if  they  were  treated 
fairly  they  would  become  even  more 
firmly  attached  to  England  than  they 
now  were.  There  were  two  principles 
which  must  underlie  any  action  of  the 
Colonial  Office  with  regard  to  Malta. 
Nothing  must  be  done  which  would  im- 
pair the  position  of  Malta  as  a  ffreat 
naval  and  military  station  of  England, 
or  at  all  interfere  with  the  direct  Impe- 
rial control  of  the  garrison  and  fortress. 
Subject  to  that,  and  consistently  with 
the  interests  of  the  country,  he  would 
say  that  it  was  most  desirable  that  the 
national  susceptibilities  of  the  Maltese 
people  should  be  tenderly  respected, 
their  legitimate  aspirations  favourably 
considered,  and  the  development  of 
Representative  Institutions  promoted 
and  encouraged.  Up  to  the  present 
time  the  reformers  in  Malta,  even  the 

Earl  Be  La  Warr 


most  violent  of  them,  had  be^n  very 
moderate  in  their  demands— namely,  fcr 
the  gradual  development  of  Representa- 
tive Institutions,  without  clashing  with 
the  Imperial  Government  of  the  Island ; 
there  had,  indeed,  been  an  election  at 
which  the  people  had  shown  their  dis- 
pleasure at  the  inattention  shown  to 
their  complaints  of  the  constitution  of 
the  Council  by  Meeting  two  candidates, 
one  of  whom  was  called  *' ridiculous" 
and  the  other  **  infamous  "  by  the  re- 
formers themselves,  and  this  proceeding 
could  n9t  be  defended.  It  was,  however, 
only  an  episode  which  might  well  be  for- 

gotten,  and  which  was  unlikely  to  recur. 
)f  course,  in  this  country  such  things  as 
ridiculous  and  infamous  oouatries  were 
unknown,  and  this  was  an  unfortnnate 
method  of  enforcing  Constitutional  views. 
In  the  future  he  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  be  able  to  see  their  way  to 
concede  the  wishes  ci  the  people  of 
Malta  without  in  any  manner  com- 
promising the  character  or  strength  of 
the  Island  as  a  great  fortress. 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  POB  THB  COLONIES  (The 
Earl  of  Onslow)  said,  no  one  regretted 
more  than  he  did  the  unsatisfactory  con- 
dition of  matters  recently  in  regard  to  the 
legislative  affairs  of  Malta.  They  were 
not  without  experience  in  this  countiy 
of  certain  Members  being  sent  to  Pariia^ 
n^nt  who  did  not  oontribute  to  the  rapid 
and  effident  discharge  of  Public  Business. 
He  was  sure,  therefore,  that  their  Lord- 
ships would  sympathize  with  the  diffi- 
culties in  which  the  Governor  of  Malta 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies found  themselves  placed  with  re- 
spect to  the  Legislative  Government  of 
that  Dependency.  He  agreed  with  Uie 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Braboume)  that  inas- 
much as  the  Island  of  Malta  was  not 
acquired  by  this  country  in  the  course 
of  conquest,  but  the  Maltese  people 
having  of  their  own  free  will  aaked  to 
be  placed  under  the  protection  of  tiie 
British  Crown,  there  was  a  reason  why 
we  should  feel  all  the  more  bound  to 
consider  their  reasonable  and  legitimate 
aspirations.  But  he  differed  from  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  De  La  Warr),  who 
brought  the  subject  forward,  when  he 
said  that  nothing  had  been  done  towards 
conciliating  the  desires  of  the  Maltese 
people.  As  long  ago  as  1664  Mr.  Card- 
well  expressed  his  wish  that  great  con- 
sideration should  be  shown  to  the  elected 
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Members  of  tbe  Maltese  Council,  and 
the  policy  which  Mr.  Oardwell  inaugu- 
rated had  been  the  consistent  and  unde- 
yiatiog  policy  of  sacceesi^e  British  Qo- 
yernments,  and  was  also  the  policy  of  the 
present  (Government.  The  Governor 
had  himself  communicated  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  in  one  of 
the  Papers  which  would  be  laid  on  the 
Table  in  response  to  the  request  of  the 
noble  Lord  it  would  be  seen  that  the 
Oovemor  said  that  he  was  desirous  of 
allowing  to  the  Maltese  as  much  con- 
trol over  th^r  own  local  affairs  as  was 
consistent  with  efficient  admiuistration. 
There  was  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Nationalist  Party  in  Malta  were  tho- 
roughly satisfied  with  the  present 
Governor,  and  the  Governor  and  the 
Ltentenant  Governor  had  been  credited 
with  having  done  more  to  advance  the 
interests  of  Malta  within  the  last  three 
years  than  had  been  done  in  the  pre- 
ceding generation.  He  was  justified  in 
8a3ring  that  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Goyemment  had  always  been  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  Nationalist  Party,  and 
the  present  Government  was  not  less  de- 
sirous of  doing  so  than  any  of  its  Prede- 
cessors. It  must  be  borue  in  mind  that 
there  were  two  conditions  essential  to 
the  enjoyment  of  Bepresentative  Institu- 
tions.  The  first  was  that  the  country 
desiring  them  should  be  willing  to  accept 
Uiem,  and  should  be  capable  of  discharg* 
ing  the  great  responsibilities  they  in- 
yolved.  He  would  not  say  anything  as 
to  whether  the  Maltese  were  capable  of 
undertaking  these  responsibilities,  nor 
whether  those  on  whose  behalf  the 
noble  Earl  pleaded  represented  any 
general  feeling  in  the  Island.  The 
second  point  in  this  case  was  that 
Malta  was  one  of  ^a  chain  of  for- 
tresses between  this*  country  and  the 
Suez  Oanal ;  and  it  would  be  admitted 
that  a  Dependency  which  enjoyed  the 
advantages  of  connection  with  the 
British  Crown  should,  to  some  extent, 
subordinate  its  individual  interests  to 
&e  interests  of  the  Empire  at  large. 
Therefore,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  not  asking  too  much  of  the  Maltese 
when  they  asked  them  to  remember  that 
their  fortress  was  absolutely  indispensable 
to  the  British  Empire,  and  that  nothing 
could  be  allowed  to  occur  in  that  Island 
which  would  for  one  moment  withdraw 
from  the  liepresentatives  of  the  Imperial 
Government  the  ultimate  control  of  I 
every  matter  which  affected  Imperial 
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interests.  Several  schemes  had  been 
!  proposed  for  the  re -arrangement  of  the 
Constitution  of  Malta.  All  these  were 
under  the  consideration  of  Hei  Majesty's 
Government ;  but  no  one  of  them  had 
received  more  favourable  consideration 
than  another.  An  incorrect  and  mis- 
leading telegram  had  been  sent  from 
this  country  to  Malta.  It  was  not  cor- 
rect that  the  Secretary  of  State  had  ap- 
E roved  of  any  Constitution  laid  before 
im.  All  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  ever  done  was  to  say  that  they 
would  be  glad  to  see  a  large  representa- 
tion of  Maltese  upon  the  Council,  and 
also  that  they  should  have  a  larger 
share  in  local  administration.  The 
Secretary  of  State  had  made  no  state- 
ment in  respect  to  any  particular  scheme 
of  Constitution,  and  had  only  said  that 
he  desired  to  give  as  much  representation 
to  the  Native  Maltese  in  the  Council  of 
the  Government  as  it  was  possible  to 
give  them  consistently  with  the  safety 
of  the  fortress.  The  Gavernor  had  been 
requested  by  telegraph  to  come  over  at 
once  to  advise  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  had  started  in  company  with  a  Native 
Maltese  gentleman,  I)r.  Carbone,  and 
would  arrive  in  England  on  Monday 
next.  Until  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  had  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  matter  fully  with  the  Governor 
it  was  impossible  for  them  to  decide 
upon  any  alteration  in  the  Constitution. 
In  conclusion,  he  thanked  their  Lord- 
ships for  the  patience  with  which  they 
had  listened  to  him  on  this,  the  first  time 
that  he  had  culdressed  them  in  an 
official  capacity ;  and  he  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  be  satisfied  with  the 
assurances  he  had  given. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

IRELAND— THE  JURY  LAWS. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  FITZGERALD,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  Jury  Laws  of  Ireland, 
and  their  administration ;  and  to  ask, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  in- 
tend to  propose  any  alterations  in  those 
laws  with  a  view  the  bettor  to  secure  the 
due  and  impartial  administration  of  jus< 
tice?  said,  that  the  subject  was  not  a  very 
inviting  one ;  but  he  felt  it  desirable  to 
introduce  it  to  the  notice  of  their  Lord- 
ships, as  at  the  present  moment  it  was 
of  great  importance.  His  motive  for 
putting  the  Notice  on  the  Paper  was  not 
solely  because  of  the  anreat  importance  Ar> 
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of  the  question,  hut  alio,  as  it  was 
manifest  from  oocurrencea  in  '^another 
place,"  that  great  misapprehension  and 
misunderstanding  existed.  The  mis- 
understanding which  existed  had  not 
been  cleared  away  by  the  hesitating 
manner  in  which  answers  had  been  g^ven 
to  Questions  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  had  also  recollected  that  it  was 
one  of  their  Lordships'  proudest  pre- 
rogatiyee  to  superintend  the  administra- 
tion of  law  and  justice  in  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions,  and  to  see,  in  fact,  that 
right  was  done  in  every  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  The  advantage  of 
introducing  the  subject  in  their  Lord- 
ships' House  was  that  it  would  be  calmly 
and  dispassionately  discussed.  Two 
Judges  had  recently  given  descriptions 
of  the  counties  of  Limerick  and  dare 
which  were  not  encouraging  as  to  the 
restoration  of  peace  and  order.  Ths 
JVvtM  yesterday  reported  a  typical  case 
as  follows : — 

**  At  the  Clare  ABsices,  on  a  charge  of  assault, 
before  a  Petty  Jun',  a  verdict  of  *  Not  Guilty  * 
was  returned,  although  the  eridenoe  clearly 
pointed  to  the  guilt  of  the  accused,  and  there 
was  virtually  no  defence.  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien, 
addressing  Mr.  Morphy,  Crown  Solicitor,  asked 
him  to  consider  what  course  he  would  adopt  in 
reference  to  any  other  criminal  cases  remaining 
for  trial  at  the  Assizes.  At  the  silting  of  the 
Court  next  morning,  Mr.  Morphy  said  that  he 
had  determined  onnot'proceeding  with  the  trial 
of  John  D  wyer  charged  with  shooting  at  a  police 
constable.  The  case  was  accordingly  postponed 
to  next  Assizes,  the  accused  being  allowM  out 
on  bail.'* 

The  Jury  Law  was  very  ancient,  so  an- 
cient, indeed,  that  it  was  difficult  to  as- 
certain its  foundation.  But  it  might  he 
truly  said  that  the  Jury  Laws  of  Ire- 
land stood  on  the  same  Constitutional 
foundations,  and  were  nearly  identical 
with  those  of  England.  Formerly,  in 
Ireland,  as  in  this  country,  there  were 
considerable  abuses  which  were  partially 
remedied  in  1833  by  an  Act  passed  by 
Lord  Qrey's  Government.  The  constitu- 
tion of  a  jury  panel  then  rested  alto- 
gether in  the  hands  of  the  Sheriff; 
but  in  1871  an  Act  was  passed  making 
an  automatic  and  alphabetical  selection 
of  persons  qualified  to  serve.  He  men- 
tioned the  name  of  the  author  of  that 
Act,  Lord  O'Hagan,  with  respect  and 
affection,  and  no  one  could  doubt  that  he 
proposed  the   measure  in    a   spirit  of 

f patriotism  and  for  the  public  good.   The 
iues  of  that  Act  were  Constitutional. 
The  Act  was  intended  to  remedy  the  evils 
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which  then  existed.  It  took  the  natter 
on  to  eutirely  new  ^^und.  The  panel 
was  taken  entirely  outside  the  reach  of 
public  officers,  and  he  said  that  because 
he  saw  it  stated  recently  that  mistakes 
had  been  made  in  the  jury  panel  either 
by  the  Public  Prosecutor  or  the  Crown 
Solicitor,  who  had  no  more  to  do  with  it 
than  any  one  of  their  Lordships.  Their 
Lordships  might  have  read  of  ike  Sligo 
trials,  where  the  panel  was  quashed. 
He  had  looked  into  that  case,  and  there 
were  technical  mistakes,  and  the  eminent 
Judge  who  presided  quashed  the  panel ; 
but  he  had  the  authority  of  that  eminent 
Judge  for  stating  that  there  was  no 
ground  for  imputing  wilful  misconduct 
to  the  public  officers.  Lord  O'Hagan 
did  not  himself  perceive  any  daneer 
when  he  induced  Parliament  to  take 
what  it  could  not  be  doubted  was  a  leap 
in  the  dark.  He  went  so  low  as  to  flood 
the  jurors'  book  with  names  of  men 
wholly  unfit  for  the  duties  of  jurymen, 
four-fifths  of  these  being  people  largely 
disqualified — some  i^orant,  some  illite- 
rate, some  subject  to  mtimidadon ;  and  so 
in  time  there  came  on  the  jury  panel  per- 
sons wholly  unsuited  to  perform  their 
duties.  That  was  a  matter  which  had 
not  been  entirely  remedied ;  and  from 
that  leap  in  the  dark  th^  had  only 
partially  recovered.  The  danger  to  ihb 
administration  of  justice  became  so  ap- 
parent that  in  1873,  six  or  seven  months 
after  the  Act  came  into  operation>  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons — of 
which  the  Marquess  of  Hartington  was 
Chairman — was  appointed  to  report  on 
the  working  of  the  Irish  jniy  flyetem, 
and  to  suggest  the  requisite  amenameatt 
to  the  law.  In  1874,  upon  the  assem- 
bling of  a  new  Parliament,  the  Commis- 
sion was  reconstituted,  with  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach  as  Chairman.  The  Com- 
missioners made  their  Be^rt^  but  their 
suggestions  were  not  all  given  effect  to. 
The  effect  of  them  was  that  a  Statute 
was  passed  to  increase  the  qnalificatioD 
to  nearly  double  what  it  was,  both  in 
reference  to  common  and  special  juries. 
But  the  result  even  now  was  not  alto- 
gether satisfactory.  In  1881,  a  Select 
Committee  of  their  Lordships'  House, 
of  which  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne 
was  Chairman,  found  that  the  legisU- 
tion  of  the  preceding  10  years  had  not 
gone  on  sound  principles,  the  great 
body  of  names  on  the  jurors'  books 
consisted  of  farmers,  and^- 
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"That  the  BTrotein,  in  sammoning  jurow,  of 
invariable  adherence  to  the  dictionary  order  of 
the  names  in  the  jarors'  books,  has  not  worked 
weQ,  and  requires  alteration." 

It  further  reported  tliat — 

"  The  eTidence  leaves  no  room  for  doubt  that 
in  many  cases  the  fears  of  the  jurors  haye  been 
operated  upon,  sometimes  by  direct  intimida- 
tion, sometimes  by  the  apprehension  of  conse- 
quences morally  or  materially  injurious  to 
themselves.  Members  of  the  jury  panel  are, 
we  lesum,  not  iafrequMitly  subjected  to  pressure 
in  antki^tion  of  a  coming  trial.  It  is  obvious 
that  in  districts  where  the  whole  agricultural 
community  is  penetrated  by  a  widespread 
organization  which  habitually  enforces  its  rules 
by  the  maltreatment  or  perseeution  of  those 
who  disregard  them,  it  must  be  diflScult  or 
impossible  for  jurors,  themselves  members  of 
that  community,  to  withstand  the  influences  to 
wbi6b  they  are  efzposed." 

The  adoption  of  the  suggestion  as  to  in- 
crease of  qualification  is 

"  Not  unattended  with  difficulty.  It  is  pro- 
bable, although  upon  this  point  we  have  not 
obtained  conclusive  testimony,  that  in  many 
districts  an  increase  of  the  qualification  from 
M^  to  £50  or  £60  would  dimanish  the  number 
el  jurors  to  an  extent  which  would  render  the 
burden  of  eervice  too  onerous  on  those  who 
would  be  left." 

The  eYidence  taken  left  no  room  for 
doubt  that,  under  the  system  adopted, 
in  many  instances  j  urymen  were  operated 
upoo,  sometimes  by  direct  intimidation, 
and  sometimes  by  the  apprehension  of 
consequenoes  morally  or  materially  in- 
jurious to  themselves,  and  that  it  was 
often  impossible  for  them  to  withstand 
tiie  influ^ioefl  to  which  they  were  ez- 
posed«  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
an  inoreafie  of  the  qualification  of  jurors, 
pn  that  point  he  (Lord  Fitzgerald)  enter- 
tained considerable  doubt ;  but  the  matter 
was  one  deserving  of  serious  eonsidera- 
ikn  by  their  Lordships  whether  further 
amendment  was  not  necessaiy.  A  point 
which  caused  great  excitement  at  the 
present  moment  in  connection  with  the 
administration  of  the  law  was  what  was 
ealled  jury -pecking.  All  Englishmen 
loved  fair  play,  and  so  did  he.  He  had 
looked  into  the  matter  to  see  whether 
the  complaint  that  had  been  made  was 
justified.  By  jury-packing  was  popu- 
larly meant  the  exclusion  of  B<)man 
Catholics  who  were  returned  on  the  panel 
from  taking  part  in  trials.  If  it  was 
true  that  practice  existed  he  should  oer- 
taiuly  consider  it  a  disgrace  to  the  law. 
If  Boman  Catholica  were  excluded  be- 
cause th^  were  Horn  an  Catholics— if 
any  sections  of  th^  community  were  ex- 
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eluded  because  of  their  religiousopinions, 
he  RJiouJd  think  it  waa  a  great  injustice, 
and  would  soouot  see  the  whole  system 
swept  away  than  have  such  an  injustioe 
continued.  But  Boman  Catholics  were 
excluded  from  the  jury-box,  not  because 
they  were  Boman  Cathc^cs,  but  beoause 
they  happened  to  belong  to  a  class  whose 
sympathies  were  with  the  accused,  and 
who  might  be  subject  to  intimidation, 
and  for  other  good  reasons.  In  reference 
to  the  framing  of  the  jury  panel  and  the 
setting  aside  of  jurors,  the  law  in  Eng- 
land and  in  Ireland  was  substantially  the 
same.  By  the  9th  of  Geo.  IV.,  the 
claim  of  the  Public  Prosecutor  to  chaU 
lenge  peremptorily  was  negatived ;  but 
this  Proviso  was  added^^that 

'<  It  18  not  to  a09ct  the  power  of  any  Court  to 
order  any  juror  to  stand  aside  until  the  panel 
shall  be  gone  through  at  the  prayer  of  them 
that  prosecute  for  the  King.'* 

In  1798,  at  the  trial  of  Arthur  O'Connor 
at  Maidstone  for  high  treason,  the  num* 
ber  of  challenges  allowed  by  law  to  the 
prisoner  —  namely,  35  —  having  been 
made,  and  25  for  the  Crown,  the  trial 
proceeded.  There  was  a  vigorous  argu- 
ment by  Mr.  Scott,  counsel  for  the  pri- 
soner, and  a  solemn  protest;  but  the 
three  Judges  who  presided  over  the  trial 
allowed  as  unquestionable  the  right  of 
the  Crown.  At  the  trial  in  Ireland  of 
Roger  O'Connor  in  1817  for  the  robbery 
of  the  mail,  the  prisoner  challenged 
peremptorily  to  the  extent  permitted  by 
the  law — namely,  35,  and  there  were  25 
stands-by  on  the  part  of  the  Ctt>wn.  In 
1820  there  was  a  trial  for  high  treason 
in  this  country — that  of  Thistle  wood.  In 
that  case  there  were  25  challenges  for 
the  prisoner  and  26  for  the  Crown.  But 
if  there  was  any  room  for  doubt  it  was 
closed  by  the  case  of  '^  Mansel  v, 
Eegina."  Lord  Campbell,  in  his  judg- 
ment, affirmed  that  of  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench— ^^  That  the  Crown  is 
entitled  as  of  right  to  set  aside  any  juror 
when  called."  He  (Lord  Fitzgerald)  was 
desirous  of  calling  attention  to  some  ex- 
cellently prepared  regulations  issued  July 
5,  1839,  by  the  then  Attorney  General 
fthe  Bight  Hon.  Maziere  Brady)  to  all 
Crown  Solicitors  in  Ireland  to  regulate 
their  conduct  in  exercising  the  right  to 
direct  jurors  to  '*  stand  by."  After 
stating  the  instructions  of  his  immediate 
Predecessors,  Mr.  Brady  added — 

<*  The  main  points  of  those  instructions  ap- 
pear to  me  to  be^first,  that  no  penon  should 
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be  set  aside  by  tbe  Crown  on  account  of  bis 
religious  or  political  opinions ;  and,  secondly, 
tbat  tbe  Crown  Solicitor  should  be  able  in  every 
case  in  which  the  privilege  is  exercised  to  state 
the  grounds  on  which  he  thought  proper  so  to 
exorcise  it.  In  the  propriety  of  these  airections 
I  entirely  concur.  The  first  appears  to  me  to 
be  founded  on  the  most  obvious  principle  of 
policy  and  justice ;  and  the  second  is  consistent 
wish  all  the  rules  which  govern  the  responsi- 
bility of  public  officers." 

After  an  exhaustive  enumeration  of  the 
legal  grounds  of  ohallenge,  he  added — 

"  I  wish  it  to  be  understood  that  the  setting 
aside  of  jurors  by  the  Crown  is  not  to  be  con- 
fined to  cases  in  which  an  aetiial  legal  cause  of 
challenge  could  ultimately  be  established,  and 
I  will  mention  some  instance  in  which  it  appears 
to  me  that  the  privilege  may  be  so  exercised 
with  justice  and  propriety." 

He  instanced,  inter  alia — 

'*  In  cases,  too,  arising  out  of  or  connected 
with  trade  combinations  or  other  confederacies 
of  a  like  character  it  will  be  obviously  impro]>er 
to  leave  on  the  jary  any  person  who  may  be 
known  to  be  himself  engaged  in  the  same  or  a 
similar  association,  or  to  have  given  countenance 
or  encouragement  to  it." 

This  valuable  Oode  of  Instructions, 
worthy  to  be  classed  as  a  State  Paper, 
thus  concluded — 

*'  Tou  must  be  well  aware  that  in  proseouttons 
the  discovery  of  truth  and  the  attainment  of  jus- 
tice are  the  paramount  considerations  to  be  at- 
tended to.  To  these  ends  nothing  can  more 
powerfully  conduce  than  the  impartial  return 
and  selection  of  jurors,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
in  exercising  the  privileges  of  the  Crown  on  this 
subject  you  will  regard  only  the  public  duty 
confided  to  your  charge,  remembering  at  the 
same  time  how  important  it  is  that  the  perform- 
ance of  that  duty  should  be  divested  of  all  ap- 
pearance of  prejudice  <Mr  partiality,  and,  above 
all,  endeavouring  to  secure  that  public  confidence 
in  the  administration  of  justice  which  is  the  best 
guarantee  of  the  peace  and  good  order  of 
society." 

Succeeding  Law  Officers  adopted  those 
instructions.  He  (Lord  Fitzgerald)  him- 
self did  so,  with  some  practical  additions 
as  to  unlawful  combinations ;  and  he  had 
no  doubt  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Ashbourne)  did  the  like  when  he 
filled  the  Office  of  Attorney  General  some 
10  years  since.  It  had  been  contended 
that  jury-packing  existed  because  of  the 
exclusion  of  Eoman  Catholics ;  but  these 
jurors  might  be  set  aside  for  other 
reasons  than  because  they  were  Eoman 
Catholics.  Some  trials  which  excited  a 
good  deal  of  attention  took  place  at 
Sligo,  and  it  was  alleged  that  there  was 
jury-packing  there.  He  had  not  the 
facts  before  him  ;  but,  a  few  weeks  be- 
fore the  Woodford  trial  took  place,  a 
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series  of  articles  began  to  appear  in 
United  Ireland.  In  one  of  those  articles 
it  was  stated  that — 

**  We  look  to  the  Irish  jororv  thiswintcr  is 
teach  this  cowardly,  cut-tlizoat  GoTtrnmeot  of 
ours  a  lesson  never  to  be  forgotten.  The  jarors 
can  do  it,  and  we  dare  swear  they  win.  Our 
Irish  jurors  are  the  one  barrier  that  stands  be- 
tween  us  and  absolute  and  undiluted  despotism. 
What  a  paradise  of  tyrants  the  island  would  be 
if  it  were  not  for  juries !  " 

A  mass  meeting  was  also  held  on  the 
Sunday  before  the  trial,  and  the  speeches 
delitered  at  it  were  charaeterized  by 
more  than  usual  violence.  On  Decern* 
ber  4  United  IreUind  published  an  artide 
concluding  thus — 

**  We  earnestly  exhort  erery  man  among  them 
to  be  at  his  poet.  To  every  man  among  them 
we  Teotnre  to  repeat  the  solemn  eqjoiamect  «l 
his  oath — *  He  shall  well  and  truly  t^  and  a  true 
deliverance  make,  so  help  him  God  in  his  own 
sore  need.'  ** 

This  was  a  direct  appeal  to  the  jurors 
to  find  a  verdict  not  according  to  the 
evidence  or  the  law.  Their  Ixirdships 
must  not  shut  their  eyes  to  the  fact  thai 
in  Ireland  at  present  intimidation  was 
going  on,  and,  along  with  the  intimida- 
tion, punishment  alter  the  trial  took 
place.  They  could  not  forget  the  ca«e 
of  the  Dublin  juror  who  was  nearly 
assassinated  in  the  streets ;  nor  the  cases 
of  two  Cork  merchants —gentlemen  of 
respectability — whom  it  was  attempted 
to  ruin,  because  they  concurred  in  ver- 
dicts which  were  j ust  and  true.  When  a 
man  got  into  the  jury-box,  he  was 
bound,  regardless  of  intimidation  and  of 
all  other  influences  which  might  be 
brought  to  bear  upon  him,  to  do  his 
duty  fearlessly  and  honestly.  If  he  did 
not  do  that  he  did  not  do  what  he  had 
sworn  to  do,  and  he  was  unfit  to  dis- 
charge the  duty  of  a  juryman;  and 
such  a  man  the  Crown  was  bound  to 
direct  to  stand  aside.  He  (Lord  Fitz- 
gerald) had  felt  himself  compeUed  to 
undertake  the  duty  of  bringing  this 
matter  before  their  Lordships,  and  he 
was  obliged  to  the  House  for  having 
allowed  him  to  state  his  views  with 
regard  to  it  at  such  length,  because  he 
thought  that — having  had  an  experience 
of  22  years  in  the  administration  of  the 
Criminal  Law  in  Ireland — he  was  some- 
what qualified  to  state  what  was  the  law 
upon  the  question.  If  in  the  course  of 
his  experience  any  instance  of  the  Public 
Prosecutor  ordering  a  juryman  to  staod 
aside  on  the  ground  of  his  religion  had 
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come  to  his  knowledge,  he  would  have 
made  a  protest  against  it,  and  it  would 
have  been  attended  to.  In  his  opi- 
nion the  Oriminal  Law  in  Ireland  was 
well  and  mercifully  administered.  He 
had  brought  this  question  under  the 
notice  of  Uieir  Lordships  with  the  view; 
not  of  disturbing  the  present  jury  sys- 
tem in  Ireland,  but  of  preventing  mis- 
understanding and  error.  He  begged 
to  conclude  by  asking  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's OovemmeDt  intended  to  propose 
any  alterations  in  those  laws  with  a  view 
the  better  to  secure  the  due  and  impar- 
tial admimstration  of  justice  ? 

LoBD  BEAM  WELL  said,  that  before 
the  Question  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Fitzgerald)  was  answered 
ho  wished'  to  make  a  few  observations 
with  regard  to  the  subject  to  which  it 
referred.  The  statements  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  with  regard  to  the 
Criminal  Law  of  Ireland  required  nocon- 
firmation.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
however,  had  referred  to  the  Criminal 
Law  of  England ;  and  as  he  himself  had 
been  concerned  in  the  administration  of 
that  law  for  a  long  period,  he  desired  to 
say  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
accurately  stated  the  law  in  this  country 
with  regard  to  the  right  of  the  Grown 
to  direct  jurors  to  stand  by.  Upon  this 
point  he  should  like  to  refer  to  the  case 
of*' The  Queen  r.  Mansel."  In  that 
case  the  prisoner  was  indicted  for 
murder,  and  the  jurors  on  the  jury 
panel  had  been  selected  from  two  locali- 
ties— namely,  from  the  town  of  Maid- 
stone, and  from  Bochester  and  Chatham. 
It  was  known  at  the  time  that  there 
existed  at  Hochester  and  Chatham  a 
club  with  which  a  large  number  of  the 
inhabitants  were  connected,  the  mem- 
bers of  which  had  expressed  a  strong 
objection  to  capital  punishment,  and 
who  had  stated  that  if  they  were  placed 
in  the  jury-box  in  a  case  in  which  the 
offence  charged  was  a  capital  one  they 
would  not  find  the  accused  guilty  of 
murder  as  long  as  capital  punishment 
was  enforced.  That  being  the  condition 
of  things,  the  Counsel  for  the  Crown  in 
the  case  in  question  had  felt  it  to  be 
their  duty  to  keep  the  Eochester  and 
Chatham  men  out  of  the  jury-box,  while 
the  Counsel  for  the  prisoner  was  natu- 
I'ally  anxious  to  get  them  into  it.. 
Accordingly,  the  prisoner's  Counsel 
peremptorily  challenged  85  Maidstone 
jurymen,  and  the  Counsel  for  the  Crown 


had  all  Bochester  and  Chatham  jury- 
men  directed  to  stand  by.  The  result 
was  that  there  were  fewer  than  12  men 
to  go  into  the  jury-box.  The  power  of 
the  Crown  to  direct  any  other  Rochester 
or  Chatham  man  to  stand  aside  was 
then  gone,  because  the  Crown  could  not 
exercise  its  right  to  direct  jurors  to  stand 
aside  in  such  a  manner  that  the  trial 
could  not  take  place.  In  this  state  of 
things  a  Bochester  man  was  called.  The 
Counsel  for  the  Crown  called  upon  him 
to  stand  by,  and  objection  was  taken  on 
the  part  of  the  prisoner  that  they  had 
no  power  to  order  him  to  stand  by. 
Just  at  that  moment  a  jury  which  had 
previously  retired  to  consider  their  ver- 
dict returned  into  Court,  and  from 
among  them  a  sufficient  number  of 
Maidstone  men  were  obtained  to  make 
up  the  jury  in  the  murder  rase,  not- 
withstanding the  objection  of  the 
Counsel  for  the  prisoner  that  the  Bo- 
chester man  ought  to  have  been  allowed 
to  go  into  the  box.  The  accused 
haying  been  found  guilty,  the  matter 
was  made  the  subject  of  a  Writ  of  Error, 
and  both  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
and  the  Exchequer  Chamber  held  that 
the  Counsel  for  the  Crown  were  within 
their  right.  The  reason  of  the  Counsel 
for  the  Crown  acting  as  they  did  was 
not  before  these  Courts;  but  no  one 
doubted  or  complained  that  if  the  Crown 
had  the  right,  its  Counsel  had  only  done 
their  duty  in  keeping  out  of  the  jury-box 
those  whom  they  had  reason  to  believe 
would  give  a  wrong  verdict  for  wrong 
reasons.  If  that  was  a  case  of  jury- 
packing  it  was  one  of  packing  into  the 
jury-box  men  who  would  do  their  duty. 
The  12  men  who  were  ultimately  got 
into  the  jury-box  were  men  against 
whom  no  objection  could  be  taken,  folp 
if  any  could  have  been,  it  would  have 
been  done  by  a  challenge  by  the  pri- 
soner for  cause. 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOB  of 
IBELAND  (Lord  Ashbourne)  said,  no 
one  was  better  entitled  to  speak  on  the 
subject  of  the  Irish  Jury  Law  than  the 
noble  and  learned  Lf>rd  opposite  (Lord 
Fitzgerald),  who  had  spoken  vrith  a 
full  knowledge  of —and  from  a  long  and 
honourable  connection  with— the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  in  Ireland  with 
all  the  strength  of  knowledge,  and  with 
all  the  earnestness  of  conviction.  It 
was  difficult  to  overrate  the  important 
bearing  which  this  question  of    trial 
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by  jury  had  upon  the  presenration  of 
law  and  order  in  Ireland.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  stated  with  un- 
answerable truth  that  the  jury  system 
in  Ireland  was  in  all  its  great  essentials 
the  tame  as  that  of  England  and  of 
Scotland.  That  was  a  statement  which 
would  face  the  light  of  day  with  un- 
mistakable clearness,  and  which  could 
not  be  challenged  by  anyone  haviog 
any  real  acquaintance  with  the  subject. 
The  actual  working  out  and  details  of 
the  jury  system  in  Ireland  was  founded 
on  Lord  O'Hagan's  Act.  He  agreed 
with  his  noble  Friend  in  the  tribute 
which  he  had  paid  to  the  motives  of  the 
late  Lord  O'Hagan ;  but,  unfortunately, 
it  was  admittcMl  by  all  who  had  any 
knowledge  of  the  administration  of  the 
law  in  Ireland  that  Lord  0*Hagan's 
statute  introduced  a  system  which  had 
most  seriouUy  interfered  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  that  country. 
That  was  unquestionably  not  the  inten- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord,  whose  motives 
were  good,  upright,  and  pure.  But  the 
effbct  of  the  Act  when  it  first  became 
law  was  to  encumber  the  books  with  a 
great  mass  of  jurors,  many  of  whom 
were  is^norant,  many  liable  to  the  influ- 
ence of  terror,  many  liable  to  have  their 
judgment  distorted  by  sympathy  with 
the  accused  whom  they  were  to  try. 
The  only  means  left  of  coping  with  that 
state  of  things  was  the  cumbrous  power 
of  changing  the  venue,  and  also  a  power 
which  existed  in  the  Grown  in  England 
as  well  as  in  Ireland  from  the  earliest 
time,  the  power  of  telling  persons  who 
came  to  take  the  oath  to  stand  by.  One 
would  think,  from  what  was  said  by  those 
who  ought  to  know  better,  that  that  power 
was  a  creation  of  the  last  few  months  or 
years.  Not  to  go  to  the  earliest  times, 
but  only  to  the  starting  point  when  Lord 
O'Hagan's  Act  was  passed,  in  187 1,  that 
power  was  familiar  to  everyone  who 
knew  anything  about  the  subject.  After 
Lord  O'Hagan's  Act  was  first  passed  it 
was  common  at  Assizes  after  Assizes,  and 
he  had  seen  it  himself,  to  have  50,  60, 
80,  90,  and  100  persons  repeatedly 
ordered  to  stand  by,  not  in  cases  in- 
volving political  prejudice  or  passion, 
but  in  ordinary  oases,  in  order  to  get  a 
jury  which  could  be  relied  upon  to  do 
their  duty  in  a  fair  and  decent  way.  He 
spoke  openly  and  publicly,  and  he 
asserted  that  was  a  statement  which 
could  not   be  controverted  by  anyone 
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acquainted  with  the  elements  of  fiie 
question.  He  was  speaking  of  eommon 
instances  which  had  occurred  TO  or  13 
years  ago — before  the  amending  Act  of 
1876  was  passed.  Take  the  case  of  the 
Phcenix  Park  murder  trisL  under  the 
Administration  of  Lord  Spencer,  after 
the  amending  Act  of  1876.  What  men  in 
the  oommunity  would  dare  to  say  they 
sympathized  with  the  murdera?  Oould 
any  man  suggest  a  case  in  which  it 
should  have  been  easier  in  any  state  of 
society  to  get  12  men  into  the  box  who 
could  be  trusted  to  do  what  was  Cifr 
between  man  and  man  over  these  brutal 
and  disgraceful  murderers  f  And  yet  in 
1882,  or  the  beginning  of  18SS,  when 
that  trial  took  place  with  a  special  jury 
panel,  what  occurred?  The  trial  wad 
conducted  by  Mr.  Porter,  the  then  At- 
torney General  and  the  present  Master  of 
the  Bolls  in  Ireland,  than  whom  a  more 
able  man  never  conducted  acaseasOrown 
Counsel  or  presided  as  Judge  upon  the 
Bench.  When  that  trial  took  plaee  in 
Oreea  8treet,  with  a  special  jury  panel 
of  200  names,  it  was  felt  to  be  abso- 
lutely necessary,  to  enable  the  Grown 
to  get  together  a  jury  that  oonld  be 
trusted  to  perform  its  duty  independ- 
ently, fairly,  and  free  from  influences 
that  should  not  enter  a  j  ury-box,  to  order 
30, 40«  and  50  persons  to  stand  by.  With 
the  fecent  Sligo  case  everyone  was  fami- 
liar. The  Crown  ordered  17,  57,  12,  9, 
and  26  jurors  to  stand  aside,  and  he  had 
no  doubt  that  in  this  case  the  Crown 
Solicitor  was  led  by  a  strict  sense  of 
duty,  by  the  one  object  of  endeavouring 
to  secure  a  fair  and  impartial  trial.  In> 
deed,  no  one  had  ever  argued  that  there 
was  placed  on  those  juries  a  single  indi- 
vidual who  was  not  a  fair,  honouraUs, 
and  upright  man.  All  that  could  be 
allegea  was  that  certain  men  were  told 
to  stand  aside  whom  those  who  bad 
special  sympathies  with  the  priscnfters 
would  have  preferred  to  serve  on  the 
juries.  In  the  late  Dublin  prosecutions 
only  28  were  told  to  stand  aside,  and  yel 
a  result  was  not  secured  by  the  agree- 
ment of  the  jury.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  shown  an  anxiety  not  to  say 
anything  which  might  east  a  refleetion 
on  the  system  associated  with  Lord 
O'Hagan's  name;  but  he  though  he 
had  attributed  too  much  weight  to  the 
effect  of  the  changes  recommended  by 
the  Lords'  Committee  of  1874.  TbcFf 
thought  they  might  improves  the  poei- 
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Hon  by  raieiiig  the  qualification.  His 
mAAe  and  learned  Friend  thought  thej 
had  largely  succeeded.  He  could  not 
agree  with  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend.  There  was  an  improvement, 
but  it  was  not  a  very  substantial  one. 
Evils  which  previously  existed  were 
found  still  to  survive,  and  accordingly 
the  next  Committee,  that  of  the  Marquess 
of  Lansdowne  in  1881,  reported  a  state 
of  things  to  exist  which  showed  that 
the  jury  system,  with  their  amendments, 
still  presented  features  which  required 
veiy  cautious  examination.  The  consti- 
tution of  the  Committee  of  1881  was 
very  important.  It  consisted  of  Mem- 
bers of  their  Lordships'  House,  to  whose 
judgment  they  would  pay  respect,  as 
well  as  to  their  desire  of  doing  what  was 
just  and  right.  The  then  Lord  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  (Earl  Spenoer)  and 
Lord  Carlingford — then  Lord  Privy 
Seal — ^were  Members  of  the  Committee, 
took  an  active  part  in  its  proceedingd, 
and  agreed  in  all  its  recommendations. 
One  of  the  strong  views  formed  by  the 
Committee  on  the  evidence  was  thus 
expressed  in  paragraph  17— 

*'In  cases  where  the  disturbing  element 
enters,  though  the  criminal  may  have  been  de- 
tooted  baring  uDon  bis  person  traces  wbicb 
would  leave  no  aoubt  as  to  bis  guilt,  though 
bis  identity  may  have  been  clearly  establisbed, 
the  jury  have  again  and  again  disagreed  and 
found  a  verdict  of  acquittal.'* 

Among  the  recommendations,  which 
were  numerous,  were  these: — (1)  Pro- 
posals to  facilitate  changes  of  venue  and 
for  obtaining  special  juries;  (2)  Sum- 
mary jurisdiction  in  cases  of  rioting, 
aggravated  assaults,  forcible  possession, 
assaults  on  process  servers  and  agents 
of  the  law,  threatening  letters,  and  in- 
timidation. He  (Lord  Ashbourne)  had 
no  doubt  that  the  Committee  arrived  at 
those  conclusions  from  a  consideration 
of  the  evils  they  had  to  cope  with  and  of 
the  danger  of  having  men  on  the  jury 
panel  who  were  warped  by  sympathy, 
men  liable  to  intimidation— in  fact,  men 
who  would  not  have  the  independence 
which  every  juryman  should  possess, 
and  therefore  not  able  to  discharge  their 
duty  with  that  sense  of  responsibility 
which  every  juryman  should  bring  to 
the  task.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
recommendation  of  the  power  of  sum- 
mary jurisdiction  was  given,  to  a  certain 
extent,  to  relieve  the  jury  system  by  re- 
moving certain  cases  from  the  purview 
of  Junes,  and  also  because  it  was  thought 
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desirable  for  the  administration  of  justice 
and  the  due  maintenance  of  law  and 
order  that  there  should  be  in  that 
class  of  cases  some  quick  and  summary 
punishment  —  say  a  certain  punish- 
ment of  six  months'  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour,  as  more  deterrent  to 
the  persons  likely  to  indulge  in  such 
practices  than  the  dread  of  a  long  period 
of  penal  servitude  which  would  depend 
upon  a  jury  which  could  not  be  relied 
upon  to  convict.  Those  recommenda- 
tions had,  from  time  to  time,  been 
brought  to  public  notice ;  they  had  more 
or  less  been  embodied  in  temporary  Acta 
of  Parliament,  and,  while  in  existence, 
they  had  worked  well ;  and  there  could 
be  no  doubt  but  that,  seeing  what  had 
taken  place  in  Lreland  in  recent  years, 
the  extra  powers  were  necessary.  Had 
the  system  improved  since  1881  ?  He 
did  not  believe  that  anyone  who  had 
listened  to  the  speech  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  or  had  any  knowledffe 
of  the  state  of  things  in  Ireland,  could 
have  anv  doubt  as  to  the  answer  which 
should  be  given  to  that  question.  It 
was  very  desirable  to  know  what  had 
been  the  teaching  of  the  Naticmalist 
Press  in  Ireland  in  reference  to  jury 
adminihtration  in  that  country.  He 
would  not  weary  their  Lordships  with 
many  quotations;  but  those  he  did 
read  would  show  under  what  difficulties 
juries  had  to  act  in  Ireland.  The  first 
was  from  Tht  Irish  World  of  Deoember 
18,  1886— 

'*  An  honestly  selected  jury  of  Irishmen  could 
not  and  would  not  convict  any  Irisbman  of  a 

political    offence    against   British  law 

Irisbmen  ougbt  not  and  would  not  assist  in  the 
administration  of  laws  made  by  foreigners  and 
enemies  in  a  foreign  country,  and  made  for  the 
purpose  of  exterminating  tiie  Iririi  race.  Tbe 
people  of  Sligo,  for  example,  will  not  say  that 
tbe  Woodford  farmers  were  *  guilty '  in  resist- 
ing Clanricarde*8  attempt  to  drive  them  out  of 
their  homes,  or  that  John  Dillon  was  *  guilty ' 
in  advitdng  them  to  resist.  No  one  in  SHi^o 
would  say  such  action  or  speech  was  a  crime, 
except  tbe  small  minority  of  Loyalists." 

That  was  the  kind  of  teaching  and  the 
sort  of  spirit  in  the  presence  of  which 
juries  in  Ireland  were  called  upon  to  do 
their  duty  as  honest  and  upright  citizens. 
That  teaching  required  to  be  very  vigi- 
lantly watched,  and  every  encourage- 
ment should  be  given  to  juries  who 
wonld  try  to  rise  above  it  The  second 
quotation  he  wished  to  make  was  from 
United  Ireland  of  tlm  *iOth  of  November, 
1886,  and  was  as  follows  ;— 
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'*  We  look  to  the  Irish  jurors  this  winter  to 
teach  this  cowardly,  CQt*throat  Government  of 
ours  a  lesson  never  to  be  forgotten.    The  jurors 

can  do  it,  and  we  dare  swear  they  will 

He  (the  juror)  is  responsible  only  to  his  own 
conscience  and  to  his  country  for  his  verdict. 
He  tries  and  is  tried,  and  as  he  judges  others 
he  shall  himself  be  judged.** 

Their  Lordships  would  be  able  now  to 
realize  Bomething  of  the  great  difficulty 
til  at  was  experienced  fn  Ireland  in  get- 
ting an  independent  jury  to  fearlessly 
Serforra  their  duty  ;  and  they  would 
oubtless  have  some  sympathy  with 
jurors  who,  after  an  honest  attempt  to 
perform  their  duty  uprightly,  returned 
to  their  homes  witn  such  statements  as 
that  confronting  them.  Another  extract 
he  wished  to  read  was  the  following, 
from  an  article  in  United  Ireland  of 
December  4,  1 886,  under  the  heading  of 
**  A  True  Deliverance  "  : — 

•*  On  the  juror's  shoulders  the  entire  power 
of  deciding,  the  entire  responsibility  of  the  de- 
cision, is  oast.  Whom  he  binds  shall  be  bound ; 
whom  he  looseos  shall  go  free.  The  Judge's 
claim  to  bind  the  iuror's  conscience  by  subtle 
legal  technicalities  has  no  root  in  the  Constitu- 
tion. The  juror  has  taken  no  oath  to  yield 
obedience  to  his  directions ;  there  is  no  power 
in  the  State  to  compel  his  obedience.  The 
*  guilty  *  or  the  *  not  guilty '  of  the  jury  is  irre- 
vocable and  irresistible,  let  the  tfudge  storm 
as  he  may  in  impotent  malice.  The  most 
powerful  Government  and  the  most  tyrannical 
cannot  touch  a  hair  of  the  prisoner's  head  while 
a  single  resolute  and  upright  juror  stands  be- 
tween him  and  its  victim.  This  is  the  law — 
this  in  England  is  the  practice.  England  dates 
some  of  the  most  splendid  triumphs  of  her  Con- 
stitution from  the  resolute  refusal  of  jurors  to 
submit  to  judicial  dictation.  Hitherto  the 
Judges  have  managed  to  shroud  the  delibera- 
tions in  the  jury-box  in  a  veil  of  mystery, 
which  has  been  a  strong  incentive  to  the  form 
of  intimidation  to  which  we  advert.  The  per- 
secuting majority  in  the  lury-box  might  pose 
as  patriots  outside  if  so  msposed.  The  Judge 
commands  the  strictest  secrecy.  The  juror 
may  retort — *  I  cannot  find  it  in  my  oath/  lliere 
is  no  word  of  secrecy  in  the  oath.  The  Grand 
Jurors— it  may  be  in  the  interest  of  genteel 
jobbery— pledge  themselves  that  *  their  fellow 
jurors*  counsel  they  shall  not  disclose.*  The 
petit  juror  binds  himself  by  no  such  pledge. 
The  marked  omission  of  the  words  would  be  in 
itself  an  express  denial  of  the  existence  of  such 
an  obligation  of  silence,  and  it  may  well  be  that 
the  white  lig^t  of  public  opinion  and  the  hot 
fire  of  public  odium  are  the  best  remedy  for  the 
monstrous  abuses  that  have  sprung  up  in  the 
jury-box  under  the  shelter  of  the  judicially 
imposed  darkness.  The  most  besotted  and 
bl(K>dthi»ty  juror  will,  we  fancy,  moderate  his 
eagerness  for  conviction  if  he  knows  there  is  a 
rignt  of  appeal  from  the  dark  security  of  the 
jury-box  to  the  calm  judgment  of  his  neighbours 
in  the  world  outside.*' 

What  was  the  meaning  of  that  extract  ? 
2j)rd  Ashbourne 


Was  not  the  first  part  of  it  aa  intimatioii 
to  jurors  to  disregard  the  ruling  of  the 
Judge  on  matters  of  law — to  act  in  a 
certain  direction  regardless  of  what  the 
law  was  ?  And  was  not  the  seeond  part 
of  it  an  encouragement  to  drag  forth 
from  the  privacy  which  should  be  the 
protection  of  a  jurj  the  names  of  those 
men  who  were  sufficiently  courageous  to 
try  to  do  their  duty  in  a  conscientious 
and  independent  manner  r  Theee,  then, 
were  the  conditions  imder  which  they 
had  at  the  present  time  to  administdr 
the  law  in  Ireland.  Mr.  John  O'Connor, 
M.P.,  speaking  in  front  of  the  Court 
House,  Cork,  on  the  2nd  of  December^ 
1886,  said— 

*' Justice  has  been  polluted  within  the  lour 
walls  of  the  building  (pointing  to  the  Court 
House),  and  we  are  here  to-night  to  see  that 
if  Tim  Hurley  is  put  upon  his  trial  he  must 
haTe  and  shall  have  justiee,  or  wo  will  koow 

for  what We  Cork  men autk 

insist  that  Cork  jurors  will  not  be  made  the 
tools  of  Mr.  Peter  O'Brien  and  the  CasUe.'' 

It  required  a  great  deal  of  courage  for 
a  jury  calmly  to  enter  upon  deliberation 
and  openly  to  discharge  their  duty 
when  tkis  was  the  kiud  of  atmosphere 
that  was  sought  to  be  created  around 
them,  and  when  this  was  the  kind  of 
welcome  which  was  promised  them 
when  they  left  the  jury-box  and  returned 
to  their  homes.  Were  it  necessary,  he 
could  weary  their  Lordships  with  the 
number  of  cases  in  which  juries  had  dis- 
agreed or  had  acquitted  prisoners  in 
face  of  the  strongest  evidence  and  the 
most  clear  judicial  guidance  and  warn- 
ing. It  was  sufficient  for  him  to  direct 
their  attention  to  the  case  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  referred  to,  which  took 
place  before  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  at  the 
Clare  Assizes,  and  had  just  been  reported 
in  The  Times,  In  the  words  of  the  Judge 
—as  able,  upright,  and  independent  a 
Judge  as  there  was  on  the  Irish  Bench 
— it  was  a  failure  of  justice,  in  spite, 
presumably,  of  the  clearest  evidence. 
The  Counsel  for  the  Crown  brought 
under  the  attention  of  the  Judge  the  fact 
that  there  were  similar  cases  yet  to  be 
tried  ;  and  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  said  that, 
having  regard  to  what  took  place  on  the 
previous  day,  it  was  his  filxed  opinion  that 
nothing  but  a  complete  failure  of  justice 
would  ensue  if  the  cases  were  hearid,  and 
accordingly  the  cases  were  postponed  to 
the  next  Assizes.  No  jurors  could  be 
blamed  if  they  felt  anxious  after  the  treat- 
ment which  someof  them  bad  received  for 

Digitized  by  VJ^VJViC 


1249 


IrOand^Th  {Makch  4,  1887} 


Jury  LawB. 


1250 


acting  independently  and  with  a  regard 
to  the  loyalty  of  their  oath.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  referred  to  the 
treatment  to  which  jurors  in  Ireland 
were  subjected  who  had  sought  to 
do  their  duty.  Let  their  Lordships 
take  the  Sligo  case,  in  regard  to 
which  it  had  been  openly  stated 
that  the  Boman  Catholic  jurors  had 
been  sought  out  for  the  purpose  of 
being  Boycotted.  Even  two  triers — 
men  who,  under  the  direction  of  the 
Judge,  performed  the  function  of  ascer- 
taining whether  the  panel  was  con- 
stmcted  according  to  law,  had  been  sub- 
jected to  erery  form  of  abuse— their 
names  had  been  published  broadcast, 
and  things  done  which  was  certainly 
not  intended  to  add  to  their  comfort. 
Moreover,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  referred  to  what  took  place  in  Cork. 
A  notice  was  sent  to  the  farmers  of 
Kerry,  which  showed  the  methods  of  in- 
timidation which  were  adopted.  It  was 
an  absolute  threat  of  outrage  in  cases 
where  jurors  endeavoured  to  discharge 
honestly  the  obligations  of  their  oath. 
The  notice  was  as  follows : — 

**  To  the  farmers  of  Kerry.— At  the  late  Cork 
Winter  ABSuies  a  large  number  of  men  were 
convicted  of  charges  of  *'  moonlighting  "  on  the 
nokorioudy  false  evidence  of  pmice  witnesses. 
Among  the  pliant  jurors  who  did  the  work  of 
the  drown  were  to  be  found  two  Kerry  men, 

viz., and ,  with  whom  the  people  of 

Kerry  have  had  extensive  dealings  in  the  butter 
trade.  Farm^s  of  Kerry,  will  you  continue 
dving  the  coming  season  to  send  butter  to 
these  worse  than  horrid  men  P  You  have  other 
men  in  the  Cork  Butter  Exchange  in  your  own 
connty  who  would  disdain  to  do  the  dirty  work 

which and have  done,  and  why  not 

patronize  them  instead  P  If  you  don't  do  as  re- 
qmsted  and  Boycott  those  of  the  Crown  you  will 
be  ooeroed  into  doing  so.  Do  it  voluntarily  or 
severe  measures  will  be  taken  to  eompel  you. 
There  are  plenty  of  men  still  inKeriy  prepared 

to  follow  in  the  footsteps  of  those  whom 

sad-  ■  -have  helped  to  send  to  a  convict  cell, 
and  who  win  not  sU<^  at  trifles  to  obtain  re- 
venge.—(Signed)  Captain  Moonlight." 

It  was  in  this  way  that  jurors  were  in- 
timidated by  adopting  every  means  to 
make  the  lives  of  those  who  honestly 
discharged  their  duties  a  burden  to 
them.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
(Lord  Ashbourne)  thought  it  was  plain 
that  the  present  jxiry  system  in  Ireland 
was  open  to  the  charges  that  had  been 
suggested  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend ;  it  did  not  secure  the  due  and 
adequate  administration  of  the  law  that 
was  called  for  in  the  interests  of  the 

VOL.  CCOXI.    [thiup  skbies] 


country.  Take  the  murders  that  had 
recently  occurred  in  Southern  Counties ; 
if  men  were  returned  for  trial  no  one 
could,  under  the  present  jury  system, 
anticipate  results  which  would  satisfy 
the  requirements  of  public  justice.  Take 
the  system  of  Boycotting  which  was  pre- 
valent in  so  many  parts  of  Ireland.  The 
system  was  cowardly,  mean,  inhuman, 
and  brutal ;  it  was  a  scandal  and  a  dis- 
grace to  the  people  who  were  a  party  to 
it.  It  was  a  gangrene  that  eat  into  the 
moral  life  of  the  nation  ;  it  was  a  cancer, 
that  undermined  all  respect  for  the  law. 
The  cases  were  so  numerous  that  it  was 
difficult  to  make  selections.  In  the 
Gurtin  case  Boycotting  had  amounted  to 
a  prolonged  agony  of  oarbarism  against 
a  family  whose  solitary  offence  was  that 
the  head  of  the  family  had  been  coldly 
murdered — the  husband  in  the  presence 
of  his  wife,  and  the  father  in  the  presence 
of  his  children.  There  was  absolutely 
no  other  reason  to  be  assigned  for  the 
horrible  conduct  towards  the  family. 
Take  the  case  at  Mitchelstown  of  Lady 
Kingston,  who  had  displayed  indomit- 
able courage  while  exposed  to  great  in- 
justice. According  to  all  evidence,  the 
estate  had  been  well-managed,  and  she 
had  been  distinguished  for  uie  kindness 
she  had  shown  to  the  tenants ;  who 
were  satisfied  until  they  were  got  at  by 
agitators,  and  since  then  Lady  Kingston 
had  been  subjected  to  Boycotting,  which 
she  was  living  through  with  courage 
and  determination.  She  had  already 
succeeded  in  breaking  some  of  those 
who  had  Boycotted  her.  Take  the  case 
of  the  unfortunate  man  Murphy,  who, 
having  been  murdered,  had  with  diffi- 
culty been  laid  in  the  grave  within  the 
last  few  days.  He  was  murdered  for 
reasons  which  he  himself  could  not  guess 
or  speculate  about,  regardless  of  the 
agony  and  despair  of  those  made  a 
widow  and  orphans.  No  wonder  there 
were  discontent  and  dissatisfaction  at 
such  a  state  of  things  existing  and  being 

Permitted  to  exist  in  Ireland.  It  would 
e  startling  to  make  the  discovery  that 
such  a  state  of  things  existed  in  a  civi- 
lized country.  Was  it  not  appalling 
that,  with  such  a  state  of  things,  delayd 
were  encouraged  and  pretexts  were  put 
forward  to  prevent  remedies  being  ap- 
plied? Those  who,  by  speech  or  by 
letter,  endeavoured  to  postpone  the  time 
when  such  a  state  of  things  could  be 
adequately  grappled  with,  could  not  be 
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startled  if  a  harsh  and  dear  judgment 
was  passed  on  their  acts.  The  fact  that 
the  jury  system  was  the  pivot  of  law  and 
order,  and  of  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice in  Ireland  gave  value  and  interest 
to  this  discussion,  and  the  jury  system 
was  almost  paralyzed.  Men  who  ex- 
cused this  state  of  facts  must  be  taken 
to  be  palliators.  It  was  sought  to  jus- 
tify these  facts  by  stating  that  an  excuse 
was  to  be  found  m  some  rents  beinff  too 
high,  and  that  it  would  be  possiDie  in 
some  cases  if  landlords  chose  to  exact 
rents  that  were  too  high.  One  did  not 
Imow  what  words  to  use  that  would 
adequately  describe  a  suggestion  of  this 
kind  offered  as  an  excuse.  Was  it  not 
notorious  that  the  landlords  had  cimried 
concession  to  such  a  point  that  they 
could  hardly  go  further.  Oould  you 
point  to  a  property  of  any  kind  in  Ire- 
land where  the  sole  question  was,  not 
whether  there  was  concession,  but 
how  much  the  concession  had  been? 
The  Irish  landlords  did  not  need  any 
defence  from  him ;  they  found  their  de- 
fence in  the  convictions  of  every  honest 
and  fair-minded  man.  They  had  been 
kindp  forbearing,  and  considerate.  They 
had  shown  in  this  present  crisis,  where- 
ever  it  was  needed,  and  over  and  over 
again  where  it  was  not  needed,  every 
desire  to  make  the  fullest  and  the  most 
ample  concession.  It  was  said  these 
scandals  existed  because  Ireland  had 
not  Home  Eule.  That  was  not  only 
nonsense,  but  it  was  criminal  nonsense. 
If  a  people  broke  some  of  the  Ten  Oom- 
mandments,  that  was  no  reason  why  you 
should  hand  over  to  them  the  power  of 
having  no  Commandments  at  all.  It 
was  a  very  novel  way  of  dealing  with 
crime  to  say  you  would  not  deal  with 
crime  until  you  had  done  something  to 
satisfy  those  who  committed  crimes. 
The  Government  had  acted  and  would 
act  with  determination  and  cour^^ 
with  such  powers  as  were  at  their  dis- 
posal ;  and  they  would,  when  the  oppor- 
tunity was  offered  them,  and  when  it 
was  permitted  to  them,  ask  for  such 
further  powers  as  they  might  think 
necessary.  When  they  had  those  further 
powers  they  would  use  them  with  a 
sense  of  justice,  with  fairness,  with  firm- 
ness, and  with  courage.  His  noble  and 
learned  Friend  asked  whether  the  GK>- 
vernment  intended  to  submit  any  pro- 
posals to  Parliament,  and  his  answei 
was  that  when  the  Qovemment  got  the  I 
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opportunity — wbieh  seemed  to  be  sedu- 
lously denied  them  by  those  who  knew 
better — ^they  would  be  ready  to  submit 
proposals  which  would  enable  crime  to 
be  punished,  and  thus  restore  law  and 
order  in  Ireland  where  they  had  been 
interfered  with.  And  of  this  he  was 
confident,  that  when  the  OovfT:i:aent 
did  submit  these  proposals  thoy  would 
be  sustained  by  the  entire  public  opiaion 
of  the  country,  which  had  watched  the 
proceedings  that  were  now  going  on, 
understood  the  difficulty  of  the  sitoatioii, 
and  was  determined  that  in  this  matter 
justice  and  right  should  be  done. 

EaTPT— THE    NATIVE    EOTPnAN 
ARMY. 

HOTIOK  FOR  A  PAPBB. 

Thb  Earl  of  HAERO  WBT,  in  rising 
to  move  for  a  Return  of  a — 

*^  Despatch  addrested  to  Sir  H.  Dromnoad 
Wolff  by  Lieutenant-Colonel  Parr  from  tiie 
headquarteTB  of  the  E^ptian  Army  at  Cairo, 
dated  17  January,  1886,  in  referenee  to  Ae 
•ffioienoy  and  gallantry  «l  the  native  E^ryptiah 
troops,  and  the  friendly  relations  now  ei^tsliag 
between  the  English  officers  serving  in  tha 
army  of  the  Eheaive  and  the.native  officers  and 
men," 

8aid,he  had  observed  that  in  nmnj  quar- 
ters there  was  a  diapoaition  to  regard  the 
fellaheen  as  mere  beasts  of  buraen  and 
poor  and  worthless  oreatures ;  and  the 
despatch  he  moved  for  conveyed  'a  very 
different  and  far  more  accurate  view  of 
the  labouring  population  of  Egypt.  It 
showed  that  the  great  mass  of  the  Na* 
tive  Troops  were  strong  and  vigurous, 
and  that  the  class  from  which  they  were 
drawn  might  be  safely  trusted  to  defend 
their  country.  He  ventured  to  suggest 
that  the  paper  was  well  worthy  their 
IiOTdships'  consideration  and  study.  If 
they  did  that  it  would  enable  them  to 
remedy  two  injustices  which  had  been 
done — one,  the  injustice  to  the  Native 
Egyptian  vrorking  di^  as  a  material 
for  a  real  solid  army,  and  the  other  to 
the  distinguished  !British  officers  who 
had  created  a  Native  Army.  The  Paper 
would  tend  very  much  to  remove  that 
feeling  of  hopelessness  about  Egypt 
Vfhich  vras  in  the  public  mind  of  this 
country,  at  any  rate  upon  one  important 
point— that  a  Native  Army  .might  be 
raised  from  a  sound,  soUd,  reliable 
agricultural  class  which  were  capable^ 
under  proper  management,  of  defending 
their  own  country.     He  hoped,  in  cqh- 
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durion,  that  It  would  not  be  supposed 
that  in  saying  this  he  wished  to  accele- 
rate the  departure  of  the  English  troops 
from  Egypt.  He  considered  nothing 
could  be  more  foolish  on  the  part  of  any* 
hody  who  wished  success  to  English 
interests  in  Egypt  to  constantly  suggest 
llieir  possible  sudden  departure. 

"  Despatch  addressed  to  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff  ¥y  Lieutenant-Colonel  Parr  from  tiie 
liMdqitarterR  of  the  Egyptian  Army  at  Oairo, 
dated  17th  January,  1S86|  in  reference  to  the 
efficiency  and  gallantry  of  the  native  Egyptian 
troops,  and  the  friendly  relations  now  existing 
between^the  English  officers  serving  in  the  army 
of  the  Khedive  and  the  native  officers  and 
men.'*— (I%e  BarlofHarrowby.) 

The  PEIME  MINISTER  ato  SE- 
OEETARY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury): I  hope  that  my  noble  Friend 
will  not  press  his  Motion,  because  I  am 
informed  that  the  despatch  has  been  laid 
on  the  Table  quite  recently,  and  there- 
fore it  will  be  open  to  your  Lordships  to 
examine  it.  I  quite  agree  in  the 
motives  which  have  induced  my  noble 
Friend  to  urge  that  this  despatch  should 
be  more  read.  A  very  great  injustice 
has  I5een  done  to  the  lellaheen  un- 
doubtedly in  the  past.  I  remember  one 
battle,  I  think  El  Teb — one  of  the  early 
battles  on  the  coast  of  the  Red  Sea— in 
which  some  of  those  who  reported  the 
action  spoke  of  the  fellaheen  as  beinff 
men  who  were  destitute  of  the  nature^ 
instinct  which  all  other  men  possessed 
of  defending  their  own  country  and  their 
own  Hves.  They  were  said  to  lay  down 
their  arms  and  submit  themselves  to  be 
slaughtered  without  resistance.  What- 
ever the  justification  for  that  particular 
report  may  be,  I  agree  that  this  des- 
patch to  which  my  noble  Friend  refers, 
and  the  intelligence  we  generally  re- 
ceive, justifies  us  in  believing  that  that 
is  not  a  fair  description  of  the  labouring 
population  of  E^pt ;  that  they  have  as 
much  courage  m  the  defence  of  their 
own  homes  and  their  own  interests,  if 
they  are  allowed  by  good  government  to 
gain  an  affection  for  those  homes  and 
interests,  as  any  other  race  of  men ;  and 
Ihat  under  the  guidance  of  British 
officers  and  with  proper  discipline  they 
wiHmake  very  gooa,  reliable,  honest, 
and  brave  troops.  The  more  I  think 
that  OUT  officers  are  acquainted  with  the 
people  of  Egypt,  the  more  highly  do 
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they  value  the  qualities  which  those 
people  possess ;  but  unfortunately  many 
years—I  may  almost  say  many  centuries 
— of  misgovemment  have  condemned 
them  to  obscurity. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  mth- 
drawn* 

WALES  (OHimCH  OF  ENGLAND)-BE. 
VENUE    OF    ECCLESIASTICAL    PRO- 
PERTY.— MOTION  FOR  A  RETURN. 
The  Earl  of  POWIS  moved  for  a 

**  Return  showing  Uia  net  snmial  income  de- 
rired  by  the  EcclesuMtical  CommiBsioaert  from 
property  in  Wales,  and  the  annual  payments 
made  by  them  to  the  bishops,  ohaptors,  arch- 
deacons, Ac,  in  Wales,  and  the  annual  i^ue  of 
the  gnmts  made  by  the  Commiseionere  in 
augmentation  of  benefices  in  Wales." 

Eabl  stanhope,  on  behalf  of  the 
Eoelesiastical  Oommissioners,  had  no  ob- 
jection to  sueh  a  Betum  being  granted. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

LAW  OP  BVIBENOB  AMENDMENT 

BILL.— (No.  28.) 

(The  Lard  BrtmmU.) 

THIBD  SEADINO. 

Older  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead* 
ingread. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  d«." 
-— (  The  Lord  BramwelL) 

LoBD  DENMAN,  in  moving  to  re- 
ject the  Bill,  said:  My  Lords,  when 
in  1823,  with  Mr.  Brougham  and  Mr. 
Denman,  in  Scotland,  Mr.  Fereuson  of 
Baith,  an  old  Member  of  Paniament, 
said  he  never  knew  a  speech  gain  a  vote. 
Therefore,  I  can  only  show  that  I  do 
not  join  in  giving  a  hene  dUoeeeit  to 
this  Bill.  In  1820  the  Solicitor  Qeneral, 
for  Queen  Oaroline,  denied  that  any  oo- 
respondent  had  ever  been  called  as  a 
witness.  The  Attorney  General  for 
King  George  lY.  said,  that  in  Major 
Hook's  case  in  the  House  of  Lords,  such 
a  witness  had  been  called.  I  have  looked 
into  the  Journals  of  the  House,  and  find 
that  one  Campbell,  who  had  been  ad- 
judged to  pay  damages  in  an  action  for 
criminal  conversation,  had  been  called 
as  a  witness  to  disprove  adultery  and 
had  not  been  believed.  Mr.  Bra^augh 
is  anxious  to  arraign  the  Corporation  of 
the  City  of  London  on  oath.  I  am  sorry 
for  lum  \  because  only  the  casting  vote 
of  the  riffht  hon.  Spencer  Walpole  pre- 
vented him  from  being  allowed  to  afmrm. 
I  believe  that  this  Bill  may  do  great 
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hann,  aad  I  wiah  that  Oouaty  Court 
Judges  and  those  who  witness  the  cases 
of  interested  parties  under  examination 
may  be  asked  to  give  their  experience 
on  the  subject.  Two  cases  lately  have 
each  occupied  about  13  days.  Noble 
Lords  may  sneer  and  snub  me,  and  when 
they  contemptuously  turn  their  backs 
upon  me  when  beginning  to  speak,  I 
feel  inclined  to  retaliate.  I  am  deter- 
mined to  force  your  Lordships  to  pay 
respect  to  the  opinions  of  my  Predeces- 
sor, and  move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
(*•  now ")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  (**  this  day  six  months.")— (7%# 
L&rd  DmmoH,) 

On  Question,  That  (**now")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion  ? 

Besohed  in  the  Affirmativi, 

Bill  read  3»  accordingly;  and  pamd, 
and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

"  DISSENTIENTEr 
*<l.  Because  the  shortening  of  causes  and 
the  prerention  of  too  numerous  (and  not  con- 
tinuous) adjoumments,  are  far  more  'expedient' 
than  the  admission  of  interested  and  suspicious 
evidence. 

<*  2.  Because  the  evidence  of  a  wile  living 
with  her  husband  is  so  controlled  by  her  affec- 
tion for  her  husband  that  it  could  not  be  relied 
upon. 

**  3.  Because  the  whole  spirit  of  our  laws  has 
been  founded  on  precautions  and  evidence  that 
certain  men  and  women  (even  on  oath)  could 
not  be  relied  on  has  often  been  given. 

*'  4.  Because  in  cases  of  divorce  a  husband  or 
co-respcmdent  should  not  be  admitted,  if  the 
case  can  be  proved  or  disproved  without  them, 
and  should  only  be  admissible  by  the  special 
order  of  the  President  or  Judge  trying  the  cause. 
'*  6.  Because  only  when  in  danger  of  being 
deprived  of  just  earnings  or  of  assault  by  a 
separated  or  brutal  husband  should  a  wife  be 
admitted  as  a  witness. 

**  6.  Because  the  general  rule  that  a  man  or 
woman  cannot  be  required  to  bear  witness 
against  himself  or  herself  is  in  danger  of  being 
broken  down,  if  even  in  previous  unauthorized 
interrogations  by  magistrates  or  policemen  e«- 
dangeredj  and  every  prisoner  would  necessarily 
feel  that  a  refusal  to  answer  natural  and  perti- 
nent interrogatories  put  by  judicial  authority 
would  be  itself  a  strong  proof  of  guilt. --See 
Heart  of  Mid  Lothian,  Chap.  XXII. 

'*7.  Because  since  1824,  when  an  article  on 
Preuves  Judioiaires  appeared  in  the  Edinburgh 
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JUview,  the  admission  of  interested  (and  in  lew 
cases  accused)  witnesses  has  so  increased,  that 
restriction  rather  than  enlargement  of  prepos- 
terous evidence  ought  to  be  carefully  devised. 

<*  8.  Because  the  question  of  both  a  proaapu- 
tion  and  an  action  being  lawful  in  some  casea, 
does  not  justify  the  great  change  in  the  law 
proposed  by  this  Bill. 


•«  D»XMA3I." 

House  adjourned  at  a  qvarter  past  iSeven 

o'cloclc,  to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
IHd^,  4th  Mmrthy  1W7. 


MINUTES.!— Sbmct  CoMMrTTrt— Admiralty 
and  War  Office,  appointed. 

QvTTVt  —  eotmdered  in  Committee  —  Rtwokaim 
[March  3]  reported. 

Private  Bill  (by  Order)-— Second  Beetding  — 
Metropolitan  District  Railway.* 

Public  Bill — Ordered— Firet  Beading— Biven 
Pdlution  Prevention  Act  (1876)  Amend- 
ment •[188]. 

QUESTIONS. 


LAND    LAW    (IRELAND)    ACT,     1881  — 
AGRICULTURAL    STATISTICS.     1881- 
1886. 
Mk.    HOBHOUSE    (Somerset,    E.) 

asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Dudij  of 

Lancaster,  Whether  his  attention   has 

been  called  to  the — 

*<  Return  of  the  value  of  tive  skookaad  erapn, 
showing  the  numbers,  at  various  ages,  of  oaUle 
and  sheep,  and  the  estimated  produce  of  the 
crops,  with  the  average  prices  of  each  year  and 
of  each  kind  from  1881  to  1886," 

prepared  for  the  Soyal  Oommiasioa  on 
**The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881," 
and  mentioned  at  page  9  of  the  Keport 
of  the  said  Commission ;  and,  whether 
he  would  consent  to  a  similar  fietum 
being  prepared  for  England  and  Wales, 
so  as  to  assist  landowners  and  tenant 
farmers  in  effecting  equitaUe  re-a4just- 

ments  of  rents  ?  

The  CHANCELLOR  or  thb  DUCEDT 
(Lord  John  Manners)  (Leicestershire, 
E.)  asked  the  hon.  Member  to  be  kind 
enough  to  postpone  the  Queaticoi  for  a 
few  daysy  as  the  evidence  takeu  before 
the  Boyal  Commission^  and  the  daMub 
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referred  to  in  the  Qaestion,  had  not  yet 
been  submitted  to  the  Government. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)-MEDALS 
FOR  VOLUNTEER  NON  -  COMMIS- 
SIONEI)  OFFICERS. 

Baron  DIM8DALE  (Herts,  Hitchin) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  haying  regard  to  the  fact  that 
it  is  the  custom  to  reward  Yoluuteer 
Offieers  for  long  service  by  giving  them 
a  step  of  honorary  rank,  he  will  take 
under  his  consideration  the  expediency 
of  granting  to  Volunteer  non-commis- 
sioned officers  and  privates  a  medal  or 
other  decoration  for  similar  length  of 
service  ? 

Tm  8E0RETART  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  On  the  20th  of  April,  1883,  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  Bossen- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  then 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  stated,  in 
reply  to  a  similar  Question,  that  as  the 
Volunteers  were  already  allowed  to  wear 
a  star  for  every  five  years  of  efficient 
servioe,  it  was  unnecessary  and  inex- 
pedient to  issue  a  medal  or  badge  for 
long  service ;  and  that  medals  should  be 
restricted  to  war  service,  long  and  meri- 
torious Army  service,  and  saving  life. 
I  see  no  reason  for  differing  in  any  way 
from  that  opinion. 

INDIA  (RAILWAYS)--BENGAL-NAGPUR 
RAILWAY. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
If  it  is  true,  in  connection  with  the  Ben- 
gal-Nagpur  Railway,  that  £3,000,000 
are  to  be  raised  on  the  guaranteed  in- 
terest of  4  per  cent  in  perpetuity  by  the 
Indian  Government  and  one-fourth  of 
the  profits  of  the  railway ;  whether  the 
loan  was  underwritten  by  Messieurs 
Rothschild  and  Company  ;  whether 
Messieurs  Rothschild  and  Company 
were  paid  any  commission  in  connection 
with  floating  the  loan ;  what  was  the 
amount  of  remuneration  paid  to  the 
said  firm;  and,  why  was  the  money 
raised  in  this  mode? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  John  Goest)  (Chatham) : 
My  answer  to  the  first  Question  is  Yes ; 
to  the  second,  No.  The  Bengal-Nagpur 
Railway  Company  was  authorized  to  pay 
a  commission  of  1  per  cent  to  Messrs. 
Rothschild  &  Co* ;  and  the  amount  was, 


in  fact,  paid.  The  money  was  raised  in 
this  mode,  because,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Secretanr  of  State  in  Council,  it  was  the 
most  judicious  and  economical  mode  of 
raising  it. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Might  I  ask  what 
connection  Messrs.  Rothschild  ft  Co. 
have  with  the  Bengal-Nagpur  Railway 
Company  ? 

Sib  JOHN  QORST :  I  think  the  hon. 
M^nber  will  have  to  ask  Uie  Question 
of  the  Bengal-Nagpur  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

**POST  OFFICE   PATRONAGE"  — SUB- 
OFFICE,  BUTE  STREET,  CARDIFF. 
Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co..  Mid)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  the 
facts  stated  in  a  letter  to  The  Daily  Newij 
of  Tuesday  1st  March,  under  the  head- 
ing Post  Office  Patronage,  and  signed 
"  A  Looker  On,"  are  correct,  namely — 
'*  That  in  the  case  of  remoyal  of  a  snb-offloe 
in  Bote  Street,  Cardiff,  and  the  appointment  to 
the  new  sub-ofBce  of  a  Poatmaster,   that  the 
site  of  the   latter  has  been  chosen  with  the 
object  of  suiting  ih»  convenience  of  a  few,  and 
is  objected  to  by  the  majority  of  the  people ;" 

whether,  although  several  local  trades- 
men applied  for  the  Postmastership  the 
post  was  conferred  upon  a  foreigner; 
and,  whether  the  said  foreigner  was  the 
only  Conservative  candidate  for  the 
position  ? 

Thb  postmaster  general  (Mr. 
Raises)  (Cambridge  University) :  The 
nomination  to  the  post-office  in  Bute 
Street,  Cardiff,  was  made  in  the  ordi- 
nary course  by  the  Lords  of  the  Trea- 
sury. I  have  ascertained  that  the  per- 
son who  has  been  nominated  is,  in  all 
respects,  fit  for  the  appointment.  He 
has  been  in  business  m  Cardiff  for  40 
years,  and  his  premises  are  not  more 
than  40  yards  distant  from  the  former 
office.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the 
politics  of  the  person  nominated,  nor  do 
I  know  if  there  were  any  other  appli- 
cants, iEU9  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
selection. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Was  he  a  foreigner  ? 

Mr.  RATKE8 ;  I  do  not  know.  I 
have  been  informed  that  he  has  been 
upwards  of  40  years  in  business  in  Car- 
diff. I  did  not  nominate  him  or  select 
him  for  the  appointment. 

MERCANTILE  MARINE-LICENCES  FOR 
FOREIGN  PILOTS. 
Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
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Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Board 
to  abolish  the  system  of  lieenoes  for 
foreim  pilots  in  British  waters;  and, 
whether  he  has  any  reason  to  beliere 
that  such  action  may  provoke  retaliation 
on  the  part  of  Foreign  Governments  ? 

The  secretary  (Baron  Hbnrt  De 
Worms)  (Liverpool,  EastToxteth) :  The 
Question  turns  upon  a  point  of  law,  and 
also  on  international  agreements.  It  is 
still  under  consideration  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)-DELIVERY 
BETWEEN  DBUMUSH  AJ^D  FAE- 
NAUGHT,  CO.  LEITRIM. 

Me.  HATDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  he 
will  make  inquiry  into  the  necessity  of 
establishing  a  daily  postal  delivery  be- 
tween Dmmlish  and  Famaught,  County 
Leitrim,  instead  of  the  tri-weekly  de- 
livery now  existing,  and  take  steps  to 
relieve  the  people  of  the  district  from 
the  great  inconvenience  caused  by  the 
present  arrangement  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 

5 Mr.  Raikbs)  (Cambridge  University) : 
will,  with  pleasure,  make  farther  in- 
quiry into  thje  subject ;  but  I  may  men- 
tion that  in  1884,  when  the  matter  was 
last  considered,  it  appeared  that  the 
service  three  days  a- week  was  not  self- 
supporting. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)  —  PRO- 
CLAMATION  OF  PUBLIC  MEETINGS. 

Ma.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
clifPe)  asked  the  Ohief  Secreta^Jbo  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
there  is  any  difference  between  the 
powers  and  duties  of  Resident  and  Ordi- 
nary Magistrates  in  Ireland  in  relation 
to  the  proclamation  or  suppression  of 
public  meetings  in  that  country ;  and,  if 
so,  in  what  such  difference  consists? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said :  There  is  no 
difference. 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  ACTS-CON- 
SOLIDATION. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field,  Central)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, If  Her  Majesty's  Government  pro- 
pose to  introduce  a  Bill  to  consolidate 
the    Merchandise   Marks  Act  of   1862 

Lr,  Tanner 


with  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1862) 
Amendment  Bill,  so  as  to  present  in  ooe 
and  the  same  measure  the  whole  of  the 
existing  law  relating  to  merehandise 
marks,  and  the  proposed  amendments 
and  additions  thereto  ? 

Mb.  LEES  (Oldham)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  ^ard  of  Trade^  Whether 
Her  Majes^'s  Government  intend  to 
introduce  a  Bill  to  consolidate  the  Mer- 
chandise Marks  Act  (1862)  Amendment 
Bill  with  the  Act  of  1862? 

The  secretary  (Baron  Hekky  Dk 
WoBics  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  Yes ; 
I  propose  to  take  the  necessary  steps  to 
oonsolidate  the  law  on  the  sulioct  as 
soon  as  possible  consistently  with  the 
Forms  of  the  House. 

DOGS-LIABrLrrY  TOR  SHOOTING 
STRAY  DOGS. 

Mr.  M'LABEN  (Cheshire,  Crewe) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  bis  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  Resolution  of 
the  Warrington  Farmers*  dob  ve-affirci- 
ing  their  grievances  arising  from  the 
state  ai  the  law  regarding  stray  dogSi 
and  showing  that  it  is  no  remedy  to 
shoot  the  doff  after  the  damage  is  done ; 
whether  it  is  true  that  a  gam^eeper 
may  shoot  a  dog  in  pursuit  of  a  hare  to 
save  the  hare's  life,  but  a  faniMr  miQr 
not  shoot  a  dog  in  pursuit  of  a  sheep  or« 
cow  until  injury  has  been  done ;  whe- 
ther it  is  the  law  that  ^vexy  dog  ia  ea* 
titled  to  one  bite  before  it  can  be  legaUy 
destroyed,  ev^i  if  the  farm^  hasreaaon 
to  believe  it  is  dangerous ;  and,  whetiier, 
considering  the  damage  which  farm^ra 
suffer,  he  will  endeavour  to  alter  tiie 
law,  so  as  to  five  farmers  the  right  to 
protect  themsdves  and  shoot  dangeirona 
stray  dogs  ? 

The  SECEETABT  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Tea, 
Sir ;  I  have  seen  an  account  of  the  pro- 
ceedings  referred  to  at  the  Wanriagton 
Farmers'  Club.  As  to  the  second  and 
third  paragraphs  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Question,  it  is  no  part  of  my  duty  to  give 
legal  opinions  in  this  House;  but  I  believe 
both  those  paragraphs  to  be  inaccurate 
statements  of  the  law.  As  I  informed 
the  hon.  Member  a  short  time  ago,  I 
believe  the  existing  law  is  sufficient  to 
enable  farmers  to  protect  themselves 
and  their  property  against  dangerous 
stray  dogs ;  and  I  have  no  inteation  of 
introducing  a  Bill  on  the  subject. 
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POOR  LAW— LAW  OF  SBTTLEMBNT 

AND  REMOVAL. 
Mr.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset,  N.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Qovern- 
ment  Board,  Whether  he  has  considered 
the  present  state  of  the  law  relating  to 
the  settlement  and  rem^yal  of  the  poor, 
in  view  of  the  hardship  entailed  on  the 
poor  themselves  and  expense  to  the  rate* 
payers;  and,  whether  he  is  willing  to 
mtroduce  some  amendment  to  remedy 
the  chief  objections? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Oeorge's) :  I  am 
afiraid  that  I  cannot  hold  out  any  hope 
to  my  hon.  Friend  that  I  shall  be  able  to 

Sropose  any  legislation  with  regard  to 
efects  in  the  l4iw  of  Settlement  daring 
the  present  Session. 

HE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND) -SUPER- 
SESSION OF  SIR  THOMAS  ESMONDE, 
HIGH  SHERIFF  OF  WATERFORD  CO- 

Mft.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of 'Ireland,  Whether  the  Lords 
Justices  of  Ireland  hare  assigned  the 
alleged  illegality  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign as  the  cause  for  the  supersession 
of  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde  in  the  office  of 
High  Sheriff  of  the  county  of  Waterf  ord ; 
whether  two  of  the  three  Lords  Justices 
who  superseded  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde-^ 
nattely,  Lord  A^boume  and  Lord  Jus- 
tice Fit0gibb<m — are  members  of  the 
App^ate  Court  by  which  any  appeal  as 
to  the  legality  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
would  have  to  be  determined;  and, 
whether  care  will  be  taken  in  future  not 
to  select  for  the  office  of  Lcnrd  Justice  in 
Ireland  any  judicial  person  who,  by 
virtue  of  his  power  as  a  Judge,  would 
be  in  a  position  to  reverse  his  own  con- 
duct as  Lord  Justice  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
vermty)  (who  replied)  said :  The  Lords 
Justices  of  Ireland,  two  of  whom  are 
members  of  the  Appellate  Court,  have 
as8i|;ned  as  the  cause  for  the  super- 
session of  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde  Uie  ille- 
gally of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  as  to 
whim  no  doubt  exists.  Of  course,  ques- 
tions may  arise  as  to  the  criminality  of 
individuals  engaging  in  it;  but  such 
questions  can  never  come  for  decision 
before  the  Appellate  Court. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)- CRIML 
NAL  PR08E0UT10N— THE  PRIVY 
COUNCIL. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the 
recent  statement  of  the  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice of  Ireland  that  the  Irish  Privy 
Council  is  never  consulted  on  the  subject 
of  any  criminal  prosecution,  Upon  what 
matter  the  Irish  Privy  Council  advises 
the  Irish  Covemment,  and  by  whom  the 
Irish  Government  is  advised  with  respect 
to  the  initiation  of  any  special  criminal 
proceedings? 

Thb  ATTOENEY  QENBRAL  pob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Holhes)  (DubHn  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said :  The  Irish 
Government  is  advised  with  respect  to 
criminal  proceedings  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Law  Officers  for  Ireland.  The 
functions  of  the  Privy  Council  are  con- 
fined to  advising  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant on  matters  as  to  which  they  are 
directed  to  advise  by  various  Acts  of 
Parliament. 

HALL-MARKING  OF  WATCH  CASES— 
THE  WALTHAM  WATCH  MANUFAC 
TURING  CO. 

Mr.  KIMBER  rWandsworth)  asked 
the  Secretary  to,tne  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  case  of  Messrs.  Bobbins  and  Ap- 
^ton,  agents  in  this  country  of  the 
Waltham  Watch  Manufacturing  Com 
pany,  who,  having  an  order  for 
Australia  for  400  Waltham  watches^ 
and  having  tlyo  movements  in  their 
possession,  and  desiring  to  have  them 
cased  in  this  country,  unhall-marked, 
but,  in  American  style,  marked  *  ^  ster- 
ling 925.1000,"  applied  to  the  Gold- 
smiths' Company  for  permission  to 
have  the  order  executed ;  whether  such 
permission  was  refused,  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  illegal  for  any  watch  case 
manufacturers  in  the  United  Kingdom 
to  be  exempted  from  the  compulsory  ob* 
ligation  of  assay  and  hall-marking; 
whether,  as  a  consequence,  the  order 
had  to  be  executed  in  America,  to  the 
loss  of  English  watch  case  makers  of  an 
order  for  400  cases,  and  an  estimated 
loss  of  10,000  cases  per  annum  ;  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  will  consider 
the  expediency,  in  the  interest  of  British 
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industry,  of  abolishing  the  oompulpory 
obligation  of  assay  of  watch  oases  manu- 
factured in  the  United  Kingdom  for  ex- 
port abroad ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
parts  of  the  works  of  watches  are  made 
abroad,  and  put  together  sometimes  with 
other  parts  made  in  this  country,  and 
that  the  Merchandize  Marks  Act  (1862) 
Amendment  Bill  makes  no  provision  for 
such  cases;  and,  whether  the  Oovem* 
ment  intend  to  introduce  any  amend- 
ments to  apply  to  them ;  and,  if  so,  how 
they  will  be  dealt  with  ? 

Thb  8E0EETARY  (Baron  Heuky 
De  Womcs)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  not  had  their 
attention  called  to  the  case  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member,  and  they  are  informed 
that  no  such  application  has  been  nuide 
to  the  Goldsmiths'  Company  as  is  stated 
in  the  Question.  The  rest  of  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  refers  to  matters 
which  can  be  better  explained  when  the 
Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1862)  Amend- 
ment Bill  is  in  Committee,  than  dealt 
with  in  the  form  of  an  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion now. 

EOYAL  COMMISSION  ON  TRAWLING, 
1886. 
Mb.  E.  W.  BECKETT  (York,  N.R, 
Whitby)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  any  steps  have 
been  taken  to  carry  out  the  following 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion on  Trawling,  1 885 : — That  a  central 
authority  be  created  to  supervise  and 
control  me  fisheries  of  Great  Britain,  if 
not  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  that  a 
sum  of  money  be  annually  granted  for 
the  purpose  of  conducting  scientific  ex- 
periments and  for  collecting  fishery  sta- 
tistics ;  that,  in  the  meantime,  powers  be 
g^ven  to  the  Scotch  Fishery  Board 
similar  to  those  of  the  Irish  Board,  en- 
abling them  to  make  bye-laws  for  the 
regulation  or  suspension  of  beam  trawl- 
ing, or  of  any  othermode  of  fishing,  within 
territorial  waters ;  that  a  similar  autho- 
rity, with  similar  powers,  be  created  for 
England,  and  that,  in  the  meantime, 
those  powers  be  conferred  on  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  or  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade;  whether  he  is  aware  of  the 
vast  amount  of  damage  steam  trawling 
continues  to  inflict  on  in-shore  fishermen  ; 
and,  whether  he  will  exercise  or  apply 
for  powers  to  procure  its  regulation  or 
suspension? 

Mr.  Etmher 


Tht?  secretary  (Baron  Hehry 
De  Worms)  (Liverpool,  Ea^t  Toxteth)  : 
The  following  steps  have  been  taken  to 
carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Trawling.  A 
Fisheries  Department  for  England  has 
recently  been  created  at  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  act  as  a  central  autfaorify  in 
certain  matters  relating  to  the  fisheries. 
A  sum  of  £600  per  annum  has  been 
taken  for  the  collection  of  fishery  statis- 
tics, and  a  similar  amount  is  to  be 
allowed  annually,  subject  to  certain 
conditions,  to  the  Marine  Biolofl;ical 
Association  for  the  purpose  of  conduct- 
ing scientific  experiments  at  the  labora- 
tory now  in  course  of  erection  at  Ply- 
mouth. Powers  have  been  s^ven  to  the 
Fishery  Board  for  Scotland  by  the  Sea 
Fisheries  (Scotland)  Amendment  Act» 
1 885,  to  make  bye-laws  for  the  regulation 
or  suspension  of  beam  trawL'ng,  or  any 
method  of  fishing  for  sea-fish  within 
territorial  waters  in  anypart  of  the  sea 
adjoining  Scotland.  The  question  of 
applying  for  similar  powers  for  England 
is  receiving  consideration  in  connection 
with  certain  representations  which  have 
been  made  to  the  Board  of  Trade  as  to 
the  damage  inflicted  on  in-shore  fisher- 
men by  steam  trawling. 

GLBBB  LAND  PUROHASfiBS  (IBELANB). 

LobdBRNEST  HAMILTON  (Tyrone, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
the  Government  intend  to  take  any  steps 
to  relieve  ihe  distressed  condition  of  the 
Irish  Glebe  Land  Purchasers,  in  aooord- 
anoe  with  the  hopes  held  out  by  him  to 
the  deputation  on  the  subject  in  Decem- 
ber last,  either  by  the  oapitalizatioD  of 
arrears,  so  as  to  bring  the  Glebe  Pur- 
chasers under  the  24th  section  of  the 
Supplementary  Clauses  of  the  Land 
Purchase  Act,  or  by  the  advance  of  the 
fourth  part  of  the  purchase  money, 
originally  paid  in  cash,  on  the  same 
terms  as  those  granted  to  purchasers 
under  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Government  will  act  in  the 
same  manner  to  the  purchasers  under 
the  Bright  Clauses  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  with  respect  to  the  third  of  ths 
purchase  money  originally  paid  by  them 
in  cash  ? 

Thb  attorney   GENERAL   tob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holkbs)  (Dublin  Uni- 
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Terwty)  (who  replied)  said  :  The  subject 
is  still  under  cousideration. 

P08T  OFFICE  (IRELAND)  -TELEGRAPH 
EXTENSION,  CO.  DONEGAL. 

Lord  ERNEST  HAMILTON  (Tyrone, 
N.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whe- 
ther a  Commissioner  has  been  deputed 
bj  the  Post  Office  authorities  to  report 
on  the  most  practicable  route  for  the  ex- 
tension of  the  telegraph  from  Dunfan- 
aghj  to  Burton  Port  and  Dungloe, 
Counfy  Donegal ;  and,  whether  there  is 
anj  possibility  of  such  an  extension 
being  carried  out  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikbs)  (Cambridge  University)  :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  beg  leave 
to  state  that  the  question  of  extending 
the  teloRraph  to  Burton  Port  and 
Dungloe  has  been  under  the  considera* 
tion  of  the  Government ;  but  it  has  been 
decided  not  to  make  the  extension  at 
present, 

TACCTNATTON  —  CUMULATED  PENAL- 
TIES—CASE OF  CHARLES  HAYWARD. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
aikad  the  President  of  the  Local  Gx)- 
vemment  Board,  Whether  Oharies  Hay- 
ward,  mechanic,  of  Willesborough,  has 
during  the  last  two  years,  on  the  pro- 
secution of  the  Aishford  Board  of 
Guardians,  been  28  times  summoned 
and  12  times  convicted,  with  penalties 
and  co^  amounting  to  £17  0«.  6</.,  for 
r^oang  to  have  his  child  vaccinated ; 
whether  Oharlea  Hayward  before  the 
magistrates  pleaded  as  bis  conscientious 
excuse  the  nsk  of  his  child  b^ng  inoou* 
kited  with  syphilitic  disease ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Local  Government  Board  can 
restrain  further  proceedings  against 
Charles  Hayward  by  the  AslJord  Board 
of  Guardians? 

Tro  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  RIT0HIB^ 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  I 
understand  that  Mr.  Hayward  has  been 
fined  10  times  in  respect  of  one  child 
and  twice  in  respect  of  another.  He 
appears  to  have  urged  before  the 
Justices  as  a  reason  for  the  non-Taccina- 
tion  of  the  children  his  fear  of  their 
being  injured  by  vaccination.  The 
Board  have  communicated  to  the  Guar- 
dians their  views  on  the  general  ques* 
tion  of  repeated  prosecutions  as  embodied 
in  the  Evesham  letter,  to  the  effect  that, 
in  their  opinion — 


^  **  When  in  a  particular  onserppefited  proseou- 
tiont  have  failed  in  their  ohj^,  it  Decomea 
neceasary  to  carefully  consider  the  question 
whether  the  continuance  of  a  fruitless  contest 
with  the  parent  may  not  have  a  tendency  to 
produce  mischievous  results,  hy  exciting?  sym- 
pathy with  the  person  prosecuted,  and  thus 
creating  a  more  extended  opposition  to  the 
law.'* 

The  Board  cannot,  however,  interv^ie 
further. 

MAURITIUS-SIR  JOHN  POPE 
HBNNESSY. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire, E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  What  position 
Sir  John  Pope  Hennessy  now  occupies 
in  the  Mauritius ;  and,  when  the  Papers 
relating  to  his  suspense  from  the  Gh>- 
vemment  of  the  Oolony  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  ? 

TnB  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Sir 
HsNBT  Holland)  (Hampstead):  Sir 
John  Pope  Hennessy,  who  has  been 
suspended  by  Sir  Hercules  Robinson 
from  the  administration  of  the  govern- 
ment of  Mauritius  pending  the  considera- 
tion of  his  Report  on  the  charges 
brought  against  Sir  John  Pope  Hennessy 
has  been  directed  to  come  to  this  coun- 
try and  give  his  explanations.  I  con- 
clude, therefore,  that  he  has  left  Mauri- 
tius. He  will  receive  half  the  salary  of 
Governor  until  his  case  is  decided.  With 
respect  to  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
Question,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  will  see  that  Papers  could  not 
be  laid  on  the  Table  until  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  arrived  at  a  decision 
upon  the  case. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  in- 
quired  whether  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  was 
in  England  in  regard  to  the  same 
matter  ? 

Sib  HENRY  HOLLAND :  Mr.  CUf- 
ford  Lloyd  came  home  on  sick  leave, 
and  his  coming  had  nothing  at  all  to  do 
with  this  case. 

NAVY- DEFECTIVE  WEAPONS  —  CUT- 
LASSES  AND  SWORD-BAYONETS  — 
H.M.8.  "  ACORN." 

Mu.  HANBURY  (Pteeton)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
the  cutlasses  supplied  to  Her  Majesty's 
Ship  Aeorn,  commissioned  for  service  on 
the  West  Coast  of  Africa,  have  been 
found  to  be  defective;  and  what  steps 
are  being  taken  to  replace  admittedly 
defective  weapons  by  others  which  satisfy 
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the  existing  official  tests,  if  such  tests 
are  more  severe  than  those  which  were 
considered  sufficient  in  the  year  1871  ? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  also  asked,  whe- 
ther it  was  the  case  that  an  order  had 
been  sent  to  the  Small  Arms  Factory  at 
Enfield  to  at  once  discontinue  the  test- 
ing of  sword-bayonets  and  cuHasses  for 
the  Navy,  on  the  ground  that  they  were 
all  too  soft  for  use? 

The  FIE8T  LOED  (Lord  Oeokob 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  No 
Report  as  to  the  cutlasses  supplied  to 
Her  Majesty's  ship  Aeom  has  been  re* 
ceired  at  the  Admiralty.  The  cutlasses 
being  War  Office  stores,  I  am  unable  to 
say  what  steps  it  is  proposed  to  take  to 
replace  defective  weapons. 

VACCINATION— MR.    ROBERT   KING, 
EVINGTON. 

Mr.  PIOTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether,  on  24th  February, 
1886,  a  fine,  amounting  with  costs  to 
22«.  M.y  was  imposed  by  the  Leicester 
Oounty  Magistrates  on  Mr.  Eobert  King, 
of  Mere  Bead,  Evington,  for  refusal  to 
have  a  child  vaccinated;  whether,  on 
drd  May,  1886,  the  child  in  question 
died,  the  fine  in  the  meantime  not  hav- 
ing been  enforced;  whether  on  28th 
February  this  year,  Mr.  King  was  visited 
by  a  police  sergeant,  who  told  him  that 
unless  the  above  fine  was  paid  by  2nd 
March  his  goods  would  be  distrained ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  pre- 
vent the  enforcement  of  fines  on  account 
of  dead  children  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Ritohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  have 
no  information  as  to  the  particular  case 
referred  to ;  but  as  it  womd  appear  that 
the  fine  was  imposed  for  non-compliance 
with  the  law,  the  Board  have  no  juris- 
diction in  the  matter. 

IRKLAND  — THB  "DEATH  DUTIES" 
ON  LAND  IN  ULSTER. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTT  (Donegal,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether,  owing  to  the  custom  of  the 
sale  of  tenant-right  and  the  local  and 
competitive  value  of  the  right  of  oc- 
cupation in  Ulster,  land  in  Ulster  is 
subjected  to  more  than  double  the 
amount  of  Death  Duties  levied  out  of 
land  of  equal  value  elsewhere  in  the 
Three  Kingdoms ;  and,  whether,  in  his  [ 

Mr,  Hanbury 


financial  arrangements,  he  can  see  his 
way  to  remedy  the  grievance  alleged  to 
exist?  The  hon.  Member  explained  that 
the  expression  ''  land  of  equal  valne  " 
in  the  Question  meant  *Mand  of  the 

same  quality.'*  

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Qosohiv)  (8t.  Oeoi:ge'6, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  end,  diis 
appeared  to  him  to  be  a  subject  of 
some  intricacy,  and  one  which  reqnbed 
explanation.  With  the  pemiieeion  of 
the  bon.  Member,  lie  waa  aiuioua  to 
defer  giving  him  an  answer  until  he 
had  ta]ken  an  opportunity  of  oonsoltiBg 
the  Inland  Revenue  and  the  Iri^ 
Authorities. 

POST  OFFICE  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
—APPOINTMENT  OF  MEDICAL  OFFI- 
OEBS. 

Mb.  PICEERSGILL  (Bethnal  Oreen, 
8.W.)  asked  the  Postmaster  Qenend, 
Whether  it  has  been  the  praotioe  to  ap- 
point medical  offiews  attached  to  post 
offices  upon  the  recommendation  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Post  Office ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  some  instances  recently,  the  Po«t^ 
master  General  has  set  aside  the  Secre- 
tary's reeommendations  in  favoar  of 
persons  nominated  to  him  Uirougfa  of^er 
than  official  channels  ? 

Tm  POSTMASTER  OENEBAL(Mr. 
Raikbs)  (Cambridge  University);  Th« 
praotioe,  as  I  understand,  has  been  to 
submit  to  the  Postmaster  General  the 
names  of  several  medical  gentiemen  re- 
commended by  the  local  officers,  and 
one  of  these  gentlemen  has  usnallj  been 
formally  recommended  by  the  Secretary. 
But  the  Postmaster  General  has  always 
exercised  his  own  judgment  in  making 
the  appointment.  There  is  no  ground 
for  suggesting  that  the  Secretary's  re- 
commendation has  been  slighted  in  any 
case  where  I  have  made  an  appointment 
upon  other  local  information. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— BELFAST 
AND  CO.  DOWN  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY. 

Mb.  M*0AETAN  (Down,  S.)  askod 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  hit 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing statement,  made  by  Mr.  Kelly, 
Cli  airman  of  the  Belfast  and  Cbunty 
Down  Railway  Company,  at  the  last 
half-yearly  meeting  of  the  Gompaay, 
held  at  Belfast  on  the  16tk  Febmaijr:— 
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**  They  (the  Dir^tors)  had  applied  tothe  Post 
Office  for  a  very  moderate  increase  in  the  re- 
muneration for  giving  incrcafied  accomnfiodation 
to  their  district  which  the  distriot  required,  and 
the  Tariona  towni,  BownpRtrick,  Newtownarda, 
and  Newcastle  ;  but  the  sum  offered  by  the 
Post  OflSce  for  the  improved  service  was  most 
inadequate.  Of  course  they  were  anxious  to 
give  every  advantage  to  the  district  served  by 
the  xnilway  t  but,  at  the  same  time^  they  oouH 
net  give  inoreaaed  acoommodatiQa  at  a  loea  to 
thmnaelrwj" 

at  wb«t  time  was  tills  appKeoticm  made 
to  the  Boetal  Authorities ;  what  was  ike 
amoimt  of  the  ''  moderate  increase  in 
the  remuDeration "  reqtdred  by  the 
Oravpaoy,  also  the  amount  offered  to  the 
Company  Ibr  the  improved  service ;  and, 
at  what  date  definite  arrangements  will 
be  made  to  provide  the  people  of  these 
importtat  towns  with  proper  postal  ac- 
commodation t 

Thb  P0STMA8TEE  general 
(Mr,  RjLtKBs)  (Cambridge  University) : 
My  attention  had  not  previously  been 
called  to  the  statement  of  the  Chairman 
of  the  Belfast. and  County  Down  Railway 
Company  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers.  Eor  some  time  past  negotiations 
have  been  going  on  between  the  Depart- 
ment and  the  Bailway  Company  re- 
specting the  Mail  Service ;  wd  I  ma 
expecting  shortly  to  receive  further 
Beports  from  Ireland  upon  the  subject. 
But  whilst  these  negotiations  are  pend- 
ing»  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  for  the 
public  interest  if  I  were  to  enter  into  any 
detailed  irtiUement  on  the  subject. 

IHBLANB— SUBORNATION  OF  INFOB. 
MATION— HEAD-CONBTABLE 
MAURICE  O'HALLORAN. 
Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the 
paymenit  by  Head  Constable  Maurice 
O'Halloran,  of  Ennis,  of  £10  to  one 
Patrick  Loughrey  for  information,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  The  Cork  Daily 
Eeraldoi  the  1st  December  last,  con- 
tained an  article  citing  statements  made 
by  Loughrey  to  tlie  effect  that  he  had 
p;iven  no  information ;  that  he  had  had  no 
information  to  give ;  that,  after  consul- 
tation with  friends,  he  took  the  £10  note 
from  the  Head  Constable  iu  order  to 
discover  the  full  extent  of  his  purpose ; 
ftud  that,  before  giving  him  the  money, 
the  Head  Constable  said  to  him — . 

"  Phipare  youiMlf  now,  keep  steady  and  cool, 
tnd  «axrj  oa  outrag«i^  «Ad .  l«t  me  know  the 


,  time  and  place.  Then  I  want  yon  to  go  to 
work  us  soon  as  the  new  organization  comes 
out,  to  give  me  a  full  idea  of  it  ;** 

and,   whether  the  Irish  Executive  will 
now  investigate  the  case? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity)  (who  replied)  said :  When  this 
Question  appeared  on  the  Paper  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  made  in- 
quiry into  the  subject,  and  the  result  of 
the  inquiry  was  that  the  statement  in  Th$ 
CarJs  jUaily  fferald  did  not  represent  cor- 
rectly what  occurred.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  hon.  Member  will  see 
that  no  further  inquiry  is  necessary. 

THE    MAGISTRACY     (ENGLAND     AND 

WALES)  —  MR.      GEORGE     FYDELL 

ROWIJEY,   HIGH  SHERIFF  OF  RUT- 

LAND8HIRE. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If 
Mr.  Oeorge  Pydell  Rowley,  Conservative 
candidate  for  the  borough  of  Boston  in 
the  General  Election  of  1880,  who  was 
reported  by  the  Boyal  Commission  which 
inquired  into  the  Boston  election  as  hav- 
ing been  guilty  of  systematic  and  exten- 
sive bribery  of  electors,  who  was,  in  con- 
sequence of  that  Eeport,  deprived  of  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace,  and  who  is 
still  subject  to  legal  disabilities,  has  been 
appointed  High  Sheriff  of  Rutlandshire 
for  the  present  year;  and,  whether,  if 
so,  he  will  be  superseded  in  the  office  of 
High  Sheriff  of  Rutlandshire  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  It  is  not  proposed  to 
submit  the  name  of  Mr.  Rowley  to  Her 
Majesty  as  High  Sheriff  of  Rutland. 

Mr,  SEXTON  inquired  whether  Mr. 
Rowley  had  been  nominated  to  the 
office? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  hon.  Member 
is,  doubtless,  aware  that  nominations  take 
place  years  beforehand  by  anticipation ; 
and  he  must  also  be  aware  that  Mr. 
Rowley  has  disqualified  himself  for  the 
office. 

VACCINATION— INQUIRY    BY   THE 
ROYAL  STATISTICAL  SOCIETY. 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  (Hack- 
ney,  S.)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  If  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  or  furnish 
particulars  of  the  ezhaustive  examina- 
tion   into    the  Vaccinatioa    Question, 
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which  in  debate  on  Supply  in  September 
he  alleged  to  have  been  made  (about 
two  years  ago)  by  the  Boyal  StatLslical 
Society,  such  inveetigation  being  giren 
as  the  reason  why  the  Gt>Temment 
would  not  assent  to  the  appointment  of 
a  Boyal  Commission  of  Inquiry  into  the 
Yaocination  Question  ? 

Thb  president  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  I  am 
somewhat  surprised  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  MemW  diould  put  to  me  his 
Question  in  the  shape  in  which  it  stands 
on  the  Paper.  I  cannot  think  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  himself 
prepared  the  Question ;  but,  whether  he 
has  done  so,  or  has  received  the  Ques- 
tion from  some  other  source,  it  is 
eyident  that  he  has  not,  by  reference  to 
the  debate  alluded  to,  made  himself 
acquainted  with  the  facts  of  the  case.  It 
is  not  true  that  I  made  the  statement 
idluded  to  in  the  Question  as  to  the 
reason  why  the  Government  would  not 
assent  to  the  appointment  of  a  Royal 
Commission  of  Inquiry  into  the  Vaccina- 
tion Question.  Not  only  did  I  not  give 
it  as  the  reason,  but  I  did  not  give  it 
even  as  a  reason  why  I  declined  to  assent 
to  the  inquiry  demanded.  The  reason 
given  by  me  for  refusing  the  inquiry 
was  that  the  Government  already 
possessed  accurate  information  upon  the 
subject ;  and  that  if  they  consented  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission  of  In- 
quiry they  did  not  believe  that  it  would 
have  the  least  effect  in  removing  the 
objections  of  those  who  at  present  re- 
sisted the  law ,  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
it  might  have  the  effect  of  implying 
doubts  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
which  the  Government  did  not  feel  in 
the  slightest  degree.  It  is  true  that  I, 
after  giving  that  reason,  lued  the  follow- 
ing words : — 

*^  I  may  add  that  only  two  years  ago  an 
exhaustive  inqniry  was  made  by  the  Statistical 
Society,  not  only  into  cases  arising  in  this 
country,  but  all  oyer  the  world,  and  they  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  benefits  of  vaccina- 
tlon  were  undoubted.**— {3  Eamard,  [309]  54.) 

This  statement  was  not,  afterwards 
found,  strictly  accurate.  It  was  not  an 
inquiry,  but  a  discussion,  which  took 
place  at  the  Statistical  Society.  I  made 
this  statement  at  the  «nggestion  of  an 
hon.  Friend  of  mine  sitting  near  me, 
who,  while  I  was  on  my  legs,  twice  re- 
quested me  to  make  this  statement  to 

air  Ckarki  RubmU 


the  House.  But  it  in  no  way  form^ 
part  of  my  argument,  or  any  portion  of 
the  reason  why  the  Gbremment  relnsed 
the  inqnii^. 

Sm  CHARLES  KUSSBLL  ashed 
whether; the  Beport  of  the  discussion  was 
published  in  the  form  of  a  pamphlet? 

Mb.  RITCHIE :  It  appeared  in  the 
publications  of  the  Statisticai  Society. 
No  doubt  any  hon.  Member  can  get  a 
copy  by  applying  for  it. 

RAILWAYS  (INDIA)— BORROWINa 
POWERS— LEGIS  LATION. 

Me.  LIONEL  COHEN  (Paddington, 
N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  Whether  the  Oorernment  eoA- 
template  introducing  during  the  poeaent 
Session  a  Bill  similar  to  that  intradueed 
last  year  by  the  late  Oovemment,  to 
enable  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
in  Council,  to  borrow  money  in  Landon 
for  the  purposes  of  Indian  railways; 
and,  if  so,  when  the  Bill  is  likely  to  be 
introduced,  and  if  he  could  state  what 
amount  is  proposed  to  be  authorised  by 
the  Bill,  and  what  proportion  of  such 
amount  is  likely  to  be  raised  during  the 
current  year  ? 

Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  Jonif  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
A  Bill  relating  to  the  borrowing  of 
mon^  for  Indian  Railways  was  pre- 
pared by  the  late  Qoyemment,  and 
its  object  explained  by  Mr.  Stafford 
Howard,  on  the  11th  of  June,  1886. 
The  question  of  proceeding  with  this 
measure  is  still  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

GRANTS   TO  THE   ROYAL  FAMILY-A 
SELECT  OOliMITTEB. 

Me.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  asked 
the  Rrst  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  is 
now  prepared  to  state  what  coarse  the 
Gbyemment  intend  to  adopt  with  refer^ 
ence  to  the  promise  of  a  Seleot  Com- 
mittee to  consider  the  question  of  Chtmte 
to  the  Royal  Family,  giyen  by  the  Oo- 
yemment  of  the  day  in  1885,  on  the 
Vote  for  an  Annuity  to  tiie  Princess 
Beatrice  P 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  It  is  the 
intention  of  the  Ooyernment  to  ask  the 
House  to  appoint  a  Committee  to  con- 
sider this  important  question  later  in  the 
Sessicm. 
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IMPERIAL  INSTTrUTE  BTHLDINaS— 
THE  COMPETITION. 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  dam- 
borne)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury^  Whether  it  is  the  fact  thai  only 
a  few  architects  have  been  selected  to 
prepare  competitive  plans  for  the  pro- 
posed Imperial  Institute  Building,  and 
that  no  competitors  have  been  seleoted 
from  Liverpool,  Glasgow,  Manchester, 
Birmingham,  Leeds,  knd  other  great 
representative  towns ;  and,  if  so,  who  is 
responsible  for  this  restriction  upon  such 
competition ;  and,  whether  any  and 
what  steps  can  be  taken  to  secure  an 
open  competition  for  this  Memorial  In- 
stitute ? 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Bmith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  The 
question  of  the  Imperial  Institute  is 
not  in  any  way  connected  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  We  have  no 
authority  whatever  to  interfere  with 
the  course  which  the  Committee  may 
deem  it  fit  to  pursue.  Therefore,  I  am 
quite  unable  to  g^ve  the  hon.  Member 
any  information  on  the  subject. 

THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  THE 
LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881,  AND 
I'HE  PURCHASE  OP  LAND  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1886. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If 
he  can  indicate  the  probable  period 
when  the  Government  propose  to  give 
legislative  effect  to  the  Eeport  of  Lord 
Cowper*s  Commission  on  the  Irish  Land 
Question,  or  do  they  intend  to  act  on 
all,  or  how  many,  of  its  recommenda- 
tions ;  and,  do  the  Govemment  propose 
to  prooeed  first  with  the  Land  Bill  or  a 
Coercion  Bill? 

The  FIRST  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  fully  alive  to 
the  urgent  necessity  of  legidation  for 
Ireland;  but  they  adhere  to  the  view 
they  have  expressed — ^that  the  changes 
in  the  Rules  of  Procedure  which  are 
under  oonsideration  are  essential  to  any 
effective  legislation  in  this  Houae.  My 
answer,  therefore,  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  that  if  he^  and 
the  hon.  GentlenAen  who  aot  with  him, 
would  co-operate  with  us  in  arriving  at 
a  ooaoluaion  on  that  mattw^  I  should 
then  be  io  a  position  to  state  to  the 
Bouse  when  t]ie  Government  will  make 


tiieir  proposals  to  Parliament,  and  what 
the  nature  of  those  proposals  will  be. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  WUl  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  give 
an  anewer  to  the  latter  portion  of  my 
Question — Do  the  Goiremment  propose 
to  proeeed  first  with  the  Land  Bill  or  a 
Coercion  Bill? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  I  have 
already  answered  that  Question  by  say- 
ing that  when  we  are  in  a  position  to 
proceed  with  Business  at  all,  we  will 
state  frankly  and  boldly  to  the  Honse 
what  our  poposals  will  be  on  all  the 
subjects  with  which  we  intend  to  deal. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— KULES  OF 
PEOCEDURE. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  wished 
io  ask,  Whether,  considering  the  great 
expenditure  of  time  which  had  taken 
place  already  on  the  first  Rule  of  Pro- 
cedure, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
take  practical  steps  in  order  to  aeeure 
that  the  time  of  the  House  should  not  be 
further  wasted  ? 

The  first  LORD  or  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  I  am,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  aware,  entirely  in  the  hands  of 
the  House.  I  must  leave  it  to  the  sense, 
judgment,  and  good  feeling  of  the  House 
to  assist  me  in  furthering  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Rules  of  Procedure,  which  I 
believe  to  be  essential  for  the  proper 
conduct  of  the  affairs  of  this  House. 

RiaHT  OF  PUBLIC  MEETING  (ENG- 
LAND AND  IRELAND)  — THE  PLAN 
OP  CAMPAIGN  —  SUPPRESSION  OF 
PUBLIC  MEETINGS. 
Me.  GONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  a  Question  of  which  I  have 
given  him  private  Notice  -^  namely, 
Whether,  after  the  declarations  of  him- 
self and  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land last  night  as  to  the  identity  of  the 
law  relating  to  public  meetings  in  both 
countries,  and  the  determination  of  the 
Govemment,  as  announced  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  to  disperse  by 
force  meetings  in  Ireland  in  connection 
with  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  the  Go- 
vemment intend  to  disperse  meetings 
called  in  England  in  support  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  f 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Rtchabb  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  I 
only  received  Notice  of  the  Question  on 
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ooming:  to  the  House  fiye  minutes  ago, 
and  I  do  not  intend  to  answer  the  argu- 
tnentatiTe  part  of  it.  But  I  desire  to  say 
that  it  is  impossible  to  decide  whether  a 
meeting  is  illegal  until  the  purposes  for, 
and  eiroumstanoes  under  which  it  is 
oalled,  are  Imown.  If,  howerer,  the  law 
is  broken  in  England,  as  it  has  undoubt- 
edly been  in  Ireland,  steps  will  certainly 
be  taken  to  enforce  it. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE:  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  to  the  Attorney  General  that  I 
intend  to-morrow  to  address  a  meeting 
in  England  in  faTOur  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign. 

ORDER    OF  TBE  DAT. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (RULES  OF 
PROCEDURE)— ftULE  1  (CLOSURE  OF 
DEBATE).  -RESOLUTION. 

ADJOURNED  DEBATE.      [eIOHTH  NIGHT.] 

Ord^  read,  for  resuming  the  Ad- 
journed Debate  on  the  Amendment  to 
the  Amendment  proposed  to  the  Main 
Question ,  as  amended, 

**  That,  after  a  Qaestion  has  been  proposed, 
a  Motioa  maybe  made,  if  the  ooBsent  of  the 
Chair  has  been  previouBly  obtMined,  *Tbat 
the  Qaestion  be  now  put*  Such  Motion  Hhall 
be  put  forthwith,  ana  decided  without  Amend- 
ment or  Debate : 

*'When  the  Motioa  <That  the  Qaestion  be 
now  put,'  has  been  carried,  and  the  Qaestion 
oonseqaeat  thereon  has  been  decided*  any  far- 
ther Motion  may  be  made  (the  consent  of  the 
Chair  having  been  previously  obtained)  which 
may  be  requisite  to  bring  to  a  decision  any 
Question  ah^eady  proposed  from  the  Chair ;  and 
aUo  if  a  daose  be  then  under  oonsideratioii,  a 
Motion  may  be  made  (with  the  oonsent  of  the 
Chair  as  aforesaid)  That  the  Question,  That  the 
dause  stand  part  of.  or  be  added  to  the  Bill,  be 
DOW  put.  Such  Motions  shall  be  put  forthwith, 
and  aedded  withoot  Amendment  or  Debate : 

**  Provided  always.  That  Questions  for  the 
Closure  of  Debate  shftU  not  be  decided  in  the 
affirmative,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  unless  it 
shall  appear  by  the  numbers  declared  from  the 
Chair,  that  such  Motion  was  supported  by  more 
than  Two  Hundred  Members,  or  was  opposed 
by  less  than  Forty  Members,  and  suppotled  by 
more  than  One  Hundred  Members/'  -<-  (Mr, 
William  Henry  Smith,) 

And  which  Amendment  was, 
In  line  1,  by  inserting  alter  the  word  '*  pro- 
posed/ '  the  words ' '  a  Member  rising  in  his  plaoe 
may  claim  to  move, '  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,*  and,  unless  it  shall  appear  to  the  Chair 
that  snoh  Motion  is  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of 
the  House,  or  an  infringement  of  the  rights  of 
the  minority,  the  Question, '  That  the  Question 
be  now  put,  shall  be  put  forthwith,  and  decided 
without  Anipndment  or  Debate.*' — [Mr.  William 
Henry  Smith,) 

^ir  Riel^ard  Wtih^ter 


Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leaye  out  the 
words  *' unless  it  shall  appear  to  the 
OhatT."— {ifr,  Whitbrecd.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  pait 
of  the  proposed  Amendmeat," 

Debate  r§mm$d* 

The  first  TX)RD  of  the  TRSLA- 
8URY  (Mr .  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand,  West- 
minster) :  The  hon.  Member  for  Bed- 
ford (Mr.  Whitbread)  made  &  speech  of 
great  interest  and  g^reat  ability  on  Wed- 
nesday. The  hon.  Gentleman  will  agree 
with  me  that  the  exceedingly  elaborate 
argument  of  that  speech  was  an  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  closure  by  a  mr 
majority  without  any  check  or  control 
on  the  part  of  the  Ohair.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  dwelt  at  some  length  on  t^ 
promise  which  I  gave  in  an  early  pait 
of  the  debate  to  give  a  candid  considera- 
tion to  every  proposal  that  might  be 
made.  I  have,  I  think,  shown  sucdi 
consideration,  and  have  proved  that  Uie 
efforts  of  the  Government  are  directed 
to  secure  the  liberty  of  the  House  while 
we  endeavoured  tq,  advance  the  conduct 
of  its  Business.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  the  Obvemment  to  place  more 
confidence  in  the  House  and  in  tbe 
manner  in  which  the  majority  of  the 
House  would  exercise  its  authority.  At 
the  same  time,  however,  he  described 
the  present  condition  of  the  Honee  in 
language  which  I  myself  will  not  at- 
tempt to  approach,  so  strong,  so  serious, 
so  alarming  was  that  language.  But 
ought  the  majority  to  have  the  power  of 
enforcing  the  doeure  on  any  oeeaaion  ? 
The  difference  between  the  hon.  Qe«ti»- 
man  and  the  Government  is,  that  the 
Government  seek  to  interpose  the  autho- 
rity and  responsibility  of  the  Ohair  be- 
tween the  minority  and  the  closure.  I 
have  always  h^  that  the  mi^tmty 
should  be  able  to  close  a  debate ;  that 
is  the  guiding  spirit  of  the  Rule.  -But 
it  is  equally  essential  that  this  power 
should  not  be  absolutely  unchecked  ex- 
cept by  the  fear  of  retribution.  I 
have  resisted  Amendments  whidi  would 
merely  increase  the  liberty  of  obstrue- 
^"f^  debate.  Without  the  interposition 
of  the  Ohair  the  closure  might  itself  W 
come  an  instrument  of  obstruction,  and 
would  enable  any  Member  to  iraate  15 
or  20  minutes  of  the  time  of  the  House 
simply  to  ascertain  that  there  Wf»  not  a 
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sufficient  majoritj  for  the  applioation  of 
the  Itule.  X  am  not  prepared  to  agree 
with  the  hon.  Qentleman  that  there  is  do 
daDger  of  the  majority  usm^  its  power 
in  a  tyrannical  manner.  When  power 
is  given  to  a  hody  of  men  it  is  oy  no 
means  safe  to  assume  that  it  would  ol~ 
ways  be  used  in  a  proper  manner.  We 
cannot  be  sure  that  the  best  traditions 
of  the  House  would  always  prevail,  and 
there  is  danger  that  a  time  would  come 
when  the  possession  of  power  would  be 
held  to  justify  its  use.  I  should  be  be- 
traying the  trust  which  has  been  con- 
fided to  me  if  I,  a  Member  of  the  pre- 
sent majority,  could  entrust  the  majo- 
rity permanently  with  the  power,  at  any 
moment,  of  putting  an  end  to  the  de- 
bates of  the  House.  I,  for  my  part,  am 
not  prepared  to  undertake  such  a  respon- 
aibiuty  unchecked  and  uncontrolled.  It 
is  right  that  the  Moderator  of  this  great 
Assembly  representing  its  judgment  and 
authority  should  decide  as  to  what  is  an 
adequate  and  6tting  discussion  of  the 
questions  which  come  before  it.  I  am 
justified  in  referring  to  the  debates  of 
1882  and  to  the  words  of  a  prominent 
Member  of  the  advanced  wing  of  the 
Liberal  Party — 

'*  Th#  Demooratio  creed  was  that  there  ought 
to  be  very  frequent  electioni— say,  once  every 
three  years ;  that  certain  measures  ought  to  he 
submitted  to  the  people  at  those  elections ;  that 
there  should  be  a  plebiscite  with  re^rd  to  them ; 
and  that  if  the  people  made  up  their  minds  they 
•hoold  pass,  the  lunistry  representing  the  ma- 
jority, having  received  an  imperative  mandate 
to  carry  them  through,  discussion  was,  there- 
fore, uselesB."— (8  Rantard,  [174]  680-1.)     ' 

Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  went  on — 

"  <*  Upon  qtraetions  which  had  been  threshed 
ovtia  magazines  and  newspapers  and  on  public 
platforms  the  country  had  already  made  up  its 
mind,  and  upon  them  he  would  give  Gentlemen 
crpposite  a  fair  half -hour  to  state  their  views.*' 
— <3  ffeneard,  [174]  680-1.) 

That  was  the  language  of  the  senior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere).  He  objected  strongly  to  put  it 
in  the  power  of  a  majority  to  close  a  de- 
bate on  some  matter  of  vital  importance 
after  a  few  hours'  or  a  day's  or  even 
two  days'  discuesion.  A  majority  en- 
trusted with  unchecked  power  of  that 
kind  might  easily  be  conceived  as  plead- 
ing that  it  had  received  a  mandate  from 
the  constituencies  which  must  be  ful- 
filled without  a  moment's  delay.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  argued  that 
if  his  Amendment  were  adopted  there 


would  be  no  danger  of  surprise  in  the 
application  of  the  closure.  It  is  true 
that  the  figures  in  the  Eule  afford  a 
safeguard  against  a  surprise;  but  it 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  there  are 
now  more  than  two  Parties  in  the 
House,  and  that  by  ingenious  combina^- 
tions  it  would  be  quite  possible  to  effect 
a  surprise  and  convert  a  practical  mino- 
rity into  a  majority  at  a  given  moment, 
and  then  to  insist  on  the  termination  of 
a  debate.  The  truth  must  be  confessed 
that  the  House  is  not  constituted  as  it 
used  to  be.  The  traditions  under  which 
the  House  was  governed  many  years 
ago,  and  which  existed  when  I  first  en- 
tered Parliament,  are  no  longer  observed 
with  equal  regard.  New  powers  and 
new  authorities  are  in  existence;  the 
Eules  are  strained,  and  order  and  autho- 
rity are  defied.  [  Crie^  0/  "  No  !  ''from 
the  Irish  Memhsrs.']  I  am  sure  that 
hon.  Members  will  acquit  me  of  any  de- 
sire to  say  anything  disrespectful  to 
them  ;  but  those  whose  duty  it  is  to  at- 
tend the  debates  of  the  House  from 
the  commencement  of  the  Sitting  at 
half -past  4  until  the  rising  of  the  House 
at  2  o'clock  will  agree  with  me  that 
there  has  been  a  vast  change  in  the 
character  both  of  the  House  and  of  our 
debates — that  there  is  not  that  respect 
for  the  traditions  and  the  authority  of 
those  whose  duty  it  is  to  conduct  the 
Business  of  the  House  which  formerly 
existed.  The  Bules  which  exist  are  no 
longer  observed  in  accordance  with  the 
traditions  under  which  the  House  has 
been  governed ;  but  are  abused  with  the 
view  to  the  attainment  of  ends  which 
are  considered  by  hon.  Members  to  be 
desirable  at  a  particular  time.  lam  not, 
therefore,  prepared  to  accept  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  to  put 
unchecked  and  uncontrolled  power  in  the 
hands  of  the  majority.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber says  that  the  proposal  of  the  Oo* 
vernment  will  impose  upon  the  Chair  a 
burden  too  heavy  and  a  responsibility 
too  great  to  be  borne ;  but  the  Sppaker 
and  Chairman  are  at  the  present  mo- 
ment charged  with  a  duty  which  is 
shared  by  no  one  else  in  the  House- 
neither  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, nor  by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men sitting  on  these  Benches,  nor  by 
any  other  Member.  They  have  the  duty 
imposed  on  them  of  declaring  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House  that  the  discussion 
has  proceeded  as  far  as  it  ought  to  be 
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carried,  and  of  determining  whether  the 
Question  should  be  put  for  the  closure 
of  the  debate.  It  occurs  to  me  that  the 
proposal  we  now  make  is  a  proposal 
which  will  enormously  reduce  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Chair.  I  can  imagine 
Sir,  that  under  the  existing  Hules  there 
have  been  occasions  when,  sitting  in 
that  Chair,  you  must  have  weighed 
seriously  the  condition  of  affairs,  and 
that  you  may  have  doubted  whether 
it  was  ndt  your  duty  to  have  inter- 
vened when  vou  have  refrained  from 
doing  so.  ifnder  the  Rule  now  pro- 
posed you  will  be  relieved  from  that 
anxiety,  and  your  duty  will  only  arise 
when  a  Member  rises  in  his  place  and 
moves  that  the  closure  shall  be  applied 
and  that  the  Question  shall  be  put.  It 
will  then  be  for  you  to  determine, 
having  fair  regard  to  the  rights  of  the 
minority  whether  it  is  your  duty  to  per- 
mit the  Question  to  be  put.  Your  re- 
sponsibility, under  these  circumstances, 
will  be  infinitely  less  onerous  than  it  is 
nnder  the  present  condition  of  things. 
An  hon.  Member  who  spoke  upon  this 
subject  the  other  night  spoke  of  the 
"rights  of  the  minority  "  as  a  thing  al- 
together unknown  in  this  House,  and 
intimated  that  personally  he  did  not 
know  what  the  rights  of  the  minority 
were,  and  did  not  know  how  to  interpret 
them.  I  would  refer  the  hon.  Member 
to  an  interesting  speech  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford,  in  1882,  who  sup- 
ported with  great  force  the  Rules  of 
Procedure,  on  the  ground  that  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Speaker  was  a  protection  for 
minorities.  We  bring  you  in,  Sir,  as  a 
protection  for  minorities.  The  Speaker 
and  the  Chairman  are  perfectly  well 
aware  what  the  meaning  of  a  "mino- 
rity "  is  in  this  House,  and  it  is  unne- 
cessary to  define  the  expression.  The 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  are  perfectly 
capable  of  forming  a  judgment  upon  the 
expediency  of  granting  or  withholding 
consent,  and  I  have  no  doubt  they  would 
form  correct  and  honest  judgments, 
which  would  compel  acquiescence  on 
both  sides  of  the  House.  I  cannot  help 
remembering  that  one  of  the  traditions 
which  surround  the  Chair  is  that,  on  all 
occasions  when  a  question  of  importance 
is  before  the  House,  the  Speaker  in- 
variably gpives  his  casting  vote  in  favour 
of  the  further  consideration  of  the  subject. 
The  power  given  to  the  Chair  under  this 
Rule  is  of  a  preiiisely  analogous  charac- 
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ter.  It  may  be  an  element  of  delay  or  of 
procrastination,  but  at  all  events  it  will 
be  exercised  in  favour  of  those  who  are 
not  the  majority,  and  consequently  it 
will  not  bear  a  Party  or  factious  com- 
plexion. In  voting  for  the  Amendment 
to  insert  words  to  tne  effect  that  the  clo- 
sure shall  not  be  applied  until  an  oppor- 
tunity has  been  afforded  for  debate,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  has  unwit- 
tingly supplied  me  with  an  argument. 
He  says  that  before  the  closnre  takes 

Slace  an  opportunity  shall  be  given  for 
etermining  whether  the  question  has 
been  adequately  discussed ;  but  who  is  to 
say  that  the  opportunity  has  or  has  not 
been  afforded  unless  it  is  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  ?  If  it  is  to  be  the  Chair,  I 
prefer  that  the^  authority  should  be  given 
in  a  more  direct  way.  Now,  Sir,  I  pre- 
fer to  rely  upon  the  j advent,  the  nur- 
ness,  and  the  equity  of  the  Chair  rather 
than  trust  to  the  opinion  of  the  majority 
without  the  judgment  of  the  Chair.  If 
I  believed  that  I  was  adding  in  the 
slightest  degree  to  the  burdens  imposed 
upon  the  Chair,  or  that  I  was  imposing 
a  burden  which  I  believed  the  Chair 
would  be  unwilling  to  undertake  in  the 
interests  of  the  country  at  large,  I  should 
doubt  whether  I  ought  to  propose  the 
closure  at  all,  and  certainly  I  should  not 
propose  a  closure  by  a  simple  majority. 
We  are  asked  to  have  a  little  more  faith 
in  the  mother  of  Parliaments,  and  we 
are  told  almost  in  the  same  breath,  of 
the  uncertainty,  confusion,  and  hesita- 
tion, which  may  prevail  in  the  House.  I 
believe  that  the  Speaker  and  the  Chair- 
man are  the  only  persons  who  stand  be- 
tween that  which  may  beoome  anarchy 
and  confusion,  and  the  proper  conduct 
of  the  Business  of  the  House.  I  believe 
that  the  proposal  we  have  made  will 
avert  the  anarchy  and  confusion  which 
some  hon.  Members  predict  will  arise 
if  the  power  of  the  Chair  should 
be  in  any  way  diminished,  and  that 
it  will  lead  to  greater  regularity  and 
rapidity — seemly  rapidity — in  the  trans- 
action of  the  Business  of  the  House. 
I  believe  that  under  this  Rule  the  Chair 
will  consider,  not  the  interest  of  the  Go- 
vernment or  of  a  Party,  but  will  have 
regard,  in  the  discha^e  of  his  duties,  to 
the  interests  of  the  Mouse  of  Commons 
and  of  the  country.  He  will  have  to 
consider  the  importance  of  the  subject 
under  discussion,  and  to  frustrate  any 
attempt  at  surprise,  or  to  snatch  a  Divi- 
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sion  when  the  views  entertained  npon  a 
particFular  question  have  not  been  fully 
indicated  ;  he  will  have  to  form  a  judg- 
ment as  to  whether  fair  and  reasonable 
discussion  has  taken  place,  and  it  will  be 
his  duty  to  protect  the  rights  and  privi- 
legee  of  minorities  in  aU  sections  of  the 
House.  It  is  npon  these  grounds  that  I 
support  the  Amendment  I  have  submit- 
ted to  the  House,  and  I  am  unable  to 
accept  the  excision  of  the  words  which 
the  Bon.  Member  has  moved  to  omit ;  in 
the  conviction  that  in  giving  these 
grater  powers  the  House  will  make  at 
least  an  approach  to  the  better  conduct 
of  public  affairs  which  so  urgently  de- 
mands the  attention  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  (Mid  Lothian): 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  in  the  hope  a  short 
time  ago  from  an  expression  which  fell 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
field  of  difference  on  this  subject  was 
about  to  be  greatly  narrowed  by  the 
action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
will  not  say  for  a  moment  that  he 
entered  into  an  undertaking,  but  I  cer- 
tainly understood  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man entertained  an  expectation  that  he 
would  be  able  to  adopt  the  substance 
of  the  Amendment  of  which  Notice  has 
been  given  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
North  Hants  (Mr.  fcWater-Booth.)  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  has  not 
found  himself  able  to  adopt  that  Amend- 
ment. I  will  not  give  an  opinion  at  this 
moment  upon  that  Amendment,  further 
than  to  say. that  I  think  the  substance 
of  it  very  considerably  narrows  the  field 
of  debate  and  the  breadth  of  the  differ- 
ence of  the  House.  I  think  I  can  con- 
i'ecture  at  least  why  it  is  that  the  right 
ion.  Gentleman  has  not  adopted  that 
Amendment.  I  think  he  has  felt  that  if 
he  had  done  so  he  would  have  been 
open  to  be  challenged  as  to  why  he  has 
proposed  any  alteration  in  the  Eule  at 
all,  because  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
bon.  Member  for  North  Hants  distinctly 
points  out  to  the  Speaker  the  duty  of 
naving  regard  to  the  evident  sense  of 
the  House.  So  far  it  is  satisfactory 
in  this  discussion  that  there  is  no  reason 
for  mixing  with  it  any  polemical  or  con- 
tentious element.  I  have  no  doubt  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  laboured  in 
perfect  good  fkith  for  the  general  in- 
terests of  the  House,  and  I  hope  he  will 
give  the  credit  freely  and  readily,  not 
<m]y  to  the  Ftont  Opposition  Bench,  but 
to  the  whole  House,  of  being  actuated 
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by  the  same  spirit.  It  is  important  that 
we  should  ascertain  what  is  actually 
the  issue  before  us.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  th^t  the  issue  is  whe- 
ther they  are  to  have  an  unchecked  ma- 
i'ority  exercising  the  power  of  closure, 
i^ermit  me  to  say  that  that  statement  is 
not  quite  correct.  Tlndoubtedly  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
has  argued  strongly  for  the  use  of  the 
closure  by  the  majority  as  against  the 
use  of  the  closure  in  the  manner  now 
proposed.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  not  abolished  the  existing  Eule, 
and  there  is  an  existing  Rule  which  pro- 
vides that  there  shall  be  a  check  on  the 
power  of  the  majority,  which  check  it 
may  be — I  do  not  say  it  would— but 
it  possibly  may  be  the  pleasure  of  the 
House  to  maintain,  whether  by  adopting 
the  Amendment  of  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Hamp- 
shire or  by  keeping  the  present  Eule  as 
it  stands.  We  have  not  come  to  the 
question  yet  as  one  for  direct  decision 
whether  there  is  to  be  a  form  of  closure 
at  the  unrestrained  will  of  the  majority, 
or  not.  We  shall  come  to  argue  upon 
that  question,  but  it  is  not  now  before 
the  House,  because  there  is  in  existence 
and  not  yet  abrogated  a  restraint  upon 
the  power  of  closure  by  the  majority.  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
slightly  indulged  in  a  fiight  of  the 
imagination.  The  senior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  whe- 
ther in  the  exercise  of  the  remarkable 
faculty  of  dry  humour  he  possesses  or 
otherwise,  has  proposed  to  the  House 
that  on  all  occasions  half-an-hour  and 
no  more  shall  be  allowed  to  the  op- 
ponents of  a  Bill  to  state  their  case.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  reiterating  that 
opinion,  which  was  probably  made  in 
jest,  thinks  that  it  constitutes  a  serious 
danger  when  introduced  into  the  present 
discussion.  Let  me  put  this  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Does  he  think  it  pro- 
bable that  such  an  opinion  will  spread 
in  this  House  or  be  adopted  by  a  large 
section  of  the  House  ?  I  am  bound  to  ad- 
mit that,  although  I  cannot  follow  him  in 
the  anticipations  contained  in  his  speech ; 
he  did  appear  to  think  that  such  a  sug- 
gestion constitutes  a  serious  danger^ 
that  the  opinion  may  become  contagious, 
and  that  there  is  a  possibility  of  its  being 
adopted  by  a  large  number  of  Members. 
Let  me  ask  him  this  question,  and  I  do 
80  with  more  confidence  because  I  have 
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anticipated  tbe  way  in  which  he  would 
meet  my  challenge  on  the  first  question. 
If  a  large  and  powerful  body  of  Mem- 
bers adopt  the  view  that  half-an-hour 
only  should  be  allowed  to  the  opponents 
of  a  measure  for  stating  their  views, 
does  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  think  that 
any  power  he  could  place  in  the  hands  of 
the  Speaker  could  enable  him  to  meet 
such  a  formidable  organization?    Any 
proposal  he  now  makes  or  has  made 
would  be  utterly  futile  for  the  attain- 
ment of  such  an  object.     I  do  not  agree 
with  the  statement  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  issue  now  be- 
fore the  House.  In  my  opinion,  the  pre- 
sent issue  is  really  this— can  we  anord 
to  add  to  the  burdens  now  laid  upon  the 
Chair  with  respect  to  closure  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  we  are  not 
adding  to  those  burdens,  but  that  the 
Speaker  has  now  an  entirely  unshared 
responsibility ;  and  as  he  is  going  to  hare 
a  shared  responsibility,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  appears  to  argue  that  his  re- 
RDonsibility  is  going  to  be  diminished. 
No  doubt  it  would  be  so  if  the  Speaker 
with    an   unshared  responsibility   were 
under  a  compulsion  to  act.     But  he  is 
under  no  compulsion  whatever  to  act,  if 
his  mind  is  not  satisfied  that  there  is 
occasion  to  do  so.    IIow  is  the  Speaker 
to  be  called  upon  to  act?    My  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Hossendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  the  other  day 
in  correcting  an  inaccurate  statement, 
very  much  strengthened  my  case.     He 
showed  that  there  must  be  two  condi- 
tions on  which    the    Speaker  must  be 
satisfied  before  he  can  act  at  all.     What 
is  the  state  of  the  case  ?    If  the  Speaker 
is  called  upon  to  act  not  upon  his  own 
responsibility  or  his  own  view,  but  upon 
direct  challenge,  possibly  at  a  moment's 
notice ;  in  the  discharge  of  his  diversified 
duties  it  might  frequently  occur  that  he 
may  have  been  compelled  to  draw  his 
mind  from  the  subject  of  debate  for  the 
purpose  of  disposing  by  the  side  of  the 
Chair   of  anotiier  question  not  imme- 
diately before  the  House,  but  necessary 
to  be  disposed  of  by  him.    Therefore,  in 
that  view  the  increase  of  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Speaker  is  very  clear.  His 
responsibility  at  present,  no  doubt,  is 
serious,  if  he  does  act,  but  he  is  under 
no  compulsion  to  act,  and  no  one  can 
expect  him  to  act,  and  no  one  can  find 
fault  with  him  for   not  acting,  if   his 
mind  is  not  clear  upon  the  important 
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conditions  of  action.    There  is  one  point 
which  I  wish  to  dear  out  of  the  way. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  in  his  ad- 
mirable speech  referred  to  the  question 
as  to  the  inherent  power  of  tlie  Speaker 
under  the  present  Rule  to  exclude  an 
obstructive  Motion  for  the  use  of  the 
closure— a  Motion,  that  is  to  sav.  made 
for  the  purpose  of  wasting  tho  time  of 
the  House.     It  has  been    thoaght  b^ 
some — ^I  believe  it  is  thought  by  my 
hon.  Eriend — ^thatif  we  can  suppose  a 
oase  in  which  the  proposal  of  the  closure 
is  made  for  the  purpose  of  wasting  time, 
the  Speaker  has  an  inherent  power  to 
refuse  to  put  the  Motion.    But,  aJt  any 
rate,  let  it  be  clearly  understood  thiU 
there  is  no  doubt  on  the  subject.   I  wish 
to  say  that  I  and  those  who  agree  with 
me  have  no  objection,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, shall  approve  of  a  clear  under- 
standing being  come    to    whioh  shall 
place    it   beyond   all    doubt   that    the 
Speaker  has  it  in  his  power,  and  that 
it  is  his  duty  to  exclude  an  obstructive 
use  of  the  power  of  closure  by  putting 
any  such  Motion  aside.    I  am  sure  I  am 
speaking  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford,  and  many  others,  when  I 
say  that  on  that  subject  there  can  be  no 
debate  or  discusnon  between  us ;  but  if 
the  duty  is  put  upon  the  Speaks,  in  the 
exercise  of  his  veto,  of  having  to  take 
into  consideration  Uie  question  of  whe- 
ther the  proposal  for  closure  is  an  in- 
fringement of   the  rights  of  minority, 
that  is,  in  our  opinion,  a  great  inoreaae 
in  the  burdens  which  now  rest  upon  the 
Chair ;  and  I  think  that  the  <^nioQ  <^ 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford,  and  others 
with  whom  I  have  consulted,  is  that  the 
Office  of  Speaker  would  not  bear  that 
increase.     I  will  not  prophesy;    but  I 
believe  that  the  Speakership  will  be  ad- 
ditionallv  weighted  by  the  burden  now 
proposea  to  be  put  upon  it,  and  that  it 
cannot  afford  to  be  so  weighted.     I  can 
recollect  the  days  when  the  Speaker  had 
a  surplus  of  power  beyond  that  which 
it  was  necessary  for  him  to  exercise ;  but 
all  the  power  of  the  Speakership  is  now 
fully  employed  in  its  most  arduous  and 
difficult  duties,  and  no  additional  labours 
ought  to  be  placed  upon  it.     With  re- 
gard to  the  power  of  closure  generally, 
I  may  say  that  I  have  never  rated  its 
advantages  very  high.    My  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bossendale  attaches,  I 
believe,  far  more  value  to  it  than  I  do. 
j  Under  the  circumstances  it  is  a  power 
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reasonable  to  be  introdtioed;  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  cannot  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  when  be  supposes  that  the 
closure  and  the  other  Rules  of  Proce- 
dure will  introduce  some  great  and  vital 
change  in  the  facilities  for  carrying  on 
the  Business  of  the  House.  Such  ex- 
pectations are,  I  belieye,  altogether 
visionary ;  and  I  have  the  gravest  doubt 
whether  the  Government  will  ever,  by 
these  Bules,  even  retrieve  or  recoup 
^emselves  for  the  time  they  are  now 
spending  in  carrying  them.  For  the 
purposes  of  comparison  there  are  three 
methods  of  providing  for  the  interposi- 
tion of  the  Chair  in  the  exercise  of  the 
power  of  dosure.  There  is  first  the 
method  under  the  Bule  at  present  in 
force,  and  which  it  is  doubtless  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  repeal ;  but 
it  will  not  give  us  a  tabula  raza  ;  and  we 
shall  still  have  a  law  in  force,  if  we  are 
to  have  the  intervention  of  the  Speaker 
at  all.  Let  us  see  what  is  the  form  of 
intervention  now.  I  say  that  it  is  the 
miuimum  of  intervention,  because  it  is 
hedged  about  by  several  conditions.  In 
the  first  plaoe,  the  Speaker  must  be  con- 
vinced in  his  own  mind  that  it  is  his 
duty  to  intervene,  and  unless  he  is  con* 
vinced  in  his  own  mind  aflftrmatively  it  is 
his  duty  not  to  act  He  may  possibly 
have  been  prevented  from  fully  con- 
siding  the  question,  and  it  is  his  duty 
DOtto  act  until  he  has  had  an  opportunity 
of  fully  eonsidering  it  His  safety  is  in 
n<m-action ;  in  non-action  he  is  secure, 
and  no  responsibility  can  be  placed  upon 
him  until  he  has  acted,  and  until  his  mind 
has  been  brought  to  a  ]^roper  condu- 
sioB.  The  second  eondiuon  is  that  he 
must  be  satisfied  it  is  agreeable  to  '*  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House."  There  is 
no  doubt  at  all,  I  presume,  about  the 
meaning  of  the  words  ^*  evident  sense  of 
the  House."  By  that  phrase  is  meant 
what  was  called  oy  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Hants  the  general  sense  of 
the  House.  I  should  say  n^self  the 
overwhelming  sense  of  the  House.  It 
does  not  mean  that  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  one  side  of  the  House  are  stronger 
and  on  the  other  weaker.  That  would 
not  be  the  evident  sense  of  the  House ; 
and  it  was  with  the  intent  of  excluding 
any  such  action  that  we  asked  the  House 
to  adopt  these  most  important  limiting 
words.  The  Speaker,  under  the  present 
Bule,  intervenes,  if  he  intervenes  at  all. 
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on  account  of  his  own  deliberate  judg- 
ment, and  as  the  servant  of  the  House 
in  giving  expression  to  the  distinct  and 
overwhelming  conclusion  of  the  House. 
It  is  in  complete  conformity  with  the 
traditions  of  the  Chair  that  the  Speaker 
should  interpose  under  the  Bules  of  the 
House .  for  the  purpose  of  sustaining 
what  he  belieyes  to  be  the  general  sense 
of  the  House.  Therefore  as  far  as  the 
responsibility  of  the  Speaker  is  con- 
cerned, I  say  that  that  responsibility  is 
now  at  its  minimum.  I  can  hardly  con- 
cerve  a  case  where  the  closure  in  its  pre- 
sent form  would  be  used  against  any 
combination  of  Gentleman  deliberately 
associated  together  in  this  House  in 
pursuit  of  a  p<^icy  founded  upon  convic- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
of  changes  that  have  taken  place  in  the 
House.  I  can  speak  as  an  eye-witness, 
and  I  may  s^  that  the  main  change  that 
has  taken  place  in  straining  the  Bules 
of  the  House  and  opposing  its  will  has 
no  reference  to  any  particular  Party,  but 
is  due  to  the  fact  that  the  individual 
Member  has  not  that  degree  of  respect, 
that  degree  of  veneration — I  may  almost 
say  that  degree  of  awe— for  the  general 
and  manifest  will  of  the  House  which  in 
my  early  days,  I  will  venture  to  say 
without  fear  of  contradiction,  used  to  be 
universal.  It  is  therefore  neoessaiy  to 
have  Bules  to  deal  with  ecoentrio  and 
refractory  Members  and  their  possible 
cliques ;  but  that  any  Part^  can  be  put 
down  by  such  Bules  I  do  not  for  one 
moment  belieye.  My  confidence  in  the 
Bule,  however,  even  as  it  at  present 
stands  has  been  greatly  shaken  by  what 
happened  on  the  only  occasion  when  the 
closure  was  put  in  force ;  and  when  with 
one  or  two  marked  exceptions  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  (Conservative  Opposition 
withdrew  from  the  House,  and  those 
who  remained  voted  against  the  closure 
— among  them  the  present  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, whose  business  it  now  is  to  main- 
tain Order  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment as  far  as  he  is  allowed  a  function 
of  that  kind.  On  that  occasion  the  Con- 
servative Party  thought  it  necessary  to 
act  with  the  minority,  to  the  distinct 
disparagement  of  the  authority  of  the 
Chair.  Well,  Sir,  I  learned  a  good  deal 
from  that  ooourrence.  It  showed  me 
that  I  could  not  rely  upon  the  Bules  of 
the  House,  even  to  the  moderate  extent 
to  which  Hiey  went.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  that  I  have  strong  confidence  in 
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the  permanent  working  of  the  existing 
Eule  of  Closure.  I  will  not  argue  or 
press  that  the  time  has  come  when  it  is 
necessary  to  repeal  it.  It  might  remain 
for  further  trial ;  but,  whether  that  be 
80  or  not,  one  thing  I  have  learned 
from  the  action  of  the  Bule  is  that  the 
weight  already  laid  on  the  Chair  is  as 
great  a  weight  as  the  Chair  can  possibly 
sustain,  and  that  it  would  be  most 
unwise  and  most  short-sighted  to  add 
to  the  burden.  If  it  is  proposed  to 
add  to  that  burden  we  may  not  only 
endanger  the  dignity  of  the  Chair 
in  the  discharge  of  its  functions,  but 
the  future  efficiency  of  this  House. 
Other  modes  of  the  Speaker's  interven- 
tion are  now  brought  forward  which  are 
not»  I  think,  consistent  with  sound  prin- 
ciple. In  the  original  proposal  of  the 
Government  it  was  provided  that  any 
Member  might  move  the  closure  on  ob- 
taining the  permission  of  the  Speaker. 
Putting  aside  the  case  of  the  use  of  the 
closure  for  purely  obstructive  purposes, 
with  which  I  have  already  dealt,  it  may 
safely  be  assumed  that  the  Motion  for 
the  Closure  would  always  come  from  a 
Member  of  the  presumed  majority.  I 
object  to  this  proposal,  because  it  gives 
no  indication  as  to  how  the  Speaker 
should  exercise  his  power ;  and  because 
such  interference  on  the  part  of  the 
Speaker  in  consenting  to  the  Motion 
being  made  would  invariably  be  an  in- 
terference on  behalf  of  the  stronger  side. 
The  tendency  would,  therefore,  be  that 
the  Speaker  would  become  the  champion 
of  the  presumed  majority,  and  the  an- 
tagonist of  the  presumed  minority.  But 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  cannot  afford 
to  be  regarded  as  the  champion  of  one 
Party  and  the  antagonist  of  another. 
The  exercise  of  such  a  power  would  tend 
to  set  him  against  the  minority,  and 
would  likewise  tend  to  set  the  minority 
against  him.  I  am  not  supposing  the 
smallest  error  on  the  part  of  the  Speaker ; 
I  am  supposing  him  to  be  interpreting 
soundly  the  Bules  and  acting  firmly  and 
resolutely  upon  them.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  now  proposes  a  different 
plan — namely,  that  the  Speaker  is  to 
allow  the  closure  to  go  forward  unless  he 
thinks  fit,  in  order  to  avoid  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  rights  of  the  minority,  to  in- 
terpose his  veto.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  he  is  in  the  m^onty. 
That  is  new  to  me.  Interpreting  tne 
right  hon.  Gentleman  strictly,  I  am  not 
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aware  that  that  is  the  fact,  alfitough.  if 
he  had  said,  '*  I  am  in  a  position  whtch 
for  practical  purposes  is  equivalent  to 
the  majority/'  I  should  have  taken  no 
exception  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement.  With  delightful  modesty  he 
comes  forward  to  shut  out  his  majority 
from  the  abuse  of  power.  He  womI  \  not 
place  confidence  even  in  himself  and  in 
those  who  sit  around  htm  not  to  iabuse 
that  power  that  a  general  liberty  of 
closure  in  the  hands  of  the  majority 
would  give,  and  all  this  for  consideratron  ' 
of  the  interests  of  the  minority.  Tho 
minority  are  deeply,  it  may  be  hoped 
eternally,  grateful  for  the  genmne,  it 
may  even  be  said  the  supererogatc^y,  care 
which  is  being  taken  of  their  interests. 
But  I  am  bound  to  say  that  on  th^  Op- 
position side  of  the  l^ouse  we  have  no 
wish  for  that  care  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  We  have  no  fear  of  tfie  in- 
tentions and  conduct  of  the  majority  in 
a  capital  matter.  We  are  persoadted 
that  the  majority  is  too  just  and  too 
rational  to  commit  so  gross  a  crime  as 
to  put  down  liberty  of  discussion,  or  no 
gross  a  blunder  as  to  attempt  to  check 
it  by  the  undue  use  of  the  power  of 
closure.  At  the  same  thne,  I  would  not 
ask  for  an  abatement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  consideration  for  the  mino- 
rity, if  in  providing  for  the  interests  of  the 
minority  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
not  about  to  do  very  serious  miscltTef. 
In  the  amended  proposal,  where  the 
Chair  is  to  interpose  a  veto,  that  veto 
will  be  sought  upon  a  Motion  made  in 
the  interest  of  the  presumed  majority  of 
the  House,  and  the  Speaker  is  to  be 
called  upon  by  his  veto  to  make  himself 
a  judge  against  the  presumed  majority 
of  the  House,  and  to  establish  himself  as 
a  check  and  limitation  upon  the  exercise 
by  that  majority  of  its  powers.  Now,  I 
would  venture  to  ask  those  who  sit 
around,  in  whatever  quarter  of  the  House 
they  may  be,  whether  this  is  nOt  an  ab- 
solute ijmovation  f  Is  there  a  single  Rule 
or  tradition  of  the  House  which  recog- 
nizes in  a  great  or  small  degree  the 
Speaker  as  a  legitimate  and  wholesome 
check  upon  the  will  of  the  majority  of 
the  House  ?  Of  course,  no  one  can  nave 
a  check  upon  the  will  of  tiie  dedaied 
majority;  but  is  it  wise  to  put  the 
Speaker  into  collision  ynAi  Qx»  presumed 
majority  ?  If  we  require  the  G^peaker  to 
do  that  it  is  very  liket^— ^almost  certain 
—that  he  will  be  extremely  catttidaB  in 
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the  exexcise  of  this  veto.  He  will  ezer- 
ciae  it,  if  he  be  a  wise  xoan— and  he  will 
be  a  wise  man — very  rarely  indeed^  for 
he  wUl  feel  the  da^erous  character  of 
the  function  which  it  is  attempted  to  put 
upon  him.  I  think,  then,  we  should 
have,  as  the  effect  of  placing  the  Speaker 
in  conflict  with  the  presumed  majority, 
in  the  first  place,  an  innovation  of  a 
rather  gross  cnaraeter  in  the  whole  tra- 
ditioaa  of  his  Office ;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  as  regaieds  the  practical  conse- 
quences of  the  change,  the  introduction 
of  a  grea4:  wrench  into  the  position  of  the 
Chair  which  will  materially  weaken  its 
basis.  Let  it  be  supposed,  however,  that  the 
Speaker  exercises  the  veto  pretl^  freely. 
Many  Members  then  would  feel  them- 
selves i^aced  in  a  rather  painful  dilemma. 
Having  strong  views  about  the  irksome- 
nesa  of  nrolonged  debate  and  the  neces- 
sity of  closure,  they  would  be  impatient 
of  the  interference  of  the  Speaker^  but 
they  would  feel  the  importance  of 
maintaining  the  dignitv  of  the  Chair. 
Thev  would  bQ  divided  between  con- 
flictmg  ^ntiments,  and  conflicting  senti- 
saents  of  that  kind,  whichever  way 
a  private  Member  might  ultimately 
decide,  are  not  at  all  favourable  to  that 
position  which  I  desire  to  see  the  Ohair 
of  this  House  always  maintain— namely, 
a  position  not  only  strong»  but  unques- 
tioned and  unsuspected.  But  suppose 
that  they  so  far  sacriflce  their  desire  for 
dosure  and  feel  themselves,  as  will  fre- 
quently happen,  under  an  obligation  to 
refuse  the  Motion  for  Closure — suppose 
that  the  Speaker  has  interposed  his  veto, 
and  that  when  the  closure  is  put  to  the 
House  it  is  rejected  by  the  majority. 
That  would  not  always  happen,  but  what 
I  am  afraid  of  is  that  it  might  happen 
sometimes.  The  judgment  which  the 
Speaker  has  passed  in  these  difficult 
matters  is  liable  to  be  over- ruled  by  the 
House.  Who  that  recollects  the  first 
occasion  on  which  it  was  attempted  to 
bring  the  closure  about  under  the  pre- 
ifisit  Bule  will  not  be  conscious  that 
the  case  which  I  have  put  is  very  far 
fronpL  being  an  improbable  case  ?  Sup- 
pose that  ii  happens  not  only  once  but 
twice  or  thrice  mat  the  Speaker  having 
interposed  his  veto,  and  having  given 
thereby  a  presumable  sanction  to  the 
Motion,  is  over-ruled,  and  the  closure 
refused.  Who  will  tell  me  that  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Speaker  would  be  the  same 
as  it  was  before  he  began  to  exercise  his 
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power  ?  It  appears  to  me  that  that  lies 
at  the  root  of  the  whole  question.  Even 
if  it  were  a  distant  risk  to  the  stability 
and  the  dignity  of  the  Chair,  I  would 
not  for  any  benefit  that  1  could  antici- 
pate from  this  veto  incur  that  risk.  I  hold 
the  position  of  the  Chair  to  be  too  pre- 
cious to  be  trifled  with.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seems  to  think  that  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bedford  is  in- 
consistent, because,  while  he  justly 
lauded  the  House  of  Commons  for  all 
its  high  characteristics,  he  likewise  said 
the  Chair  was  the  one  barrier  between 
their  debates  and  anarchy.  Of  course  it 
is.  In  every  Deliberative  Assembly  so 
it  must  be.  But  there  is  no  Deliberative 
Assembly  in  the  world  in  which  the 
position  of  its  President  has  anything 
^  like  the  importance  of  the  position  of  the 
Speaker.  There  is  no  Deliberative 
Assembly  in  the  world  where  the  Chair 
is  so  fordfied  by  long  traditions  and  by 
recollections  that  I  may  even  call  conse- 
crated recollections.  To  incur  a  danger 
in  that  quarter  is  a  thing  which  of  all 
others  we  should  avoid.  fiCt  there  be  a 
recourse,  if  there  is  a  necessity  to  meet, 
to  some  other  mode  of  meeting  that 
necessity.  Let  us  not  put  upon  the 
Chair,  already  so  burdened  that  it  has 
become  a  commonplace  to  say  that  the 
calls  upon  the  Speaker  are  up  to  the 
extreme  limits  of  human  capacity  to 
meet  them — let  us  not  under  such  cir- 
cumstances augment  those  burdens,  for 
the  position  of  the  Chair  is  alike  vital  to 
the  dignity  of  the  House  and  to  the 
efficient  discharge  of  the  Business  of  the 

nation.  

Thb  chancellor  of  the  DUCHY 
OF  LANCASTER  (Lord  John  Manners) 
rLeicestershire,  E.) :  The  right  hon. 
G^entleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  has  on  this  occa- 
sion surpassed  himself  in  the  ingenuity 
of  his  argument  and  the  minuteness  of 
his  criticism.  I  hope  that  the  House, 
which  has  listened  with  admiration  to 
the  masterly  display  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  dialectical  skill,  has  under- 
stood fully  what  it  is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  advises  and  what  he  asks  the 
House  to  do.  When  he  first  began  his 
speech,  and  asked  what  was  the  issue  at 
stake,  I  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  going  to  suggest  that, 
after  all,  the  Amendment  had  better  be 
withdrawn,  and  that  the  House  should 
be  content  with  tKe  Eule  which  now 
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existf.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  gave 
U8  an  eloquent  vindication  of  the  origin  of 
the  exiBtingBuIe  ;  but  towards  the  close 
of  his  explanation  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman also  gave  us  to  understand  that, 
admirable  as  the  existing  Bule  is  in  its 
inception,  from  various  causes  it  has  not 
answered  his^expectations ;  therefore,  I 
presume  the  right  hon.  Gfentleman  did 
not  advise  the  House  to  maintain  the 
existing  Bule  of  Closure. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  I  said 
that  I  thought  the  existing  Bule  should 
be  given  a  further  trial,  but  that  I 
had  not  the  same  confidence  in  it  that 
I  had. 

Lord  JOHN  M  ANNEB8 :  It  appears, 
then,  that  the  sum  and  substance  of  the 
speech  we  have  heard  from  the  right  hon. 
ttentleman  is  that  he  is  willing  to  give  a 
Bule  which  he  admits  has  not  succeeded 
a  further  trial,  while  he  has  no  confi- 
dence that  it  will  succeed  in  the  future, 
and  that  is  the  advice  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  practically  gives  the 
House  in  his  speech  of  an  hour's  dura- 
tion !  I  confess  that  I  have  never  been 
oneof  those  who  have  taken  the  prominent 
part  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  taken 
in  advising  new  Bules  of  Closure.  I 
admit  freely,  probably  with  nearly  every 
Member  of  the  House,  that  there  should 
be  some  check  upon  the  prolixity  of  our 
debates,  and  I  am  willing  to  concede 
with  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  that  there  should 
be  some  more  effective  method  of  closure. 
But  I  really  was  under  the  impression, 
until  I  heard  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  that  the  only 
subject  of  debate  was  the  question  what 
form  the  closure  should  take,  whether 
the  action  of  the  Chair  should  be  brought 
into  play,  or  whether  it  should  be  alto- 
gether excluded  in  accordance  with  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread).  The  issue 
before  us  is  simply  that  raised  by  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford.  We  are  not  now  discussing 
whether  the  words  which  follow  this 
part  of  the  Besolution  are  the  best  that 
could  be  devised  or  not.  Though  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  us  an 
exhaustive  criticism  of  those  words,  all 
we  have  now  to  decide  is  whether  the 
Chair  is  to  be  brought  into  play  or  not. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  believe  that 
it  would  be  for  the  interest  of  the  House, 
and  would  preserve  the  privileges  of  the 
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minority,  that  there  should  be  certam 
protection  afforded  them  by  the  actirm 
of  the  Chair.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  warned  the  House  in  the  most 
solemn  tones  of  the  danger  to  which  we 
are  subjecting  the  Chair  by  the  imposi- 
tion of  that  modified  responsibility  upon 
its  occupant.  Sir,  we  do  not  share  those 
fears.  We  hold  them  to  be  groundless ; 
and  we  do  not  think  the  statement  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  in  sup- 
port of  those  fears  would  justify  us  in 
accepting  the  Amendment.  It  has  been 
urged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  Chair  will  not  bear  the  additional 
burden  which  the  exercise  of  that  veto 
would  impose  on  it.  I,  on  the  contrary, 
am  prepared  to  contend  that  the  exer- 
cise of  that  veto,  limited  as  it  is  by  the 
words  that  follow  and  by  the  propor- 
tion of  Members  that  must  be  present, 
would  not  add  to  the  responsibility  de- 
volving upon  the  Chair  under  the  pre- 
sent Bules.  On  the  contrary,  I  maintain 
that  the  responsibility  thrown  on  the 
Chair  will  be  less  than  at  present,  and 
its  duties  less  arduous  and  less  difficult 
and  delicate  than  they  now  are.  One 
reason  urged  by  the  right  hon.  G^nde- 
man  for  regarding  the  present  Bule  as 
valueless  is  that  on  one  occasion,  a  year 
or  two  ago,  when  an  endeavour  was 
made  to  put  the  closure  in  force,  the 
great  body  of  the  Opposition  either 
walked  out  of  the  House  or  Toted 
against  it.  My  recollection  of  that 
occasion  is  perfectly  clear,  because  I  did 
not  walk  out  of  the  House,  nor  did  I 
vote  against  the  exercise  by  the  Speaker 
of  the  duty  imposed  upon  him.  The 
fact  was  that  there  was  a  certain  omis- 
sion in  the  Bule  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
the  Speaker  was  called  upon  to  act. 
Undoubtedly  there  was  a  surprise. 
Members  did  not  know  what  was 
coming;  and,  being  taken  by  surprise, 
many  of  them  took  the  course  which  tiie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  described. 
Under  the  New  Bule  there  is  erery 
reason  to  hope  that  hon.  Members  wiU 
not  be  taken  by  surprise,  and  that  is  one 
of  the  advantages  that  we  beliere  will 
follow  the  proposed  Bule.  As  he  pro- 
ceeded in  his  speech,  the  right  hon.Oen- 
tleman  opposite  warmed  to  his  subject, 
and  seemed  disposed  to  support  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford 
in  its  integrity  ;  and,  on  behalf  of  those 
sitting  behind  him,  he  declared  that  he 
had  no  fear  of  the  closure  by  the  great 
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majority  of  the  Houso  alone,  and  did 
not  desire  check  or  safeguard  of  any 
kind  whateyer.  I  coidd  not  help  think- 
ing on  whose  behalf^  and  for  how  many 
Members  who  sit  behind  him,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  that  statement. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  seems, 
by  hifl  movements  and  gesticulations  to 
imply  that  all  the  Members  who  sit 
behind  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  accept  that  proposal,  and  are 
prepared  to  vote  the  ck)8ure  pure  and 
simple.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  is  a  very  great  authority,  and  has 
taken  an  active  part  in  all  the  discussions 
on  this  subject ;  but  even  if  he  be  right 
iia  to  the  Members  who  sit  behind  him,  I 
can  hardly  suppose  that  many  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  below  the  Gang- 
way, instead  of  sitting  behind  the  Pront 
Opposition  Bench,  are  enamoured  of  the 
closure  without  a  safeguard.  During 
this  long,  protracted,  and  desultory  dis- 
cussion, how  many  speeches  had  been 
made  by  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  warning  hon.  Members  on  the 
Conservative  side  of  the  House  of  what 
may  happen  to  them  if  they  once  put 
their  heads  in  the  mouth  that  is  about 
to  swallow  them  up  when  they  find  them- 
selves in  a  minority,  after  the  closure  has 
been  voted  by  them  ?  It  has  been  asked 
by  the  Irish  Members  if  we  are  foolish 
enough  to  suppose  we  shall  always  re- 
main in  a  majority,  and  we  are  asked 
to  provide  a  safeguard  for  the  time  when 
■we  mav  be  a  disheartened  and  miser- 
able minority.  I  am  greatly  obliged  to 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  for  their  great 
consideration  in  regard  to  our  position ; 
but  I  do  not  think  even  their  good  will 
would  be  BO  eloquent  or  so  vehement  if 
they  had  not  some  idea  that  in  pleading 
the  cause  of  the  Conservatives,  they  were 
doing  their  best  to  promote  their  own. 
I  am  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  although 
he  assumed  to  speak  for  all  Parties  be- 
hind him,  was  not  speaking  from  what 
is  palled  a  ^'  mandate,"  which  had  been 
given  to  him,  when  he  said  that  they 
were  perfectly  willing  to  submit  to  the 
closure  without  the  imposition  of  any 
check  or  safeguard  whatever.  The 
issue  now  before  the  House  has  been 
fairly  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford,  and  the  House  is  in  possession 
of  all  the  facts  of  the  case.  It  is  an 
extremely  simple  and  clear  issue-^whe- 


ther  we  are  to  have  the  closure  without 
any  safeguard  or  check  whatever  inter- 
posed between  the  majority  and  the 
minority,  or  whether  you  will  interpose 
between  the  Member  of  the  House  or  the 
Minister — I  care  not  which  it  is,  who 
asks  for  the  closure— a  safeguard  for 
the  minority,  and  for  the  just  conduct 
of  debate  in  the  veto  of  the  Chair. 

The  chairman  of  COMMIT- 
TEES (Mr.  Cottetney)  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) :  I  greatly  fear  that  the  House  is 
about  to  proceed  to  a  Division  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  upon  the  wrong  words.  I 
had  the  privilege  of  addressing  the 
House  on  the  general  question  before 
we  began  to  consider  the  Besolutions  in 
detail ;  and  I  said  then  that  it  would  be 
extremely  undesirable  that  the  Chair 
should  have  any  real  part  in  applying 
the  closure.  I  cannot  but  think  that, 
however  it  is  exercised — and  I  am  sure 
it  would  always  be  exercised  with  the 
strictest  impartiality  and  the  best  judg- 
ment— that  it  would  not  redound  to 
the  strength  and  authority  of  the  Chair. 
I  am  afraid — and  I  think  that  expe- 
rience has  already  shown  the  truth — that 
any  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  Chair  to 
discriminate  the  occasions  when  the  clo- 
sure should  be  imposed,  having  regard 
to  the  rights  of  the  minority — must  be 
highly  perilous  to  the  dignity  and  au- 
thority of  the  Chair.  I,  therefore,  re- 
gretted, when  a  Rule  of  Closure  was  pro- 
posed four  years  ago,  that  it  was  adopted 
in  the  form  in  which  it  now  exists,  and  I 
should  regret  its  being  adopted  in  the 
form  now  before  the  House.  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  have  absolute  confi- 
dence as  to  what  may  be  the  action  of  a 
majority  of  the  House.  The  permanent 
majority  of  the  House  must  always  be 
trusted ;  but  the  majority  of  the  moment, 
or  the  majority  of  the  night,  is  a  power 
against  which  all  our  Bules  are  devised. 
Every  Eide  we  have  adopted  has  been 
adopted  by  the  House  at  large,  to  pre- 
vent an  abuse  by  a  fleeting  majority  of 
the  night.  Having  had  experience  of 
the  action  of  a  majority  having  been 
both  in  a  majority  and  in  a  minority 
myself,  I  am  firmly  persuaded  that 
it  would  be  extremely  dangerous  to 
give  to  a  fleeting  majority  of  the  House 
an  absolute  and  unrestrained  power  of 
closure.  I  never  felt  that  danger  moro 
strongly  than  when  I  formed  one  of  a 
powerful  majority— when  we  were  6ur- 
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rounded  by  persons  full  of  power  and 
the  consciouBness  of  power,  impatient  of 
delay,  and  anxious  to  press  forward  any 
object  they  bad  at  heart.     It  is  in  such 
a  case  as  that  that  the  danger  lies  of 
giring  unchecked  power  to  the  majority. 
Therefore,  I  greatly  desire  that  some 
restraint  should  be  put  npon  the  power 
of  the  majority  by  a  strong  Rule.     I 
would    confine    it    strictly    to    persons 
charged  with  definite  responsiblity  either 
with  respect  to  general  Business  or  the 
Business  in   hand ;   and  next,  that  it 
should  only  be  carried  by  sudi  a  ma- 
jority as  would  secure  confidence  that 
what  was  done  by  that  majority  wonld 
also  have  been  done  by  the  permanent 
majority.    The  three  dangers  which  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bedford 
desires  to  counteract  are  the  danger  of 
tyranny,  the  danger  of  surprise,  and  the 
danger  of  disorder.     If  you  retain  the 
numbers  as  they  are  proposed,  or  if,  as 
I  greatly  prefer,  you  adopt  a  propor- 
tional majority,  you   will  have  ample 
protection  againfit  surprise  and  tyranny. 
But  you  must  also  have  some  protection 
against    disorder,    and    the  protection 
which  I  would  lay  down  against  disorder 
is  in  not  allowing  any  person  to  move 
the  closure  except  he  is  a  person  hold- 
ing  a  position  of  responsibility  in  con- 
nection with  the  Government,  or  a  person 
in  a  position  of  responsibility  in  respect 
of  the  Business  in  hand.     A  proposal  to 
that  effect,  I  regret  to  say,  was  rejected 
on  Wednesday  when  it  was  brought  be- 
fore the  House  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lancashire   (Mr.  Leake).    You    must, 
however,  have  some  protection,  or  per- 
haps you  will    find    some   speculative 
Member  getting   up   to  try  what  the 
effect  of  moving  the  closure  might  be. 
"What  would  happen  if  some  ottier  au- 
thority cannot  intervene  ?    The  question 
must   be   put   to  the  Vote.     The   hon. 
Member  for  Bedford,  in  answer  to  that, 
stated  that  the  inherent  power  of  the 
Ohair  would  be  sufficient  to  enable  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman   to  disallow 
the  question  being  put.  I  was  somewhat 
surprised  to  hear  an  old  Whig  talk  of 
the  inherent  power  of  the  Ohair;  and 
certainly,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  al- 
though I  have  no  wish  to  limit  the  power 
of  the  Chair,  I  have  no  desire  to  enlarge 
the  inherent  power  of  the  Chair ;  and  I 
prefer  to  be  governed  by  the  clear  and 
definite  provisions  of  a  statute.     As  to 
the    inherent    right    of   the   Chair,    it 

Mr,  Courtney 


is  a  phrase  of  tiie  measure  of  wbidi 
I  venture  to  say  we  are  not  always 
assured,  and  I  doubt  wh^her  the  Ciuur 
has  the  inherent  right  now  claimed  for  it. 
Reference  has  been  made  to  a  Motion 
adopted  four  or  five  years  ago,  whieh 
provided  that,  if  the  ooenpant  oi  the 
Chair  was  of  opinion  that  an  abnae  of 
the  Eules  of  the  House  was  being  eaatr 
mitted,  he  might  object  to  pot  the  Qoo»- 
tion.  But  thEit  is  not  tiie  nde.  The 
occupant  of  the  Ohair  baa  a  oertain 
power;  but  what  is  it?  Not  to  p«t 
the  Motion  aside,  or  to  say  ^6mX  the 
Question  shall  not  be  put;  but  to  de- 
clare the  Question  shall  be  put  fortk- 
with.  If  the  occupant  of  the  Ohair  baa 
an  inherent  right  of  disposing  ot  the 
mattw,  if  he  thinks  there  has  been  an 
abuse  of  the  Forms  of  the  House ;  whal 
is  the  meaning  of  that  Bule  ?  If  the 
Chair  possesses  the  greater  power  oon» 
tended  for,  this  smaller  power  would  be 
involved  in  it.  What  might  be  the 
action  of  some  speculative  Member? 
He  comes  here  late  at  night,  and  he 
finds  himself  prevented  ^m  gdng 
away  by  some  stalwart  gen^eaan  sla* 
tioned  an  outer  door.  He  is  not  always 
animated  by  too  much  political  eatfan- 
siasm,  and,  if  destroue  of  getting  away, 
he  would  say — <<  I  beg  to  move  Siat  the 
Question  be  now  put."  In  stich  a  case 
as  that  what  power  does  the  Speaker 
possess  ?  He  is  bound  to  put  the  Qnee- 
tion.  By  that  means  you  may  have  a 
closure  and  a  clear  abuse  of  the  ^oims 
of  the  House,  and  it  is  necessary  that 
there  should  be  some  dieck  against  aoeh 
an  abuse.  How,  then,  is  £is  danger 
to  be  checked?  I  think  it  would  be 
met  by  the  words,  '*  unless  it  shall  ap- 
pear to  the  Chair  that  such  Motion  is 
an  abuse  of  the  Forms  of  the  House." 
But  the  hon.  Member  is  moving  to  omit 
those  words,  and,  therefore,  I  am  afraid 
that  he  is  taking  the  Division  upon  a 
wrong  issue.  Now,  I  venture  to  sabmit 
that  it  is  absolutely  essential  to  put  in 
those  wo^ds,  *'  Unless  it  shall  appear  to 
the  Chair  that  such  Motion  is  an  abuse 
of  the  Forms  of  the  House. "  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  will  withdraw  his 
present  Amendment,  and  then  propose  to 
omit  the  words  which  follow,  there  wiii 
be  a  fair  issue.  But  it  will  be  entirely 
misleading  to  divide  on  the  Amendment 
which  is  now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  (Bedford) :  After 
the  appeal  of   the   hon.  MembM*  for 
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Bodmin  (Mr.  Courtney),  pexiiaps  I  may 
be  allowed,  by  the  mdulgenco  of  the 
House,  to  say  tbat  I  took  my  stand  upon 
the  irovds  on  the  Paper  at  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  ri|^t  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  and  the  Ohaneellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  who  thought  that  the 
moat  convenient  form  of  bringing  to  an 
issue  whether  this  duty  should  be  cast 
upon  the  Obair.  I  stated,  in  the  course 
of  the  remarks  I  made,  that  I  had  no 
objeelion  whatever  to  the  words  relating 
to  the  abuse  of  the  Forms  of  the  House, 
and  I  ahould  not  objeet  to  the  Amend- 
ment which  stands  on  the  Paper  in  the 
name  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Great  Grimsby  (Mr,  Heneage)— - 

**  Unless  when  a  Member  rises  to  make  such 
Motion  the  consult  of  tbe  Chair  be  ref  osed,  on 
the  ground  that  sueh  Motion  is  an  abase  of  the 
Bules  of  the  House." 

Therefore,  if  the  Diviaton  is  taken  on  the 
words  I  propose  to  omit»  I  shall  hare  to 
ask  the  House  subsequently  to  take  an- 
other Division  on  the  words  relating  to 
ihe  rights  of  the  minority.  I  think  it 
would  be  more  convenient  if  the  House 
would  allow  me  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment I  have  already  moved,  and  give 
me  pwmission  to  move  the  omission  of 
the  words,  ''  Or  an  infringement  of  the 
rights  of  the  minority.'' 

Mb.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wish  to  withdraw  the  Am^id- 
ment? 

Ms.  WHITBEEAD :  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  leave  of  the  House  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment  I  have  moved, 
and  in  its  place  to  move  the  omission  of 
the  words,  ^'Oran  infringement  of  the 
rights  of  the  minority." 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  Is  it  the  pleasure 
of  the  House  that  the  Amendment  be 
withdrawn  ? 

Ma.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) : 
Some  of  my  hon.  Friends  have  placed 
Am^idments  upon  the  Paper  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford,  and  I  think  some  arrangement 
ought  to  be  made  for  taking  the  sense 
of  the  House  upon  those  Amendments 
now  standing  in  our  names.  Certainly 
the  rights  of  Members  who  have  Amend* 
ments  to  the  Amendment  which  it  is  now 
proposed  to  withdraw,  ought  not  to 
suffer. 

Ma.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland  Division) :  On  the  question 
of  the  withdrawal  of  the  Amendment, 
I  wish  to  say  that  the  Leader  of  the 


House  is  entirely  responsible  for  the 
coufusiou  into  which  we  have  been 
thrown.  It  is  most  unfortunate  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  put 
his  Amendment  down  on  the  paper  until 
the  time  had  gone  by  for  proposing 
Amendments  to  it  in  their  proper  order. 
As  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford  to  withdraw  his  Amendment, 
I  think  it  places  the  House  in  a  position 
of  some  difficulty.  I  and  my  hon.  Friends 
object  not  only  to  the  words  relating  to 
the  infringement  of  the  rights  of  the 
minority,  but  also  to  the  words  relating 
to  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  ^f  the  House. 
We  believe  that  those  words  are  too 
vague,  and  that  they  leave  too  large  a 
discretion  to  the  Chair.  We  believe 
that  in  certain  cases  the  minority  should 
have  a  right  of  proposing  the  cloture  as 
well  as  the  majority.  If  hon.  Members 
will  turn  to  page  14  of  the  Amendments 
it  will  be  found  that  there  are  two  or 
three  Amendments  standing  in  the 
names  of  hon.  Members  for  Ireland, 
and  especially  one  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Donegal  (Mr.  O'Hea), 
who  proposes  to  leave  out  from  the 
Amendment  the  words  ''it  shall  appear 
to  the  Ch£ur,"  in  order  to  substitute  an 
Amendment  to  the  effect 

**  that  a  Member  rising  in  his  place  may  claim 
to  move  that  the  Question  be  now  put  unless 
40  Members  rise  in  their  place  to  signify  that 
such  Motion  is  an  abuse  of  the  Forms  of  the 
House." 

That  may  be  a  right  or  wrone  proposal, 
but  it  is  oertainly  a  proposal  which  we 
have  the  right  to  discuss.  The  only 
thing  I  desire  to  place  before  the  House 
is  the  necessity  of  safeguarding  the 
rights  of  hon.  Members  to  propose  the 
Amendments  now  standing  on  the  Paper 
in  reference  to  the  words  which  are  pro* 
posedi  to  be  left  out. 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  is  with- 
<kawn,  it  would  be  necessary  to  take 
Amendments  which  stand  on  the  Paper 
before  the  words  which  he  now  proposes 
to  leave  out  are  reached.  The  words 
now  proposed  to  be  left  out  are  ^*  unless 
it  shall  appear  to  the  Chair,"  and  the 
next  words  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
Leader  of  the  House  are  that  *'  such 
Motion  is  an  abuse  of  the  Eules  of  the 
House."  Any  Amendment  relating  to 
those  words  will  have  precedence  over 
the  Ameodment  the  hon.  Member  now 
proposes  to  move,  and  which  is  to  omit 
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the  words  ''  or  an  infringement  of  the 
rights  of  the  minority."  Is  it  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  that  the 
Amendmeot  be  withdrawn  ?  [(7r»>#  of 
"  No  \ "] 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET 
(Derby) :  I  hope  that  course  will  not 
be  taken.  It  is  desirable  that  we  should 
oome  to  an  issue  at  once,  and  in  my 
opinion  it  might  be  oome  to  at  once.  I 
do  not  know  whether  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  attach  much  im- 
portance to  the  omission  of  the  words 
**  abuse  of  the  Eules  of  the  House." 
As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  have  no 
objection  to  those  words  at  all,  and  I 
support  the  Eesolution  as  far  as  it  goes 
in  that  respect  I  am  quite  prepcured 
to  take  issue  on  the  words  ^*  infringe- 
ment of  the  rights  of  the  minority," 
which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bedford  proposes  t«i  omit.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  will  not  be 
debarred  from  raising  a  discussion  upon 
the  words  ''abuse  of  the  Eules  of  the 
House  "  if  they  desire  to  do  so.  But  as 
everybody  is  prepared  to  oome  to  a 
decision  upon  the  main  issue,  I  think  it 
might  be  disposed  of  at  once. 

Thi  FIEST  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  do  not  know  whether 
I  am  in  Order  in  rising  again,  but  I 
hope  the  House  will  extend  its  in- 
dulgence to  me.  I  believe  it  is  the 
general  wish  of  the  House  to  come  to  a 
decision  as  to  the  question  whether  the 
Chair  shall  interpose  in  favour  of  the 
rights  of  minorities.  I  think  that  is 
the  general  sense  of  the  House,  and  I 
trust  that  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way will  permit  that  issue  to  be  taken 
now.  It  is  true  that  there  are  Amend- 
ments which  precede  that  Question ;  but 
hon.  Gentlemen  must  be  aware  that  they 
are  of  a  character  which  are  certain  to 
be  met  by  a  negative  by  the  large  ma- 
jority  of  the  House,  seeing  that  they  are 
not  supported  by  the  Opposition  gene- 
rally, 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  taken  an 
extraordinary  course,  and  one  which  will 
place  hon.  Members  sitting  in  this  part 
of  the  House  in  an  unfair  position.  I 
see  there  are  on  the  Paper  a  consider- 
able number  of  Amendments  to  these 
words — **  abuse  of  the  Eules  of  the 
House,"  and  we  were  led  to  believe  that 
the  whole  strength  of  the  Liberal  Party 
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would  be  applied  to  the  erasure  alto- 
gether of  those  words  from  the  Eule. 
Under  that  supposition  we  were  pre- 
pared to  support  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford.  We  had  no 
choice  but  to  support  that  Amendment, 
because  it  came  before  the  Amendment 
which  relates  to  the  subsequent  words. 
But  now  a  course  is  proposed  to  bo  pur- 
sued which  is  supported  by  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  from  one  motive 
only.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bedford, 
acting  fairly  and  generously  towards 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway,  da- 
sired  to  withdraw  his  Amendmeot  in 
order  to  give  an  opportunity  to  diaonss 
the  words  ''  abuse  of  ^e  Eules  of  the 
House."  But  hon.  Members  opposite 
refuse  to  allow  it  to  be  withdrawn,  al- 
though the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford 
says  that  he  is  not  desirous  of  challenging 
an  issue  upon  it.  A  persistenoe  in  the 
course  now  taken  will  only  have  the 
efiPect  of  depriving  Members  below  the 
Gangway  of  their  right  to  more  Amend- 
ments. I  beg  to  submit  to  the  Hooael 
that  as  thisBule  is  manifestly  for  the 
purpose  of  curtailing  the  righta  of  the 
House,  it  is  not  fair  to  the  Members  of 
a  Party,  who  are  often  in  a  minority 
here,  to  refuse  to  allow  them  the  oppor* 
unity  of  proposing  Amendments  on  the 
mere  intimation  that  the  (Government 
intend  to  meet  those  Amendments  with 
a  negative.  It  is  a  matter  in  which  we 
are  all  keenly  interested,  and  we  ought 
to  have  a  fair  chance  of  putting  our 
Amendments  before  the  House  and  of 
challenging  a  decision  upon  them.  If 
this  course  is  persisted  in  we  shall  not 
get  a  chance  of  voting  as  we  expected 
to  be  able  to  vote,  because  it  would  ap- 
pear now  that  the  Liberal  Party  above 
the  Gangway  are  not  going  to  support 
us.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  a  chanoe 
of  voting  for  the  omission  of  these  words, 
even  if  we  do  not  get  an  opportunity  of 
proposing  the  whole  of  our  Amendments. 
The  altered  change  of  front  in  regard  to 
the  Amendment  is,  I  think,  of  the  most 
vital  importance  to  us  as  a  small  Party 
in  the  House.  I  am  somewhat  astonished 
that  the  Conservative  Party  cannot  re- 
call the  time  when  these  Eules  of  Closure 
might  have  been  disastrously  applied  to 
them;  and  I  cannot  understand  why  they 
should  not  wish  to  guard  against  this 
danger  hereafter  by  supporting  the  Mo- 
tion to  omit  the  words  ^' abuse  of  the 
Eules  of  the  House."    I  protest  in  the 
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strongest  terms  against  the  course  it  is 
proposed  to  take,  and  I  maintain  that  it 
is  most  ungenerous  not  to  afford  us  an 
opportunity  of  laying  our  Amendments 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  sorry  the 
hon.  Gentleman  thinks  the  course  we  are 
now  pursuing  is  ungenerous.  We  are 
most  anxious  to  give  full  opportunity  for 
discussing  any  substantive  Amendment 
which  the  House  may  seriously  entertain, 
I  should  have  been  glad  if  I  oould 
respond  to  the  appeal  which  has  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I  think 
it  would  be  of  advantage  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  withdrawn,  and  we  were  to 
proceed  at  once  to  the  consideration  of 
the  words  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  proposes  to  omit.  However, 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
I  do  not  think  I  should  be  justified  in 
protracting  the  discussion,  and,  there- 
fore, I  will  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
consent  to  allow  his  Amendment  to  be 
negatived. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Then  the  Question 
I  have  to  propose  to  the  House  is,  '*  that 
these  woids  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  :  I  understand 
that  the  House  has  refused  to  allow  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  to  be  withdrawn,  and,  under 
the  circumstances,  there  is  nothing  left 
but  to  continue  the  general  discussion 
on  the  Amendment.  I  feel  bound  to 
protest  strongly  against  the  inconve- 
nience of  a  course  which  has  been 
adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Ghentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House,  because  he  is 
compelling  us  to  continue  the  discussion, 
with  a  fbregone  knowledge  that  we  are 
unable  to  arrive  at  anything  like  a 
rational  result.  There  is,  however, 
nothing  left  for  me  but  to  follow  the 
invitation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  to  discuss  the  proposal  of  the  hoD. 
Momber  for  Bedford  exactly  as  if  the 
conversation  which  has  just  taken  place 
hefcd  not  occurred  at  all.  I  strongly 
object  to  the  manner  in  which  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  John  Manners)  and  the 
Leader  of  the  House  have  put  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House — namely,  whether 
there  should  be  closure,  absolute  and 
simple,  or  closure  protected  by  the  inter- 
vention of  the  Chair.  I  am  in  favour  of 
the  removal  and  abstention  of  the  Chair 
from  all  partizan  feeling  and  partizan 
action  in  this  House.   That  is  really  the 
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solitary  issue  at  stake — whether  we  shall 
leave  the  Chair  in  a  position  of  perfect 
impartiality,  or  whether  we  shall  drag 
the  Speaker  down  into  the  arena  of  Party 
conflict.  The  question  is,  whether  we 
are  to  have  the  intervention  of  the 
Speaker  in  the  question  of  the  closure? 
The  Leader  of  the  House  maintains 
that  there  would  be  greater  temptation 
to  introduce  the  closure  if  it  were  not 
for  the  intervention  of  the  Speaker ;  but 
that  I  entirely  deny,  and  I  say  that 
there  is  more  chance  of  his  intervention 
under  the  present  Rule.  If  that  were 
so,  in  future  the  responsibility  would 
rest  with  the  Minister  alone.  I  regret 
that  the  Leader  of  the  House  has  not,  in 
introducing  these  Bules  of  Procedure, 
paid  more  respect  to  the  authority  of  the 
Chair,  which  he  has  done  all  in  his 
power  to  break  down.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  he  wants  to  pre- 
serve the  rights  of  minorities,  but  the 
only  minority  whose  right^s  he  wishes  to 
preserve  is  the  Tory  minority ;  in  fact, 
he  wants  to  use  the  Rule  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Tory  minority,  and  in 
order  to  put  down  the  Irish  minority  in 
this  House  in  their  attempt  to  prevent 
the  euslavement  of  the  Irish  people. 
For  these  reasons,  I  enter  my  most 
solemn  protest  against  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
el iflPe)  :  I  wish  to  pay  my  humble  tribute 
to  the  able  and  lucid  manner  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  has  placed 
this  question  before  the  House.  The 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  appear 
to  me  to  have  been  in  no  way  disposed 
of  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in 
his  speech  of  this  evening.  I  am  of 
opinion  that  the  vital  importance  of  this 
matter  can  hardly  be  exaggerated.  The 
danger  of  the  intervention  of  the  Speaker 
in  the  manner  suggested  by  the  Gfovem- 
ment,  was  apparent  during  the  debates 
of  18B2  to  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  when  the  present  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
said  that  the  object  of  the  New  Bule 
was  clearly  to  give  Ministers  their  own 
way ;  and  he  asked  how,  in  such  circum- 
stances, could  the  Speaker  *'fail  to  be 
a  partizan  ?  "  Again,  in  1885  there  was 
a  Division  on  the  cloture,  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  has  adverted,  but  which,  I 
venture  to  think,  will  bear  further  ex- 
amination.    Th6  action  of  the  Oonser- 
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Tattve  Party  was  Tery  sigxiifioaoi  on 
that  ocoasion,  and  looking  at  the  aum- 
bers  on  the  Division,  I  put  it  to  the 
House  to  coDsider  what  serious  eonse- 
quenoes  might  have  ensued  had  there 
been  eight  Yotee  less  in  farour  of  the 
Motion.  I  was  very  glad  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  admit  the  othw  night  that  the 
intervention  of  the  Chair,  even  in  the 
limited  manner  it  is  exercised  under  the 
present  Bule,  had  proved  full  of  danger. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  proposal  of  tiie 
Government  to  introduce  the  Chair  in  the 
manner  it  does  constitutes  a  flagrant  vio- 
lation of  the  traditions  of  this  House. 
I  should  not  have  used  language  which 
I  am  aware  is  strong,  had  I  not  the 
high  authority  of  the  late  Sir  £rskine 
May,  who  says—- 

**  That  ulUmaid  authority  oa  aU  points  is  the 
House  itself »  bat  the  Speaker  is  the  £xecative 
officer  by  whom  the  Hules  are  generally  en- 
forced.»» 

It  is  much  to  be  regretted  that  the 
Committee  presided  over  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Kossendale  did 
not  take  evidence.  But  I  will  refer  to 
the  Committee  of  1878,  before  which 
evidence  was  taken,  and  I  venture  to 
say  that  hoD.  Members  will  And  therein 
valuable  information  bearing  upon  this 
question.  In  reply  to  questions,  Mr. 
^Brand,  the  then  Speaker  of  the  House, 
declared  his  willingness  to  undertake 
any  responsibility  which  tlie  House 
thought  proper  to  cast  upon  him ;  but 
he  added — ^*I  think  this  is  a  discretion 
which  ought  not  to  be  vested  in  the 
Speaker."  He  also,  in  reply  to  Mr. 
ifewdegate,  admitted  that  the  peculiarity 
of  the  English  Parliament  is  that  ^*  the 
authority  in  both  Houses  exists  in  the 
House,  and  not  in  the  Speaker  of  either 
House."  That,  Sir,  I  venture  to  think, 
entirely  sustains  the  opinion  I  have  ex- 
pressed with  regard  to  the  proposal  be- 
fore us.  It  has  been  pointed  out  that  the 
Chair  must  come  in  as  against  the  mino- 
rity. I  notice,  on  referring  to  the  debates 
in  this  House,  that  on  the  26th  February, 
1884,  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford, 
when  the  House  was  proceeding  to  the 
election  of  Speaker,  and  upon  whom 
fell  the  duty  of  proposing  that  you,  Sir, 
should  occupy  that  Chair,  used  these 
words — 

*'  In  the  Speaker,  the  minority,  however 
small,  should  find  their  friend  and  best  pro- 
tector in  the  just  exercise  of  their  rights.'*— 
(S  Hmtward,  [285]  20.) 
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And  they  were  responded  to  h(f  you  in 
your  speeoh  to  the  House.  The  Bale 
whish  the  Gbvenunent  propose  to  ask  the 
House  to  adapt,  therdfore,  violates  ths 
position  indicated  bv  you  on  thi^  eeos- 
sion.  Again,  I  would  point  out  that  this 
House  has  always  maintained  the  grestsftt 
jealousy  with  respect  to  partbanship  on 
thepartof  itshiniestOffioer;  aiid,asaft 
instance  ol  this>  I  may  safer  to  th0  isot 
that  in  the  year  1835  the  Hcmso^  on  the 
19th  February,  took  the  very  stzeofcest 
step  whioh  it  oould  takay  by  proeafediag 
to  eleet  a  Speaker  in  the  {diaeeof  Sird 
H.  Sutton,  who  had  oceupied  ths  Ohsit 
of  this  Bouse  for  18  years^  to  tlitgeoeial 
satisCaotion ;  because  it  waa  thought  ha 
had  not  displayed  the  oom|defte  is^dfier- 
enoe  to  Party  interasta  wkidi  vnU  De- 
quired  of  the  Speyser  of  t]ie  Bouse*  It 
is  a  faot  that  shoidd  giv«  rise  to  raie^ 
tion  that  the  leading  supporters  of  the 
Ministerial  Bule  are.  with  one  or  two 
ezoepti«n%  men  of  muehleee  Pariiamea- 
tary  experience  than  those  wke  ate  neir 
opposed  to  i  t ;  the  result  of  which  is  that 
a  certain  oonfuston  of  purpoaa  and  vacil- 
lation of  mind  is  obsorvabie  in  the  aetioo 
of  the  Government.  The  Oovemaiest, 
in  shorty  are,  as  has  been  pointed  out  in 
the  course  of  these  debatea^  not  dsaliag 
with  causes,  but  with  aymptoais.  I 
listened  wiUi  g^at  pleasure  to  the 
lani^uaffs  which  fell  a  week  ago  frw 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ozlord  Uai- 
versity,  who  occupies  such  a  high  poii- 
sitioa  in  the  House,  that  it  was  net  to 
Bules  we  must  look,  but  to  the  spirit 
prevailing  among  Members  for  the  effi- 
ciency ol  this  AMomUy.  It  is  heosiie 
I  believe  this  proposal  constitutes  a 
fatal  innovation  in  the  eonstitotioasl 
position  of  the  Chair,  and  that  its  aiect, 
if  carried^  will  be  most  disastrous,  that 
I  cordially  support  the  Amendmeat  ol 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford. 

Sib  JOHN  KBNNAWAY  (Deroa, 
Honiton^ :  Sir,  it  has  been,  up  to  a  rsssst 
date,  objected  by  the  Party  to  whifh  I 
belong  that  the  principle  involved  ia 
this  Bule  was  not  in  accOTdaace  with  the 
traditions  of  the  House,  which  islisci 
on  the  good  feeling  of  the  Memben 
rather  than  upon  binding  down  debate 
by  any  strict  Bule.  Time,  however,  has 
educated  us.  The  Business  of  this  Qrass 
has  largely  increased.  Members^  at  tho 
same  time,  have  been  more  and  more 
eager  to  show  their  constituaijts that  thej 
were  anxious  to  expedite  aeasuies  ia 

Digitized  by  VJ^VJViC 


1S05 


{Ruki  0/ 


{March  4,  1887 } 


Procedure), 


1806 


a^Nsordance  with  the  views  of  those  wbo 
returned  them  to  the  cry  of  "  more  legisla- 
tion." With  the  itierease  of  Business 
there  has  been  increased  difficulty  in 
transacting  it;  there  has  been  an  in- 
creased demand  upon  the  time  and 
temper  of  ikie  House,  on  the  Leaders, 
and  on  the  Chair,  the  result  of  this  being 
that  the  House  of  Oommons  has  grown 
in  disfavour,  and  there  has  been  a  feel- 
ings in  the  country  that  it  is  not  an  efll- 
ment  machine  for  legislation  and  the 
i^etnedying  of  evils  which  are  felt  to  exist. 
We  are,  Uierefore,  forced  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  it  is  necessary  to  reconsider  our 
Rules,  and  give  up  some  old  ideas  which 
w^re  once  fondly  cherished.  I  think  that 
the  Qovemtnent  in  leaving  it  open  to 
any  Member  of  the  House  to  propose 
tlie  closure,  subject  only  to  the  decision 
of  the  Chair,  have  effected  a  very  great 
improvement  on  the  original  plan.  Let 
me  pcint  out,  with  regard  to  what  has 
been  said  with  regard  to  the  px)8ition  of 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  his  responsibility 
-would  not  be  increased  by  this  Rnle,  and 
that,  on  the  contrary,  it  relieves  him 
itom  the  duty  of  initiating  the  ch)8ure. 
He  witl  only  have  to  see  that  no  injustice 
k  done  in  regard  to  these  three  points — 
tjrranny,  obstruction,  and  surprise.  We 
are  told  that  we  are  to  trust  the  House, 
and  I  think  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  shown  by  iftieir  action  that  they 
propose  to  do  so,  and  that  they  are  not 
asking  a  gnarantee  from  the  House 
against  itself,  bat  against  individuals 
who  might  abuse  the  powers  of  this 
Sale.  At  the  same  time,  we  desire  that 
^e  trust  reposed  in  the  House  should  be 
temj^ered  with  prudence,  and  we  feel 
that  if  the  Rule  were  passed  in  the 
amended  form  suggestea  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford,  it  would  leave  the 
HoQse  in  the  hands  of  Members  who 
might  move  the  closure  for  obstructive 
purposes.  For  these  reasons,  I  cordially 
support  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House, 
which  we  do  not  regard  as  one  which 
win  work  great  wonders,  but  as  one 
which  will  facilitate  the  Business  of  the 
House,  and  meet  with  the  approval  of 
the  country. 

Mb.  HBNEAGE  (Great  Grimsby): 
8ir,  I  regret  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  was  not  allowed  to  take  the 
course  he  proposed  with  regard  to  his 
Amendment.  For  my  part,  I  am  always 
in  favour  of  the  initiation  of  the  cloture 


by  the  House.  I  believe  that  the  Mem- 
ber who  moved  the  closure  should  be 
responsible  for  it,  and  it  is  for  that 
reason  I  have  put  down  the  words  stand- 
ing in  my  name  upon  the  Paper.  I  can- 
not, however,  vote  for  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  because  the  words 
which  he  wishes  to  omit  are  connected 
with  my  own  Amendment.  I  entirely 
agree  with  regard  to  there  being  a 
strong  objection  to  the  words  **  infringe- 
ment of  the  rights  of  the  minority,'* 
which  are  entirely  novel,  not  having 
been  used  in  the  Rules  of  the  House 
hitherto,  and  if  my  hon.  Friend  moves 
their  omission,  I  shall  vote  with  him. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  fiouse  complains  that  we  are  occu- 
pying too  much  time  iri  the  discussion 
of  these  Rules ;  but  I  wish  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  in  1882  the  Conser- 
vative Party  occupied  the  time  of  the 
House  for  19  days  in  discussing  the  first 
Rule.  I  shall  not  follow  the  example 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that 
occasion,  out  I  shall  follow  it  to  the  ex- 
tent of  making  another  protest  against 
the  position  which  the  Government  have 
taken  up  with  regard  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbread),  which  has  met  with  so 
much  favour,  and  which,  I  venture  to 
say,  is  justifiable  in  its  character.  I  ob- 
ject to  the  intervention  of  the  Chair,  be- 
cause it  is  dragging  the  Speaker  down  to 
the  lev^l  of  the  excitement  which  takes 
place  in  debates  of  this  House.  I  do 
not  support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  on  Part^  grounds  ;  I  support  it 
because  I  think  its  tendency  is  to  main- 
tain the  dignitv  of  the  Chair,  and  the 
respect  for  it  which  is  traditional  in  this 
House. 

Mb.  THOMAS  GILL  (Louth,  S.): 
Sir,  the  hon.  Member  for  Nottingham 
(Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis),  a  short  time  since,  very 
clearly  and  forcibly  put  the  constitu- 
tional idea  of  the  Speaker  in  this  House, 
and  he  pointed  out  the  difference  as  be- 
tween the  position  of  the  Speaker  of  this 
House  and  that  of  the  Speaker  of  almost 
every  other  Legislative  Assembly  in  the 
world.  The  Speaker  of  this  House  occu- 
pies a  unique  position,  and  the  Clause  of 
this  Rule  which  provides  for  his  interven- 
tion seems  to  me  to  strike  at  the  very 
foundation  of  his  position.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  asked,  if  the  closure 
worked  so  well  in  other  Assemblies,  why 
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it  Bhould  not  work  well  in  this  Assembly, 
which  is  the  mother  of  them  all  ?  Now, 
Sir,  I  think  it  is  taking  for  granted  a 
fact  which  is  not  proved  to  say  that  the 
closure  has  worked  well  in  other  Assem- 
blies, and  the  House  of  Commons  ought 
to  ask  itself  the  question  whether  that  is 
the  case.  In  America,  the  work  of 
making  laws  is  carried  on  by  Standing 
Committees,  and  the  cloture,  or,  as  it  is 
there  called,  *'  Moving  the  Previous 
Question,"  has  been,  it  is  said,  the 
greatest  engine  in  passing  them  through 
the  House  without  due  deliberation.  An 
eminent  authority  on  this  point  says  — 

**  The  reference  of  Busineaa  to  Committees 
saves  time,  but  it  also  tends  to  prevent  discus- 
sion. The  Federal  House  of  Representatives 
has  in  course  of  time  become  the  slare  of  its 
Committees,  who,  except  m  the  case  of  revenue 
measures,  prepare  a'  verdict  which  the  House  is 
compelled  to  accept  without  debate  by  the  use 
of  the  Motion  for  tiie  Previous  Question.'' 

That,  Sir,  is  an  instance  of  the  effect  of 
the  use  of  the  cloture  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  in  America,  and  its  re- 
sult has  been  to  impair  in  the  most  de- 
structive manner  the  functions  of  debate 
in  that  Assembly.  What  is  the  conse- 
quence, however,  of  this  rapid  manufac- 
ture of  legislation  ?  It  is  that  the  legis- 
lation is  mostly  hasty,  often  corrupt,  and 
that  there  is  far  too  much  of  it,  and  that 
the  President  has  come  to  exercise  his 
▼eto  to  an  extent  which  places  the  Par- 
liament in  quite  a  secondary  position.  In 
1885,  President  Cleveland  exercised  his 
rightof  veto  upon  an  enormous  numberof 
Statutes  made  by  the  Legislature.  With 
regard  to  the  position  of  the  Speaker  in  the 
American  Assembly,  it  is  totally  different 
from  that  of  the  Speaker  here,  for  while 
the  latter  is,  correctly  speaking,  the 
mouthpiece  of  the  House;  the  former 
has  gradually  got  into  a  position  in 
which  he  almost  wields  the  powers  of 
an  Executive  of&cer  of  the  G-overnment. 
It  is  because  the  Bule  of  the  Leader  of 
the  House  strikes  at  the  foundation  of 
the  Speaker's  position  in  this  House, 
that  I  shall  give  my  hearty  support  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford. 

Mr.  HANDEL-COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.) :  Sir,  I  think  the  House  has  great 
reason  to  find  fault  with  the  way  in 
which  the  Qovernment  has  acted  with 
regard  to  this  Amendment.  I  am  of 
opinion  that  if  we  are  to  have  the  closure 
at  all,  the  House  should  take  the  whole 
responsibility   with  regard  to   it   upuu 
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itself;  and  I  trust  that  the  interrentioB 
of  the  Chair,  and  the  bringing  of  the 
Speaker  into  collision  with  Parties  in 
this  House,  will,  in  some  way  or  other 
be  prevented,  because  I  feel  that  other* 
wise  it  will  lead  to  very  serious  conse- 
quences. My  faith,  however,  is  in  the 
devolution  of  Business,  and  not  in  fiulee 
of  Closure.  I  have  a  great  desire  that 
the  object  at  which  the  Govenutteai  aima 
should  be  accomplished,  although  I  do 
not  agree  with  the  mode  in  whieh  thej 
are  endeavouring  to  attain  their  ol^ect. 
I  think  we  are  spending  a  great  daal  of 
time  on  the  Ilules  of  Procedure,  when 
we  ought  rather  to  be  inviting  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  those  great  ^l^a- 
sures  which  I  hope  the  Government  are 
going  to  bring  forward  for  the  purpose 
of  removing  the  diifioulties  under  which 
the  country  is  suffering.  We  have  not 
gone  very  far  yet  with  the  first  Hule, 
and,  if  I  may  judge  from  the  number  of 
Amendments  on  the  Paper,  it  will  be  a 
long  time  before  we  get  to  the  Buaineaa 
of  the  House.  I  cannot  help  thinkiog 
that  the  Government  have  incurred  ^eat 
responsibility  in  bringing  forward  these 
Rules,  which,  after  all,  are  only  nieaas 
to  an  end.  My  object  being  to  get  to 
the  end,  which  is  to  remove  the  evils 
from  which  the  country  is  suffering,  I 
shall  heartily  support  the  Amendment 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  has 
proposed  in  a  speech  so  weighty,  and 
supported  by  arguments^  so  wise. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present. 

Me.  O'DOHEETY  (Donegal,  NO :  I 
have  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Ghantliemaa 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  to  leave 
out  line  3  from  the  word  '*  unless.'^  I 
should  not  have  spoken  on  the  subject 
had  it  not  been  for.the  fact  that  the  word 
**  unless" 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Do  I  understand 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  he  wLshee  to 
move  an  Amendment?  He  would  not 
be  in  Order  in  doing  that. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY:  No;  I  am  not 
moving  an  Amendment,  Sir,  but  was 
about  to  point  out  to  the  Honse  how  it 
is  rendered  impossible  for  me  to  move 
the  Amendment  I  had  intended  to  move. 
What  I  object  to  in  the  proposal,  aa  it 
stands,  is  this— we  have  already  decided 
that  auy  man  may  move  the  cloture  at 
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any  time,  and  we  have  taken  awaj  all 
safegaards  as  to  amount  of  debate,  or  as 
to  any  debate  being  necessary,  before  the 
cloture  can  be  applied ;  and  it  is  now 
proposed  that  before  liberty  of  debate  in 
the  House  shall  be  killed  there  shall  bo 
a  judicial  decision  by  yourself,  Sir,  upon 
such  argument  as  will  fairly  enable  you 
to '  say  whether  or  not  the  Motion  for 
dosing  the  debate  is  obstructive.  It 
appears  to  me,  and  to  those  with  whom 
I  am  acting,  that  by  adopting  that  pro- 
posal you  and  the  House  will  have 
breathing  space.  All  the  Amendments 
which  have  been  decided  have  been 
Amendments  dealing  with  what  shall 
take  place  before  a  Member  shall  rise 
in  his  place;  and  we  think  that  the 
House  snould  now  consider  whether,  be; 
tween  the  Motion  being  made  and  the 
proposition  being  put  from  the  Chair, 
such  discussion  should  not  be  allowed  as 
would  take  place  before  a  Judge.  If  it 
ia  allowed,  it  would  make  the  interven* 
tion  of  the  Ohair  real,  and  not  illusory. 
As  I  read  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, it  is  that  you,  Sir,  must  close  the 
debiate,  or  put  the  Motion,  ^'That  the 
Queslaon  be  now  put,''  unless  the  put- 
ting of  that  Motion  would,  in  your  opi- 
nion, be  an  abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the 
House.  That  is  to  say,  the  presumption 
is  in  favour  of  the  cloture  instead  of 
being  in  favour  of  the  continuance  of 
debate,  which  is  a  thing  that  will  have 
reiy  far-reaching  results.  If  the  pre- 
sumption were  still  to  continue  in  favour 
of  the  freedom  of  debate,  and  the  onus 
were  put  on  the  Member  moving  the 
doture  to  show  that  reasonable  discus- 
sion had  been  exhausted,  the  time  which 
would  be  occupied  in  discussing  the  de- 
sirability of  enforcing  the  closure  would 
not  be  by  any  means  wasted.  The 
House  must  bear  in  mind  that  the 
temptation  to  the  Government  to  assent 
to  a  Motion  for  the  closure  of  a  debate 
may  be  very  great ;  and  yet  when  such 
a  Motion  is  made  many  Members  may 
be  of  opinion  that  such  and  such  a  per- 
son, who  has  a  special  knowledge  of  the 
subject  before  the  House,  should  be 
heard.  Such  an  intervention  as  is  pro- 
posed, therefore,  at  such  a  time,  would 
DO  of  infinite  service,  and  the  more  so 
because  we  have  already  decided  that 
there  shall  be  no  stated  time  for  the 
duration  of  a  debate,  and  no  proviso  that 
a  certain  number  of  Members  shall  speak 


before  the  cloture  is  enforced.  I  object 
to  the  sudden  springing  upon  the  House 
of  a  Motion  for  closure  to  be  decided 
by  the  amount  of  attention  and  the 
amount  of  care  from  which  Mr.  Speaker 
has  followed  the  debate.  There  may  be 
many  occasions  when  his  attention  is 
diverted  witli  the  matter  in  debate,  and 
when  all  he  has  to  guide  him  are  those 
impatient  noises  which  we  sometimes 
hear  at  a  certain  time  of  night.  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  pointed 
out,  the  intervention  of  theChair  proposed 
by  the  Government  will  be  illusory.  It 
will  be  invidious  to  require  Mr  Speaker 
to  pronounce  solemnly  whether  or  not  a 
Motion  for  cloture  is  an  abuse  of  the 
Kules  of  the  House.  In  the  case  of  a 
new  Member  who  might  not  be  very 
familiar  with  the  Rules  of  the  House, 
Mr.  Speaker  would  be  slov  to  put  upon 
him  the  stigma  that  he  was  abusing  the 
Eules  of  the  House  at  a  mementos  no- 
tice, whereas,  if  the  intervention  of  the 
Ohair  is  a  real,  solid,  judicial  act,  after 
deliberate  discussion,  then  I  can  under- 
stand its  intervention  whoever  makes 
the  Motion.  If  the  intervention  is  to  be 
illusory,  and  if  freedom  of  debate  is  to 
he  killed  without  a  judicial  decision,  un- 
doubtedly we  shall  oppose  the  proposal 
to  allow  the  Ohair  to  intervene  at  all. 

Mr.  OHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I 
think  I  am  entitled  to  comment  ou  the 
inconvenient  method  in  which,  owing  to 
the  action  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, this  Motion  has  come  before  the 
House.  It  comes  as  an  Amendment  to 
an  Amendment  proposed  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  I  should  have 
imagined  it  would  have  been  a  more 
convenient  course  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  have  embodied  his  opinion 
of  what  the  Rule  should  be  in  the  Reso- 
lution originally  proposed;  for  then  it 
would  not  only  have  been  competent  for 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whi thread)  to  move  his 
Amendment,  but  it  would  have  been 
competent  for  hon.  Members  to  have 
moved  Amendments  to  that  Amendment. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  reduced 
what  is  really  a  substantive  proposal  to 
the  condition  of  an  Amendment,  and 
confined  the  discussion  before  the  House 
strictly  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bedford,  having  made  that  the 
question  by  which  we  must  stand  or  fall. 
The  position  which  the  Government  have 
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already  taken  up  in    regavd   to   tliese 
Kules  is  one  of  ayerj  peonliaroharaoter; 
especially  when  it  is  viewed  in  the  light 
of  the  proposition  whioh  they  now  make 
that  the  final  arbitraoieiit  of  this  qnee* 
tion  of  the  cloture  is  nominally  to  remain 
with  the  Ohair.      They  hare  already 
refused  to  introduoe  into  the  Biiie  any 
words  by  which  it  will  be  irregular  for 
an  hon.  Member  to  make  a  Motion  for 
the  application  of  the  cloture  untiU  at 
least,  an  opportunity  for  discussion  has 
been  giyea ;  and  they  bave  now  rendered 
it  possible  for  any  Member  of  the  Hou8e» 
be  he  a  Member  of  the  Cbvemment  or 
not,  to  propose  that  a  question  as    to 
whieb  not  one  word  has  been  spoken  in 
debate  should  be  immediately  brought 
to  an  issue.    They  have  also  refused  to 
take  on  themselyes  the  direct  reeponsi- 
bility  of  proposing  any  such  Motion. 
Now,  Sir,  I  would  at  least  submit  to 
the  House  that  where  the  benefit  will 
undoubtedly  be  there  also  should  the 
responsibility  rest,  and  that  it  would  be 
at  least  fair  to  the  Ohair  that  a  Motion 
of  this  character  should  be  made  by  one 
of  the  most  responsible  Members  of  this 
House.    The  unpleasant  duty  of  exer- 
cising a  Teto  in  regard  to  a  Motion 
moved  by,  it  might  be,  one  of  the  least 
experienced  and  most  insignifioant  Mem- 
bers in  the  House,  should  not  be  cast 
upon  the  Ohair.   Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
are  supposed  to  be  in  command  of  a 
majority  of  the  Members  of  the  House, 
and  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  assume 
that  no  proposition  to  apply  the  cloture 
could  be    successfully  carried    in  the 
House  without  their  consent  and  appro- 
bation, and  without  their  deriving  most 
benefit  from  it ;  yet  they  seek  to  diyide 
the  responsibility  for  the  making  of  such 
Motion,  and,  it  may  be,  for  the  putting  of 
a  Question  without  discussion  at  all — for 
the  House  will  be  able  to  insist  upon 
that  course  if  this  Rule  is  carried — be- 
tween whoever  makes  the  Motion  and 
the  occupant  of  the  Ohair.    In  what 
position  will  that  put  the  Ohair  ?     I  do 
not  believe  the  (SixaxT  has  any  inherent 
power.    It  is  the  servant  of  tbe  House, 
and  is  bound  to  carry  out  the  opinions 
of  the  House.     Up  to  the  present  it  has 
had  ample  power  to  do  so.   If,  acting  on 
its  own  judgment,  it  believed  that  further 
discussion  was  unnecessary,  or  was  a 
waste  of  time,  it  had  power  to  close  dis- 
cussion— a  power  which  it  has  exercised 
on  undivided  responsibility,  and  which, 
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so  far  as  my  experienoe  goes,  it  hss 
exercised  in  a  moet  impartial  and  jiMt 
manner.     But  that  power  will  no  longer 
remain  with  the  Ohair.     It  will  for  tbe 
future  be  placed  in  a  position  in  whkb 
it  can  exercise  a  negative  power— a  re- 
stricted power.    That  negative  power  it 
may  be  called  on  to  exercise  ia  three 
different  oases ;  in  the  first  place,  where 
discussion  is  undoubtedly  proper,  sod, 
in  the  second  place,  where  it  is  unqsee<^ 
tionably  improper ;  and  there  Is  a  third 
zone,  in  which  it  may  be  diffieult  to  as- 
certain whether  discussion  is  fMoper  or 
improper— in  which  the  question  will  be 
a  matter  of  opinion,  and  the  House  will 
be  divided.    Up  to  the  present  it  has 
been  the  rule  to  permit  the  utmost  free- 
dom of  discussion ;  but  it  is  now  pro- 
posed to  limit  that  freedom,  and  the 
proposal  is  not  that  tlM  Chair  shosM 
place  sueh  limit  on  discussion  as  it  might 
think    necessary;    but  that  the  Otttr 
should    be    compelled    to   permit  the 
cloture  to  be  put  to  the  House,  imlets 
it  is  manifestly  evident  that  the  putnng 
of  the  Motion  would  be  an  abuse  of  the 
Bules  of  the  House.    The  presumptvoa 
will  now  be  entirely  against  freedom  of 
discussion,  and  in  thalneutralzone,  where 
it  may  be  difficult  to  clearly  gather  the 
opinion  of  the  House  whether  dieoueaea 
should  be  permitted  or  not,  the  Ohair 
will  be  absolutely  powerless.    But  a 
more    extraordinary   position    for   the 
Ohair  to  be  placed  in  will  be  found  is 
the  proposition  that  the  Ohair  to  ei«v 
oise  its  right  of  veto  should  be  of  opi- 
nion that  the  putting  of  the  doture 
Question  might  be  an  infringement  of 
the  rights  of  minorities.    As  the  Rde  al 
present  stands  it  will  be  eompeteat  for 
any  Member  of  this  House  to  rise  ia  kdi 
place  and  claim  to  move  that  the  Qoaa- 
tion  be  now  put,  though  there  may  nei 
have  been  one  word  of  debate  on  the 
Question    before  the  House.    Such  a 
Member  may,  unblushingly,  require  the 
Ohair  to  form  an  opinion,  either  negattre 
or  positive,  whether  this  Motion  is  an 
infringement  of  the  rights  of  the  mino- 
rity or  is  not.     Now,  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  possible  for  the  Ohair  to  form 
such  an  opinion  unless  there  had  been 
previous  discussion  in  the  House,  and 
we  are,   then,  reduced  to  the  absufd 
position  that  the  Ohair  will  be  asked  to 
make  up  its  mind  on  a  question  on  which 
it  cannot  have  an  opinion  from  what  has 
passed  in  the  House;  and  act  haviaf 
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been  able  to  form  an  opinion,  the  hon. 
Member  will  be  entitled  to  have  the 
quoBtion  of  the  eloture  put  to  the 
Houae.  I  take  it  that  this  will  be 
a  direct  incentive  to  hon.  Members  to 
stand  up  before  a  Question  which  has 
been  put  from  the  Chair,  has  been  dis- 
cussed ;  and,  having  thus  deprived  the 
Chair  of  the  means  of  knowing  whether 
the  putting  of  the  cloture  will  be  an 
abuse  of  the  Sules  of  the  House  and  an 
infringement  of  the  rights  of  the  mi- 
nority, ask  the  Chair  to  allow  the  ques- 
tion of  the  cloture  to  be  put.  The  Chair 
will  not  then  be  in  a  position  to  exercise 
its  veto  so  that,  bj  means  of  this  Bule, 
it  will  be  possible  to  escape  the  decision 
of  the  Chair  by  moving  that  the  Ques- 
tion shall  be  put  before  any  discussion 
whatsoever  has  taken  place  on  it.  These 
Bules  have  been  debated  for  a  very 
considerable  period,  and  we  have  not 
made  very  much  progress ;  but  I  would 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House, 
throiigh  you,  Sir,  to  the  fact  that  in 
1882  the  first  Hule,  relating  to  cloture, 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  House  for 
19  nights.  At  that  time  it  was  proposed 
that  the  Eule  should  be  a  permanent 
Bule ;  but,  so  far  as  I  know,  the  Go- 
vernment have  not  yet  given  us  any  in- 
timation as  to  whether  it  is  their  inten- 
tion to  make  the  proposed  Rule  a  Stand- 
ing Eule,  or  merely  a  Sessional  Order. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  now  departing  from  the  Question 
immediately  before  us,  which  is  the  in- 
tervention of  the  Chair. 

Mb.  CHANCE :  I  was  led  into  the 
mistake  quite  innocently,  Sir.  This  is  a 
matter  which  will  introduce  a  radical 
change  in  the  position  of  the  Chair 
towards  the  House ;  but  I  do  not  intend 
to  follow  the  line  of  argument  which 
suggested  itself  to  my  mind  by  discuss- 
ing the  question  whether  such  a  radical 
change  should  be  made  in  the  ^sition 
of  the  Chair  by  a  Rule  that  might  be 
merely  a  Sessional  Order.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  radical  change  that  will 
be  brought  about  is  the  only  fault  that 
is  to  be  found  with  the  proposal.  I  am 
strongly  of  opinion  that  this  proposition 
as  to  cloture  is  unnecessary  and  vicious ; 
and*  in  supporting  the  Amendment,  I 
do  so,  not  on  the  fi;round  that  it  has  any 
inherent  merit  in  it^  but  on  the  ground 
thaty  in  voting  for  it,  I  shall  be  placing 
on  record  my  protest  against  the  Rule 
from  first  to  last.  | 
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Db.  COMMINS  (Roscommon,  S.): 
The  question  is  whether  the  consent  of 
the  Chair  should  be  necessary  in  order 
that  the  cloture  should  be  applied.  This 
Rule  seems  to  me  to  sin  against  all  the 
traditions  of  this  House.  Under  our  old 
traditions  and  our  Old  Laws  and  Rules 
of  Debate,  the  thing  most  insisted  on, 
and  which  most  strudc  the  observer,  was 
that  freedom  of  discussion  and  debate 
were  granted,  not  only  to  minorities,  but 
to  every  Member  of  the  House,  whether 
he  was  in  a  minority  of  one  or  in  a  mi- 
nority of  one  less  than  the  majority. 
Individual  Members  were  supposed  to 
have  freedom  of  debate,  and  it  was  sup- 
posed that  that  freedom  would  be  ex- 
ercised until  adequate  discussion  was 
had,  no  matter  what  question  was  before 
the  House.  It  is  now  confessed  that 
there  is  no  intention  wliatever  to  inter- 
fere with  adequate  discnssion  and  free- 
dom of  debate  at  the  same  time  that  the 
Government  put  forward  an  Amendment 
which  practically  and  literally  takes 
away  both.  If  it  is  possible  to  close  a 
debate  before  a  question  has  been  con- 
sidered at  all,  then  there  is  an  end  alto- 
f  ether,  not  only  to  adequate  discussion, 
ut  to  entire  freedom  of  debate  in  this 
House.  There  will  be  nothing  to  pre- 
vent a  person  knowing  least  about  the 
Rules  of  the  House,  and  least  about  the 
Question  put  from  the  Chair,  standing 
up  and  proposing,  *^  That  the  Question 
be  now  put."  The  Question  will  then 
have  to  be  put,  unless  you,  Sir,  think  it 
would  be  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the 
House  and  an  infringement  of  the  rights 
of  the  minority,  and  that  you  would 
have  no  means  whatever  of  knowing. 
You  will  be,  logically,  precluded  from 
forming  an  opinion  on  the  subject,  so 
that  this  little  shred  of  seeming  freedom 
is  preserved  merely  for  the  si^e  of  de- 
stroying all  the  rest.  The  position  will 
be  almost  as  ridiculous  as  that  forcibly 
described  by  a  gentleman  famous  for 
making  bulls,  when  he  said  that  certain 
persons  were  *' ready  to  give  up  the 
whole  of  the  Constitution  in  order  to 
preserve  the  remainder."  Here  a 
microscopic  piece  of  liberty  is  pre- 
served in  order  to  put  it  into  the 
hands  of  irresponsible— though,  possi- 
bly, inspired  —  Membws  to  choke  off 
discussion  and  annihilate  freedom  of 
debate  in  this  House.  It  is  said  that 
that  cannot  happen  because  the  Chair 
may  say  that  the  Motion  to  apply  the 
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cloture  may  be  an  abuse  of  the  Bules  of 
the  House  or  an  infringement  of  the 
rights  of  the  minority,  But  how  can  it 
be  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House 
when  the  Eule  expressly  gives  a  Mem- 
ber authority  to  make  the  Motion  ?  But 
from  a  logical  point  of  view,  before  you 
can  say  it  is  an  infringement  of  the 
rights  of  a  minority,  you  must  know  the 
result  of  the  Division,  becanse  only  in 
that  way  can  you  tell  which  is  the 
minority.  The  only  test  that  by  the 
Eules,  Practice  or  Constitution  of  the 
House,  or  even  by  the  exercise  of  the 
sharpest  faculties  you  can  apply  to  dis- 
cover the  minority  on  a  particular  ques- 
tion, is  the  test  of  the  Division  Lobby. 
It  may  be  said  you  will  have  to  form  an 
opinion  as  to  which  is  the  majority  and 
which  the  minority  by  the  demonstra- 
tions of  feeling  which  take  place  in  the 
House.  But  the  minority  are  sometimes 
the  loudest  and  most  obstreperous.  They 
sometimes  assume  the  function  of  the 
majority,  and  endeavour  to  crow  down 
their  opponents  by  inarticulate  noises. 
Bo  that  it  is  not  those  who  make  the 
most  noise  whom  you  can  assume  to  be 
the  majority.  The  majority  are  very 
often  very  patient  and  long-enduring, 
and  do  not  make  a  noise ;  then  are  you 
to  assume  that  the  party  which  does  not 
make  a  noise  and  does  not  indulge  in 
inarticulate  sounds  and  interruptions 
are  the  majority?  There  again  you 
have  a  source  of  error,  and  considerable 
error  indeed.  The  minority  may  be  quite 
as  quiet  as  the  biggest  majority  ;  so  that 
you  cannot  judge  by  any  sounds  that 
issue  from  either  side  of  the  House,  or 
even  by  the  speeches  that  are  made. 
The  length  of  speeches  is  no  test — you 
cannot  say  whether  it  is  the  Members  of 
the  minority  or  the  Members  of  the  ma- 
jority who  make  them.  What  is  to  guide 
you  in  the  matter?  Why  you  have  no 
guide.  You  are  to  act  by  some  unfore- 
seen discretion,  and  say  that  some  un- 
numbered and  unknown  party  is  the 
majority  or  the  minority.  This  test  for 
entirely  suppressing  liberty  of  speech  in 
this  House,  therefore,  is  a  test  which  it 
is  impossible  to  apply.  The  discretionary 
power  which  will  be  vested  in  you.  Sir, 
it  will  be  impossible  for  you  to  exercise 
in  such  a  way  as  would  satisfy  any 
Member  of  this  House.  I  doubt,  Sir, 
whether  even  your  unerring  judgment 
would  be  right  in  the  matter.  However 
wise  a  Speaker  may  be,  how  is  he  to 
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decide  whether  the  rights  of  a  minoritj 
are  being  infringed  ?     What  are  the 
rights  of  a  minority  ?    That  is  another 
question  in  regard  to  which  we  are  left 
without  guidance.     I  object  to  the  Go- 
vernment launching  us  on.  this    wild 
career  of  speculation  with  Rales  to  goide 
ns  or  to  guide  the  Chair.     Thi«  is  a 
Rule  which,  while  professing  to  prateet 
the  rights  of  a  minority,  practicaiiy  takes 
away  the  rights  of  individuals,  and  really 
does  not  secure  to  the  majority  the  ri^t 
of  discussion.    Even  if  we  have  ascer- 
tained what  the  minority  is,  any  Member 
below  the  Gangway  in  opposition  tu  the 
Gt>vemment  or  in  opposition  to  the  Op- 
position, may  stand  up  and  make   a 
Motion  of  this  sort,  and  may  choke  off 
a  debate  on  an  inconvenient  subject. 
The  majority  may  wish  to  debate  tiie 
subject,   having  strong  opinions    with 
regard  to  it,  but  a  Monber  of  a  ndoority 
ma^  suppress  debate  by  bringing  about 
a  Division,  which  the  Speaker  may  allow 
rather  than  expose  himself  to  odiiua  in 
the  opinion  of  tne  friends  of  the  Memb^* 
moving  the  cloture.    The  Speaker  may 
be  exposed  to  odium  by  the  action  of 
individuals  representing  small  miaori- 
ties  and  having  vexy  litUe  scruple  in  ad- 
vocating their  views,  and  in  this  way  bis 
position  may  become,  not  only  inTidious, 
but  intolerable.     I  maintain.  Sir,  that 
we  shall  keep  you  in  the  positioB  you 
occupy — the  position,  namely,  of  being 
able  to    interpose  with  authority  and 
dignity    to    decide  disputes  that  may 
arise    between     hon.     Members     wid^ 
regard   to   the    interpretation    of    Hke 
Rules  of  the  House.    That  is  a  posi- 
tion we  think  would  be  most   agree- 
able to  the  Speaker,  and  certainly  most 
conformable  to  the  Rules  of  this  House. 
Tou,   Sir,   are  not  the  master  of  this 
House,  and  if  vou  interpose  in   tliese 
matters  you  will  be  exposed  to  the  ina- 
putation  of  trying  to  make  yourself  the 
master  of  the  House.    The  passing  of 
the  Rule  in  the    form  in    which  the 
Government  now  present  it  to  us  will  be. 
Sir,   to  make  you  the  servant  of  the 
majority,  which,  I  think,  would  be  even 
a  worse  position  for  you  to  holdtlian 
master  of  the  House,  because  this  House 
would  always  have  strength  to  get  rid 
of  an  inconvenient  master,   whereas   if 
the  Speaker  became  merely  a  tool  in  ^e 
hands    of    an    intolerant   his  position 
would  be  a  vast  deal  worse  and  mofte 
unpleasant  for  him,  and  mors  dangerous 
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to  the  freedom  of  disoiusioiL  and^  the 
liberty  of  the  House.  We  ought  to  save 
yon.  Sir,  from  the  danger  of  appearing 
in  the  actual  arena  of  Party  politics. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
I  think  the  fact  of  this  Amendment 
lutTing  been  moved  by  the  hon,  (Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bedford  is  a  reason 
why  it  should  receive  particular  atten- 
tion at  the  hands  of  the  House.  Every 
ono  recognizes  the  great  authority  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  on  all  questions  con- 
nected with  the  procedure  in  this  House, 
aad  unless  there  can  be  very  clear  proof 
given  that  it  is  impractioable,  I  think 
the  Gk>vemment  ought  to  have  very  little 
difficulty  in  accepting  bis  Amendment. 
Per  my  own  part  I  do  not  hope  for  much 
from  the  wisdom  of  the  Government 
either  on  matters  of  Procedure  or  any 
other  matters.  Their  conduct,  so  far, 
on  this  first  Bule  has  been  characterized 
by  deplorable  shilly-shallying.  They 
eame  down  to  the  House  with  one  set  of 
Sales,  and  those  Rules  were  no  sooner 
before  the  House  than  they  instructed  or 
^*  inspired  "  one  of  their  minor  followers 
to  set  down  an  Amendment  incorrect  in 
its  drafting.  Another  Member  took  that 
Amendment  in  bond,  and  he — probably 
with  tiie  assistance  ol  some  of  his  com- 
panions and  colleagues— proceeded  to 
recast  the  Amendment.  Tnat  led  to  a 
scene  of  confusion  and  irregularity  such 
AS  is  very  seldom  witnessed  in  the 
House.  That  scene  was  altogether 
owing  to  the  action  of  those  responsible 
for  the  conduct  of  Business  in  this 
House.  Then,  having  found  time  to 
oonsider  what  they  should  do,  they  came 
down  and  proposed  to  amend  .their 
original  Besolution  by  the  extraordinary 
Anoendment  put  on  the  Paper  by  the 
Leader  of  the  House.  I  will  not  go  into 
the  reasons  why  that  Am^dment  has 
been  brought  forward.  No  doubt  in  the 
first  instance  it  was  brought  forward  to 
f^TMtall  the  Amendment  of  wblch  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bedford 
had  given  Notice — ^to  make  it  incon- 
venient, if  not  impossible,  for  him  to  go 
on  with  that  Am^idment,  which  woidd 
have  raised  a  direct  issue  as  to  whether 
the  Chair  should  or  should  not  have  any 
intervention.  Owing  to  this  flank  move- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  Government,  we 
cannot  take  the  direct  issue  we  might 
otherwise  have  taken.  We  know  that  if 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon  Member  for 
Bedford  is  accepted  the  Amendment  of 
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the  Leader  of  the  House  will  fall  to 
pieces,  and  will  practically  have  to  be 
abandoned.  Sir,  from  time  to  time 
during  the  progress  of  this  discussion  we 
have  referred  to  the  position  of  the 
Speaker,  and  to  the  impropriety  of 
throwing  upon  him  any  buraen  which 
would  enable  a  member  of  the  present 
or  any  future  Government  who  desired 
to  have  the  cloture  applied  to  shelter 
himself  from  blame  behind  the  Speaker's 
authority.  Now,  Sir,  we  can  see  plainly 
that  the  proposal  of  the  Government  is 
simply  intended  to  shift  from  the 
shoulders  of  those  responsible  for  the 
conduct  of  Business  in  this  House  any 
blame  or  obloquy  that  might  arise 
from  any  unfair  setting  in  motion 
of  the  cloture.  The  Government  know 
very  well  that  if  they  seek  at  any 
time  to  bring  forward  in  an  unfair  man- 
ner the  question  of  the  closure  of  debate, 
that  if  the  whole  responsibility  for  the 
action  is  thrown  on  themselves,  and  they 
cannot  cite  the  authority  of  the  Chair, 
the  judgment  of  the  country  and  of  all 
right-minded  men  will  go  against  them 
in  the  matter.  But  they  are  perfectly 
aware  that  if  they  can  cite  the  high  au- 
thority of  the  Speaker  and  can  say  that 
he  was  the  person  who  authorized  the 
cloture  to  be  put  in  force,  that  more  than 
anything  else  will  have  the  effect  of  so 
influencing  the  case,  that,  though  the 
judgment  of  the  country  may  not  be 
given  in  their  favour  it,  at  any  rate,  will 
not  be  pronounced  against  them.  This 
Amendment  of  the  Leader  of  the  House 
is  in  itself  somewhat  un* Constitutional, 
because  it  suggests  that  the  Speaker 
should  have  in  his  mind  the  rights  of  the 
minority,  and  it  puts  into  writing  that 
the  Speaker  should  have  in  his  mind  due 
regard  to  the  rights  of  minoritiea.  We 
know  very  well  that  it  is  the  established 
law  of  Parlimnent— according  to  every- 
one who  has  written  on  the  subject— that 
the  flrst  duty  of  the  Speaker  in  this 
House  is  to  preserve  order,  and  the 
second  duty  is  to  protect  the  rights  of 
minorities.  Therefore,  the  placing  in 
the  Amendment,  in  express  terms,  of  an 
indication  to  the  Chair  that  it  should 
have  in  mind  at  all  times  the  rights  of 
nunorities  is,  in  my  opinion,  a  departure 
from  all  the  previous  written  Itules  of 
this  House,  and  amounts  to  a  reflection 
upon  the  Chair  itself.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Eoscommon  (Dr. 
Commins)  in  the  ppcech  he  just  made 
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referred  to  the  position  of  the  Chair. 
"We  know  what  that  poflition  is.  The 
Chair  is  the  master  of  every  individual 
Member  of  this  House,  because  the  Chair 
is  entrusted  with  great  powers  with  re- 
gard to  individual  Members.  In  recent 
times  the  Chair  has  had  increased  powers 
placed  at  its  disposal,  but  with  regard  to 
the  Members  of  this  House  collectively 
the  Chair  is  not  the  master  of  the  House. 
According  to  the  highest  authorities  he 
is  the  servant  of  the  House.  Therefore, 
it  is  improper  to  thrust  upon  the  Speaker 
anything  which  would  iuterfere  with  his 
position  as  the  servant  of  the  whole  body 
of  the  Members  of  this  House,  and  would 
practically  make  him  the  judge  of  its 
proceedings.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Oladstone)  in  the  speech  he  made  this 
evening  asked  what  was  meant  by  the 
**  evident  sense  of  the  House."  I  think 
it  is  extremely  difficult  to  say  what  the 
evident  sense  of  the  Hoiise  is  at  any 
time.  We  had  experience  here  even  as 
late  as  last  night  of  an  effort  on  the  part 
of  certain  Members  to  manufacture  what 
might  be  called  *'  the  evident  sense  of 
the  House  " — to  manufacture  a  feeling 
by  a  system  of  uproar  and  turbulence 
that  hon.  Members  who  were  discussing 
a  question  which  to  themselves  appeared 
vital,  and  were  discussing^  it  in  a  fair  and 
proper  manner,  were  acting  in  defiance 
of  the  Chairman  of  Committees.  Well, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  so  far  as  I 
understood  him,  defined  '*the  evident 
sense  of  the  House."  It  is  impossible 
for  the  Speaker  to  know  what  is  the 
current  feeling  and  mind  of  the  House 
unless  that  feeling  is  manifested  by 
scenes  of  disorder  such  as  we  witnessed 
last  night.  This  Rule  is  an  invitation  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  be  constantly  inter* 
rupting  the  proceedings  of  the  House  by 
making  noises  and  disturbances  and  cry- 
ing out  constantly  to  the  Speaker  to 
apply  the  do ture.  If  the  ' '  evident  sense 
of  the  House "  is  not  demonstrated  in 
this  way,  how  is  it  demonstrated  f  It 
cannot  be  defined  by  anything  else.  In 
1882  the  present  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Sir  William  Hart-Dyke),  who 
was  then  the  Whip  of  the  Tory  Party, 
spoke  about  having  in  a  previous  Par- 
liament been  constantly  at  the  elbow  of 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  urging 
him  to  get  on  with  Supply.  I  can  well 
understand  that  proceeding,  and  in  the 
future  I  can  well  understand  a  Govern- 
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ment  Whip  making  cm  unfair  use  of  the 
Rules  in  order  to  push  on  Supply.  We 
know  that  in  the  majority  of  instances — 
although  that  is  not  so  at  the  present 
time — the  Chairman  of  Committees  is  a 
very  strong  Party  man  and  would  very 
selaom  have  the  courage  to  redst  an 
application  to  stifle  discussion  In  this 
House  on  the  part  of  his  own  Leader. 
We  do  not  know  what  Speakers  may 
occupy  the  Chair  in  future  years.  la 
1882  we  had  an  historical  oisquisiiioii 
upon  the  characters  of  some  Spc^ers  in 
the  past . 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gendeman 
is  not  now  speaking  at  all  relevantly  to 
the  Question  of  the  veto  of  the  Chair  la 
certain  specified  cases. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY:  I  will  address 
myself,  Sir,  strictly  to  the  more  Uniited 
view  of  the  Question.    I  was  only  ahow- 
iug  that  it  would  be  unfair  of  the  Leader 
of  the  House,  or  any  other  Member  of 
the  Government  for  the  time  bein^.  to 
seek,  when  trying  to  apply  the  cloture, 
to  shelter  himself  behind  the  Chair,  and 
that  the  responsibility  should  be  entirely 
thrown   on   the  Member    making    the 
Motion ;  and  in  the  second  ease  I  was 
trying  to  show — though  I  will  now  dis- 
continue that  line  of  argument — that  it 
could  be  possible  at  some  future  time 
for  this  proviso  to  be  a  sham  and  a  de- 
lusion  by  reason  of  the  fact  tliat  sooie 
future  Speaker  might  not  exercise  hie 
powers  in  themanner  that  our  experience 
leads  us  to  expect  that  you.  Sir,  would 
apply  them.    That  was  my  only  object 
in  referring  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Shropshire 
on  the  samepoint  in  1882.      I  would 
remind  the  House  that  there  is  a  Clo- 
ture Rule  at  present  in  existence^   and 
that  whether  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  is  carried  or  not, 
you  will  have  power  vested  in  the  Speaker 
and  the  Chairman  of  Committees  to  take 
the   initiative.    When   you   pass     this 
Rule,  therefore,  you  will  have  him  either 
taking    the  initiative,   or  waitinff     for 
someone  to  move  the  cloture.    I  do  not 
conceive  how  it  is  possible,  except  by 
adopting  the  Motion  ^the  hon.  If  em- 
ber for  Bedford,  to  kno 
we  stand  during  the  debate, 
vemment  Amendment  is  ado 
mean  that  the  Government 
as  it  now  stands,  will  fall  _  ^ 
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Mem1>ers  of  tlie  Gorernment  or  of  tlie 
House  without  reference  to  Mr.  Speaker; 
and  in  another  iuQtance  the  Speaker 
majappljthe  cloture  of  his  own  motion. 
I  can  conceive  nothing  more  irregular, 
and  nothing  more  likely  to  lead  to  con- 
fusion, than  that  we  should  have  two 
distinct  Eules  dealing  with  the  same 
subject  existing  at  the  same  time  on  the 
Orders  of  the  House.  The.  Eule  under 
the  circumstances  I  have  noted  might  be 
described  as  a  species  of  double-barrelled 
'Rule.  I  hold  that  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  should  be 
accepted,  because  it  will  clear  away  at 
least  one  difficulty,  and  define  the  nosi- 
tion  of  Leaders  of  the  House  and  Mem- 
bers, of  tbe  Government,  and  define  as 
clearly  as  at  the  present  time  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Chair.  I  venture  to  say, 
whateyer  the  result  of  the  discussion 
may  be,  that  the  acceptance  of  the  Go- 
rernment Cloture  Eule  will  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  improve  the  delibera- 
tions of  this  House.  It  will  lead  to 
confusion,  and  make  confusion  worse 
confounded.  I  think  that  instead  of 
fbrwardinfl^  discussion,  and  expediting 
debate  ana  the  transaction  of  Business, 
it  "Will  make  them  slower  and  more 
difilcult  than  at  the  present  time. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northampton) : 
I  must  say  I  ought  to  feel  fiattered  by 
the  Amendment  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  as  it  is  practically  an  Amend- 
ment wmch  I  put  down  on  the  Paper 
myself.  But,  nevertheless,  I  shall  vote 
against  the  Amendment,  because  the 
pnly  reason  why  I  put  it  down  was  be- 
cause I  thought  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  might  not  be 
carried,  and  then  my  Amendment  would 
be  an  alternative.  I  fuUy  admit  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  is  a  great  improvement  on  his 
original  draft  of  the  Eule  of  Procedure, 
because  there  is  a  ffreat  advantage  be- 
tween not  withholaing  and  giving  an 
assent.  Still,  if  the  Ohair  does  not 
withhold  its  assent,  it  does  practically 
express  its  opinion;  and  though  that 
opinion  would  be  a  tacit  one,  a  great 
number  of  Members  feel  that  when 
&e  Chair  expresses  an  opinion  they 
ought  to  abdicate  their  own,  and  sup- 
port the  view  of  the  Chair.  Therefore, 
>t^  tj^  '  *  ^^  °^*  think  if  the  Chair  were  even 
^^^u  ftii^citly  to  express  an  opinion  in  this  mat- 
fO'*?^  i|er  that  the  appeal  to  the  House  would 
'^'tb  ^^  perfectly  independent.  The  First  Lord 


of  the  Treasury  alluded  to  an  Amend- 
ment of  mine  in  1882,  as  also  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian.  I  think  they  were  mistaken 
as  to  what  my  Amendment  was.  They 
seemed  to  be  under  the  impression  that 
I  proposed  that  no  one  would  speak 
more  than  half-an-hour.  That  was  not 
my  proposal.  It  was  this,  that  after  a 
debate  had  taken  place  and  it  was 
thought  that  the  matter  had  been  tho- 
roughly discussed,  that  instead  of  the 
cloture  we  should  adopt,  when  Mr. 
Speaker  is  in  the  Chair,  a  10  minutes' 
Eule. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Question  bo- 
fore  the  House  is  the  veto  of  the  Speaker 
in  certain  cases. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE:  Well,  Sir,  if 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
is  adopted  it  certainly  does  seem  to  me 
that  some  additional  words  will  have  to 
be  put  into  the  Eule,  because,  so  far  as 
I  can  perceive,  it  would  enable  any  hon. 
Member  to  get  up  at  any  moment  and 
propose  that  the  debate  should  close. 
Well,  the  probability  is  that  when  pas- 
sions are  excited  a  Gentleman  will  get 
up  after  each  Member  has  spoken  and 
propose  that  the  debate  ought  to  close, 
and  then  we  shall  divide.  I  shall  vote 
in  favour  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford ;  but  I  do  so  think- 
ing that  if  it  is  carried  we  shall  have 
further  to  amend  the  Eule  of  Procedure 
as  it  stands,  in  order  to  prevent  the  an- 
noying and  troublesome  proceeding  of  a 
Gentleman  getting  up  and  proposing  the 
cloture  after  each  Member  has  spoken. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dmded : — Ayes  177 ;  Noes 
180:  Majority  47.— (Div.  List,  No.  40.) 

Mr.  0»D0HEETY  (Donegal,  N.) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  two  Amendments 
standing  in  my  name— the  first  is  in 
line  3  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Amendment,  after 
**  and  "  to  leave  out  the  words  to  the  end 
of  tho  line,  and  insert — 

**It  shall  be  made  to  appear  to  the  Chair 
after  such  discussion  as  the  Chair  may  permit, 
that  opportunity  for  debate  on  the  Question  has 
been  afforded  and  that  such  Motion  is  not," 

and  the  second  is  to  leave  out  the  words 
— **An  abuse  of  the  Eules  of  the 
House  or  *'  in  line  4.  I  understand  the 
second  Amendment  is  the  one  you  will 
receive  at  this  stage. 
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Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  competent  for 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  move  to  leave  out 
the  words— **  An  abase  of  the  Bules  of 
the  House  or." 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY:  Sol  presumed, 
Mr.  Speaker,  and  it  was  that  Amend- 
ment I  rose  to  move.    The  effect  of  the 
Amendment  is,  that  after  a  Member  has 
risen  in  his  place  and  moved  the  cloture, 
a  discussion  may  be  addressed  to  you  in 
a  judicial  capacity ;   and  after  such  dis- 
cussion,  which  may  be  as  long  or  as 
short  as  you  think  fit,  you  shall  decide 
whether  or  not  the  proposition,  "  That 
the  Ouestion  be  now  put,"  shall  go.     T 
propose  that  the  question  for  your  judi- 
cial decision  shall  then  be,  not  whether 
the  hon.  Member  who  made  the  Motion 
is  guilty  of  the  abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the 
House,  but  whether  the  continuance  of 
the  debate  on  that  particular  question, 
and  under    the  circumstances,    is  not 
itself  an  abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the  House. 
Thus  will  be  placed  between  the  action 
of  an  irresponsible  Member  and  the  free- 
dom of  debate,  your  j  udicial  decision  after 
a  discussion.  The  object  of  this  Amend- 
ment is  that  there  shall  be  in  your  in- 
tervention something  that  will  be  a  gpia- 
rantee  for  freedom  of  speech ;  but  bv  the 
Amendment  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  you  will 
be  placed  in  a  position  of  some  diffi- 
culty.    If  an  hon.  Member  moves  that 
the  Question  be   now  put,  you  must 
either  put  the  Motion  or  rule  that  the 
Motion  is  an  abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the 
House.    You  will  be  relieved  from  such 
a  difficulty  if  my  Amendment  is  adopted. 
I  do  not  intend  to  labour  my  proposi- 
tion by  any  lengthened  observations.    I 
confess  I  have  no  faith  in  either  of  the 
safeguards ;  I  have  no  faith  in  the  mere 
majority  or  in  the  mere  interposition  of 
the  Chair.     I  have  endeavoured  to  in- 
terpose something  of  a  time  rale,  some- 
thing of  a  number  rule,  something  of  a 
rule  of  responsibility. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  to  leave  out 
the  words,  '*  an  abuse  of  the  Bules  of 
the  House  or."  That  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  subject  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
now  referring  to. 

Mr.  O'DOHEBTT  :  I  am  very  sorry 
if  I  have  not  kept  strictly  and  lop;ically 
to  the  question.  The  position  is  that 
any  Member  may  rise  at  any  time,  and, 
notwithstanding  that  there  has  been  no 
discussion,  or  only  short  and  inadequate 


discussion,  move  that  ihe  Question  be 
put ;  and  the  presumption  in  yonr  mind 
must  be,  under  the  Rule  proposed  by 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasary  ^lat  he 
is  right.  You  must  then  put  the  Ques- 
tion, though  yon  may  doubt  tiiat  the 
Motion  is  an  abuse  of  the  Bales  of  the 
House.  I  submit  that  is  not  a  posi- 
tion in  which  yon  should  be  put,  and  I 
propose  that  you  should  be  able  to 
satisfy  yourself,  after  discussion,  whe- 
ther the  Motion  is,  or  is  not,  an  abuse  of 
the  Bules.  E  ask  the  House  not  to  de- 
cide in  favour  of  the  cloture  until  it  has 
been  proved  that  the  cl6tare  is  neces^ 
eary. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  line  4,  leave  out  "  an 
abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the  House  or.^ — 
(^Mr,  O'Dohertf/,) 

Question  proposed^  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  proposed  Amendment." 

The  first  LOBD  of  the  TREA- 
SUBY  CMr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Donegal  (Mr.  O'DoherQr)  pro- 
poses  that  there  shall  practicallj  be  a 
debate  upon  the  Question,  ''that  the 
Question  be  now  put,"  or,  in  other 
words,  that  when  an  hon.  Member  moves 
that  the  Question  be  now  put,  the 
Speaker  or  the  Ohairman,  as  the  case 
may  be,  shall  be  oalled  upon  to  arrive 
at  a  decision  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
Motion  is  an  abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the 
House,  and  he  shall  do  so  after  discos- 
sion.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  if  it  is 
necessary  to  have  a  deoate  upon  the 
Question,  that  the  Question  be  now  pot, 
the  closure  will  be  altogether  inopera- 
tive. I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self will  see  that  a  provision  such  as  he 
proposes  would  onlv  impede,  and  net 
assist  the  progress  of  Business. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid): 
The  Tight  hon.  Gentleman  the  Fiivt 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  thinks  that  if  a 
discussion  were  allowed  on  the  Question 
'*that  the  Question  be  now  put,"  H 
would  be  useless  to  have  the  doture  at 
all.  He  seems  to  forget  that  what  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  O'Doherty)  proposes  is 
in  work  in  the  Oontinental  Parliaments, 
in  which  the  cloture  is  most  actively 
employed.  If  I  mistake  not,  in  the 
Austrian  Parliament  there  is  a  right  on 
the  part  of  the  Leader  of  the  House  and 
on  the  part  of  the  Leader  of  the  regular 
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Oppoeltion,  to  address  the  Ohair  on  the 
Queaiion  ''that  the  Question  be  now 
put.''  My  lion.  Friend  simply  desires 
that  there  shall  be  in  this  House  a  right 
to  address  the  Chair  on  the  part  of  such 
Members  as  the  Chair  may  think  fit  to 
allow  to  speak  when  the  cloture  has 
been  moved.  I  am  persuaded  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  would  give  some  further 
ooneideration  to  this  matter,  he  would 
see  die  great  advantage  which  would  be 
likely  to  ensue  from  the  right  being 
conferred,  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Committees,  as 
the  case  may  be,  upon  such  responsible 
Members  of  the  House  as  may  be  named 
to  address  the  House  upon  the  Motion 
in  question. 

Mr.  C.  S.  PARKER  (Perth) :  If  this 
Amendment  were  adopted,  one  of  two 
things  would  be  necessary,  either  that 
we  should  define  in  the  Amendment  who 
are  to  conduct  the  further  discussion 
which  is  desired,  or  else  that  we  should 
lay  upon  the  Chair 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  think  there  is 
some  misconception  in  the  minds  of  hon. 
Members  as  to  what  Amendment  is 
before  the  House.  Judging  from  the 
remarks  which  have  been  made,  hon. 
Gentlemen  are  referring  to  the  Amend- 
ment which  stands  lower  down  on  the 
Paper,  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Donegal  (Mr.  G'Doherty),  and 
not  to  the  Amendment  to  omit  the  words 
'*  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House 
or."  I  am  at  a  loss  to  see  how  the 
question  of  a  further  discussion  on  the 
Question  that  the  Question  be  now  put, 
can  be  brought  in  on  an  Amendment  to 
leave  out  the  words  *^  an  abuse  of  the 
Rules  of  the  House  or." 

Mr.  0.  S.  PARKER :  I  only  aUuded, 
in  passing,  to  the  words  proposed  to  be 
inserted  in  place  of  those  to  be  left  out. 
The  words  in  question — ''an  abuse  of 
the  Rules" — seem  both  inappropriate 
and  unnecessary.  I  should  think  that, 
under  the  existing  Standing  Orders, 
there  is  sufficient  power  to  deal  with 
any  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House. 
If  these  words  were  omitted,  I  should 
be  prepared  to  suggest .  other  words ; 
but,  at  present,  it  would  be  out  of 
Order  to  do  so. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin 
Harbour):  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  completely 
misunderstands  the  scope  of  the  ianend- 


ment.  We  have  a  perfect  analogy  to 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  DoDoeal  in  the  case 
in  which  an  hon.  Member  rises  and 
claims  the  right  to  address  the  Chair 
upon  a  point  of  Order.  It  is  evident  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  did  not  read  carefully  the 
terms  of  the  Amendment,  which  says — 

**  It  shall  be  made  to  appear  to  the  Ohair, 
after  such  discasaioo,  as  the  Chair  may  permit, 
that  opportunity  for  Debate  on  the  Question  has 
been  afforded " 

Mm.  SPEAKER:  Order,  Order!  It 
is  quite  obvious  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  T.  C.  Harrington),  like  the 
other  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  spoken, 
is  in  error  as  to  the  Amendment  oefore 
the  House.  The  Amendment  under  con- 
sideration is  to  leave  out  *'  an  abuse  of 
the  Rules  of  the  House  or." 

Mb.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON :  If  I  am 
in  error  I  am  only  following  the  error  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  proposed  that 
Amendment,  because  undoubtedly  my 
hon.  Friend  moved  the  second  Amend- 
ment which  stands  in  his  name,  and  it 
was  to  that  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  addressed  himself. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  sorry  to 'inter- 
rupt  the  hon.  Gentleman.  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Donegal  (Mr. 
O'Doherty)  moved  his  subsequent 
Amendment  it  is  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) :  I 
merely  wished  to  get  the  words  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  out  of  the 
way  in  order  to  move  my  Amendment. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  now  doubly  out  of  Order  in  moving 
that  Amendment.  It  is  a  re-assertion 
of  the  opportunity  of  debate  which  the 
House  has  decided  shall  not  take  place. 
The  House  has  decided  that  the  Question 
is  to  be  put  forthwith,  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  that  it  is  not  to  be 
put  forthwith,  but  only  after  discussion. 

I  The  Amendment  was  not  put.1 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  (Bedford):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beg  to  move  the  omission  of 
the  words  ''or  an  infringement  of  the 
rights  of  the  minority."  The  whole  of  the 
argument  I  addressed  to  the  House  on 
Wednesday  last  really  turned  upon  the 
Question  whether  duties  or  privileges  of 
this  kind  should  be  cast  on  the  Chair, 
and  I  do  not  propose  to  trouble  the 
House  by  repeating  the  argument.  I  will 
content  mjself  with  saying  that  of  all  the 
proposals  which  have  been  made  to  put 
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duties  of  this  kind  on  the  Cbair,  this 
Ahiendment  seems  to  me  to  he  the  most 
vague,  and  to  leave  to  the  Chair  the 
least  possible  guide. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  words 
''  or  an  iufringement  of  the  rights  of  the 
minority."— (Jfr.  Whithreai), 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  port  of  the 
said  proposed  Amendment." 

SimWILLTAM  HARCOUET(  Derby): 
We  have  come  at  last  to  what  a  good 
many  of  us,  at  all  events — I  do  not  ven- 
ture to  say  how  many— consider  to  be  the 
real  subject  at  issue  between  a  great 
number  of  persons  in  the  House ;  and 
that  is,  whether  it  is  wise  to  put  upon 
the  Speaker  the  duty  of  what  is  called 
protecting  the  minority.  The  protection 
of  the  minority  is  a  popular  phrase,  and 
I  ask  the  House  to  consider  what  it 
means  and  how  it  affects  the  position  of 
the  Speaker.  There  is  also  another 
popular  phrase.  We  hear  it  often  said 
that  the  Speaker  is  an  impartial  Judge 
in  this  House.  Now,  if  the  Speaker  is 
a  judge,  I  am  sure  he  is  an  impartial 
judge,*  but  I  venture  to  say,  upon  all  my 
reaoing  and  knowledge  of  Parliamentary 
history  and  Parliamentary  law,  that  the 
Speaker  is  not  and  never  has  been  a 
judge  in  this  House — ^I  mean  a  judge  of 
the  conduct  of  the  House  in  general. 
The  Speaker  has  an  absolute  authority 
over  individuals  in  this  House.  He  de- 
cides questions  of  Order,  he  interprets 
the  Bules  of  the  House,  but  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  House  itself  he  is  not  a 
judge  at  all,  and  never  has  been  so —in 
my  opinion  never  can  he  so,  and  never 
ought  to  be  so.  If  you  look  at  some  of 
the  books  upon  Parliamentary  libertiefl, 
such  as  JI(U$eU*8  Preeedsnts,  published  in 
days  when  people  expressed  themselves 
in  a  blunter  way  than  they  do  now,  you 
find  it  stated  that  the  Speaker  is  not  the 
master  or  the  master^s  mate  of  the 
House,  but  the  servant  of  the  House. 
The  difference  between  the  authority  of 
the  Speaker  over  individuals,  over  ques- 
tions of  Order,  and  over  interpretations 
of  the  Bules  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
determining  of  what  ought  to  be  the  con- 
duct of  the  House  in  any  particular 
matter  on  the  other  hand,  is  a  distinction 
of  a  most  important  character,  which  has 
existed  from  the  earliest  times.  You  are 
now  proposing  to  put  the  Speaker  in  a 
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position  with  reference  to  the  Houtethal 
he  has  never  occupied  since  the  House 
of  Commons  existed,  and  tbat^  I  thhik, 
is  a  very  material  question  for  you  to 
consider.  If  the  Speaker  is  to  be  a  judge 
as  to  whether  this  Motion  is  to  be  put, 
— why  not  a  judge  as  to  whether  any 
Motion  should  be  put,  why  not  a  judge 
of  the  propriety,  expediency,  or  oppor- 
tuneness of  any  Motion  ?  Then  it  is  said 
that  the  Speaker  is  to  hare  a  veto.  Now, 
a  veto  cannot  beezeroised  by  anybod  jwfae 
has  not  an  authority  independent  of  the 
authority  of  those  over  whom  he  wields 
the  veto.  The  Sovereign  can  veto  aBilU 
but  the  Sovereign  b  a  separate  estate  of 
the  Bealm.  Is  the  Speaker  a  separate 
estate  of  the  Bealm  in  his  relation  to  tiie 
House  of  Commons  ?  What  is  the  mean- 
ingof  the  name  <^  Speaker?  The  Speaker 
is  the  person  who  speaks  the  will  of  1^ 
House,  the  voice  of  Uie  House,  the  deter- 
mination of  the  majority  of  the  House. 
When  we  speak  of  the  House  we  mean 
the  majority  of  the  House.  When  a 
Member  moves  *'  that  in  the  opinion  of 
the  House,'' he  means  that  the  majority 
is  of  opinion ;  if  he  moves  a  Vote  of 
Want  of  Confidence  in  t^e  Oovemmait^ 
he  means  the  majority  of  the  House. 
The  Speaker  has  never  yet  in  Parlui- 
mentarv  history  had  an  existence  or  ao* 
tion  otherwise  than  as  the  organ  of  the 
House.  It  is  extraordinary  that  this 
Constitutional  doctrine  should  have  been 
so  forgotten  and  passed  oyer  in  all  these 
discussions.  You  must  remember  what 
the  Speaker  is — ^that  he  is  the  organ  of 
the  House — and  never  existed,  and  nerer 
ought  to  have'  existed — in  any  other 
capacity.  To  treat  him  as  a  separate 
estate  of  the  Bealm,  with  power  to  veto 
the  decisions  of  the  House,  is  entireij  to 
misconceive  the  character  of  the  Speaker, 
and  to  revolutionize  his  position.  I 
think  that  the  old  Bule — ^that  introduced 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  CHadstcme) 
— is  a  good  deal  better  than  this  Bole, 
though  I  admit  it  has  failed.  The  old 
Bule  never  professed  that  the  Speaker 
did  anything  else  except  express  the  will 
of  the  majority  of  the  House ;  and  that 
is  what  is  the  duty  of  the  Office  of 
the  Speaker.  Under  the  old  Bule  the 
Speaker  had  no  divided  responsibilify. 
Under  this  Bule  his  responsibility  will 
be  divided.  Under  the  old  Bale  what 
we  desired  was,  that  the  position  of  the 
Speaker  should  be  entirely  independent. 
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asd  I  am  fiore  it  has  beeo.  Tho  Speaker 
fonudd  an  IndependeDt  opinion  and  bjxt 
nouneed  it  to  the  House  ;  but  it  is  the 
House,  and  the  House  alone,  that  can 
det^mine  a  question.  Well,  as  I  say, 
the  existing  Bale  desires  to  aohieve  and 
safeguard  the  independence  of  the 
Speaker.  I  am  sorry  to  say  the  Bule 
has  failed  in  that  respect,  because,  as  I 
pointed  out  the  other  night,  journals 
that  ought  to  be  well  informed,  but 
which  are  very  igpoorant  of  Oonstitu- 
tkmal  principles  with  regard  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Speaker,  ineiead  of  treating 
the  Speaker  as  an  independent  autho- 
Hty,  salute  him  and  ebe^  him  as  a 
confederate  of  the  Government.  We 
know,  Sir,  that  is  not  true.  We  know 
perfectly  well  that,  under  the  Bule,  you 
would  no  more  consult  the  Goyernment 
as  to  the  exercise  of  the  cloture  than 
you  would  consult  the  Opposition .  Your 
Office^  which,  I  am  sure,  you  perform 
with  perfect  impartiality,  demands  that 
you  should  arrive  at  a  determination 
<}uite  irrespective  of  both  ;  but  that  does 
not  prevent  papers  like  T^s  Timas  stat- 
ing exactly  the  opposite.  Well,  under 
this  Bule,  I  am  afraid  the  danger  would 
be  still  greater,  because  it  is  not  pro- 
posed that  you  shall  move  in  the  mat- 
ter, but  that  you  shall  be  moved  by 
somebody  else.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has  already 
said  that  you  must  be  moved  in  this 
matter  by  the  majority,  and  the  majo- 
rity is  generally  the  Government.  The 
Speaker  ought  not  to  be  moved  to  allow 
the  cloture  unless  he  thinks  it  will  be 
carried.  Will  he  be  less  exposed  to 
criticism  when  he  is  moved  by  some- 
body than  when  he  is  moved  by  nobody  ? 
I  should  think  he  will  be  more  exposed 
to  criticism  when  moved  by  somebody. 
What  we  ought  to  do  is  to  free  the 
Speaker  from  criticism.  If  he  grants 
the  cloture,  or  does  not  forbid  it,  he  will 
be  criticized  by  the  minority ;  if  he  re- 
fuses it  he  will  be  criticized  by  the  ma^ 
jority.  There  is  another  very  great  evil 
in  this.  If  the  Speaker  ever  ceases  to 
be  what  he  is  now — the  organ  and  the 
voice  of  the  House,  that  is,  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House— you  never  can  have 
what  we  have  had  with  so  much  advan- 
tage to  the  House — a  Speaker  continu- 
ing in  Office  through  numerous  Parlia- 
ments and  with  diflPerent  Political  Parties. 
A  constant  change  of  Speaker  would  be 
a '  very  great  e^.     Lord  Eversley  and 


Lord  Hampden,  who  were  Speakers  in 
varioijw  Parliaments  and  under  different 
Party  Leaders,  possessed  the  confidetoce 
of  the  House  and  of  each  Party.  Why  ? 
For  the  same  reason  that  your  perma- 
nent Civil  Servants,  and  your  Ambassa- 
dors abroad,  have  your  confidence  under 
different  Administrations.  They  are  the 
mere  mouth-pieces — the  mere  agents  of 
the  persons  by  whom  they  are  employed. 
It  is  absolutely  incompatible  with  the  ex- 
ercise of  this  Bule  that  any  Speaker  can 
continue  uikder  two  Administrations. 
Why  are  we  going  to  do  all  this  ?  Who 
is  in  favour  of  it  ?  I  do  not  know  that 
the  Government  are  very  nuich  in  favour 
of  it.  It  is  not  their  original  proposal ; 
but  who  are  against  it  ?  Whatever  may 
be  the  Party  feelings  in  the  House 
everybody  will  respeot  the  opinion  of  the 
oldest  and  most  experienced  Parliamen- 
tarian in  the  House,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr. Oladstone).  Wdl,  he  is  against  it. 
Then,  I  do  not  think  there  is  anybody  in 
the  House  who  will  dispute  that  one  of  the 
greatest  Parlicunentary  authorities  in  the 
House,  known  for  his  consideration  and 
fairness,  is  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread).  He  is 
against  it.  The  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  (Mr.  Court- 
ney), who  has  to  exercise  the  power  of 
the  cloture,  is  against  it.  There  is  a 
fourth  person,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  than  whom  no  one  has 
greater  influence  in  the  House— and  de- 
servedly so— and  he  is  not  in  favour  of 
the  Government's  proposal.  The  noble 
Lord  said  that — 

''As  regards  the  closure,  my  own  opinion 
has  always  been,  since  I  became  convinced  of 
the  necessity  of  limiting  the  length  of  debates 
— a  conviction  which  I  formed  six  or  seven 
years  ago— in  favour  of  adopting  the  most 
simple  and  most  practical  form  of  giving  the 
House  that  control  over  the  length  of  its  dis- 
cussions. I  agree  with  a  great  deal  of  what 
fell  from  mv  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt]  last 
night.  PersoDiUly,  I  have  not  the  slightest 
apprehension  as  to  the  probability  that  the 
power  of  the  closure  would  be  abused.  I  do 
not  think  T  am  subject  to  the  panic  fears  about 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  spoke.  I  think  it 
would  not  be  to  the  advantage  of  a  majority  to 
abuse  the  power  of  closure,  however  string^t 
and  however  drastic  that  power  might  be.  I 
believe  that  what  would  be  considered  in  the 
country  an  uufair  use  of  the  power  of  closing 
debate  would  act  injuriously  upon  the  majority's 
own  cause,  and  that  there  would  be  no  tempta- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  majority,  even  a  some- 
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what  intoleiant  majority,  to  resort  to  unfair 
means  of  suppressing  debate.  Farther,  I  be- 
lieve with  the  right  hon.  G^entleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  I^ds  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  that 
in  the  Assemblies  where  the  simple  form  of 
closure  hat»  been  adopted,  and  where  Party 
spirit  is  certainly  quite  as  prevalent  as  among 
us,  and  where  passions  are  rife,  it  has  not  in 
practice  been  found  that  the  power  of  closure 
or  limiting  the  length  of  debates  has  been 
abased.  Therefore,  I  still  maintain  the  opinion 
I  have  always  personally  held  on  this  subject — 
that  it  is  not  necessary  to  surround  the  use  of 
the  closing  of  debate  by  so  many  limitations 
and  restrictions  as  Uie  timidity  of  some  hon. 
Members  seems  to  suggest  Personally,  I 
should  not  be  in  the  least  afraid  to  see  a  sys- 
tem of  closure  roted  by  a  bare  majority  with- 
out any  intenrention  on  the  part  of  the  Chair, 
and  limited  only  bv  the  presence  of  what  might 
be  considered  to  be  a  sufficient  quonim.  — 
(3fiMMr<f,[3ii]311.) 

Well,  now,  that  is  an  answer  to  the 
eloquent  declamation  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Cbanoellor  of  the  Duchj  of  Lancaster 
(Lord  John  Manners).  My  noble  Friend 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  has  none  of 
the  apprehensions  that  are  entertained 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Ducby  of  Lancaster  and  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith). 
He  agrees  with  us  in  opinion.  It  may 
be  it  is  the  hard  fate  of  his  present  posi- 
tion that,  contrary  to  his  opinion,  he  will 
Yote  for  the  Oovernment.  But  it  is  the 
opinion  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Eossendale  that  all  the  panic  terrors 
are  idle  and  bogus  fears;  he  would 
rather  see  closure  pure  and  simple- 
one  without  any  of  these  absurd  restric- 
tions. Now,  what  is  it  the  Speaker 
is  to  do?  He  is  to  see  that  there  is 
no  infringement  of  the  rights  of  the 
minority.  I  really  must  complain  of 
this  language.  It  is  not  Parliamentary 
language.  It  is  a  slipshod,  penny-a-line, 
or  a  boarding-school-miss  sort  of  lan- 
guage. Let  us  have  something  we  can 
understand— something  which  has  a 
Parliamentary  meaning.  Now,  what 
is  a  minority?  I  see  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Mr.  Goschen)  in  his  place,  and 
I  understand  he  is  going  to  speak. 
There  is  no  man  better  able  to  give  a 
correct  definition  of  **minority "  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Let  us  hear 
his  dd&nition  of  "  minority,"  and  what 
are  its  rights,  and  what  is  an  infringe- 
ment of  those  rights?  These  are  ad- 
mirable themes  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman TMr.  Goschen),  and  I  am  sure 
he  will  aeal  with  them  admirably.  At 
present  the  Speaker  knows  a  minoiity  ; 
Sir    TTiJl  <im  Har court 


he  knows  it  from  the  Tellers  at  the 
Table.  The  Tellers  are  called  Tellen 
because  they  tell  the  Speaker  which  if 
the  majority  and  which  the  minority; 
and  the  Speaker  is  called  Speaker  be- 
cause, having  been  told  which  is  the 
majority  and  which  the  minority,  he 
acts  upon  his  information  and  annoiinoeB 
the  fact  to  the  world.  That  is  the  trae 
Constitutional  position  of  the  Speaker. 
But  who,  under  this  Bule,  are  to  be  his 
secret  Tellers?  Who  are  to  tell  hni 
secretly,  so  that  he  may  determine  before 
a  Division  is  taken  which  is  the  majority 
and  whidii  the  minority?  I  am  afraid 
that,  in  the  present  state  of  the  House, 
it  will  be  difficult  for  anyone  fo  t^ 
which  is  the  majority  and  which  is  the 
minority.  I  am  sorry  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Rossendale  is 
not  here,  because  it  is  only  the  noUe 
Lord  who  can  tell  the  Speaker  whieh 
side  of  the  House  is  going  to  have  a 
majority.  In  fact,  there  is  no  majority 
in  this  House  at  all.  The  question  as 
to  who  is  the  majority  is  like  one  of 
those  oomplicated  problems  in  algehrt 
which  I  once  knew,  but  haye  nov  f«- 
gotten,  and  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  doubtless  recollects —the  per- 
mutations of  two  and  two  taken  togeUier, 
which  I  believe  are  infinite  in  their  re- 
sults. That  is  the  only  way  in  which 
you  can  compound  a  majority.  How  is 
the  Speaker  to  ascertain  the  minority? 
I  suppose  we  must  all  wear  badges. 
There  must  be  a  majority  badge,  and 
this  minority  which  is  to  be  protected  1 
suppose  must  wear  a  minority  badge; 
but  they  will  be  infinite  in  number,  and 
I  understand  that  there  will  be  a  prioh 
rose  badge  for  Gentlemen  oi^oeite. 
Then,  I  suppose,  the  Irish  Meraben 
will  wear  a  shamrock  badge,  the  Welsh 
Members  a  leek,  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Grimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage)  will,  I  suppose,  wave  the 
Union  Jack.  If  we  all  wear  these 
badges  the  Speaker  will  at  once  be  able 
to  decide  who  are  the  majority,  aad 
who  are  the  minority  whose  rights  are 
to  be  protected  from  infringemeni  1 
want  the  House  to  understand  the  really 
absurd  character  of  this  proposal— for  so 
it  is  when  you  come  to  practice— for  yoa 
say  that  the  Speaker  is  to  protect  the 
rights  of  minorities.  WeU,  now,  the 
rights  of  minorities  are  protected  by  the 
Bules  of  the  House,  and  I  think  quite 
adequately  protected.  They  do  not  want 
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any  more  protection,  in  tny  opinion ;  but 
they  are  to  be   further  protected,  and 
how  ?    By  the  opinion  aud  judgment  of 
the  Speaker.     I  remember  that  Selden, 
in  his  Table  Talk,  objected  to  the  system 
ol  equity,  because  it  depends  on  no  known 
rules,  but  upon  the  length  of  the  Chan- 
cellor's foot ;  and,  in  Hke  manner,  the 
protection  of  the  minority  in  future  will 
depend  upon  the  opinion  of  the  Speaker 
for  the  time  being,  and  tbat,  I  think,  is 
not  much  of  a  Magna  Charta  for  the 
proteotion  of  minorities.    It  seems  to 
me,  therefore,  that  the  proposal  before 
the  House  is  altogether  insufficient  for 
the  protection  of  the  rights  of  minorities. 
But  it  is  not  all  minorities  that  are  to  be 
protected,  because  that  would  be  absurd. 
A  single  man  sometimes  constitutes  a 
minority.     You  must  speculate  on  the 
character  of  the  minority,  the  number  of 
the  minority,  and  whether  or  not  it  de- 
senres  to  be  protected ;  and  that  is  a  kind 
of  speeulatioii  in  which,  in  my  opinion, 
you  ought  never  to  involve  the  Speaker 
of  this  House.    What  is  the  ri^ht  of  a 
minorilnr  ?  I  ask  my  right  hon.  Fnend  the 
Ohaneellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  tell  us. 
One  of  the  rights  of  a  minonty  seems  to 
be  that  they  should  have  the  risht  to 
speak.     If  that  is  not  the  right  of  a  mi- 
nority, I  hope  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer wiU  explain  it,  and  say  what 
wonld  be  an  infringement  of  it.     For  my 
part,  I  have  always  been  entirely  against 
this  theory  of  protecting  the  rights  of 
minorities*   Now,  I  have  a  friend  in  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  he  is  not 
a  Protectionist  even  though  he  sits  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House.     I  think 
he  is  against  Protection  in  all  its  forms. 
The  lapt  is  that  Proteotion  stunts  and 
mins  everything  it  touches,  and  it  will 
ruin  minorities.     I  do  not,  in  the  least 
degree,  wish  to  see  a  protected  minority. 
Gentlemen  opposite  are  a  protected  mi- 
nority.   They  are  not  protected  by  the 
Speaker;    they  are  protected    by    my 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Hossen- 
dale.    But  it  appears  to  me  to  have  a 
prejudicial  effect  upon  them ;  they  seem 
to  derive  from  it  no  benefit  or  advan- 
tage.   We  have  plenty  of  minorities  in 
this  House,  and  we  can  consider  whe- 
ther they  require  protection.    There  is, 
for  [instance,  the  minority   below    the 
Gangway  of  hon.  Members  for  Ireland. 
I  do  not  know  that  those  hon.  Members 
look  with  particular  favour  upon  this 
proposal  to  protect  their  rights,  looking 


at  the  terms  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
Lou.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) ; 
and  I  should  venture  to  suggest  to  those 
hon.    Members  that  it  would  be    ex- 
tremely unwise  for  them  to  place  any 
great  reliance  on  the  protection  which 
the  Government  propose  to  afford  them. 
They  have  already  sufficient  protection 
for  their  rights ;  they  have,  in  the  first 
place,  the  protection  of  the  opinion  of 
their  own  countrymen,  and  they  have 
the  proteotion    of  a   large  number  of 
English   and   Scotch  Members  in  this 
House;  they  have,  I  venture  to  say,  a 
protection  in  the  justice  and  wisdom  of 
hon.  Members    opposite ;    and,  finally, 
they   have  the   protection  of  a   large 
number    of   Englishmen    outside    the 
doors   of  the  House.     Then    there    is 
the    small  majority  of  Dissentient  Li- 
berals.   They  do  not  want  protection. 
They  are  the  protectors;  they  are  the 
spoilt  children  of  the  House ;  they  are  the 
favourites  of  both  sides,  and,  therefore, 
I  cannot  conceive  that  they  want  pro- 
tection of  any  kind*  Then  I  come  to  the 
humbler  body  whom  we  represent — a 
middle-sized    minority.      Well,   Sir,   I 
beg  to  a8sm*e  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  that  we  do  not  desire  any  pro- 
tection at  all ;  we  can  take  very  good 
care  of  ourselves.     I  have  very  little 
opinion  of  minorities  who  go  whining 
for  protection  to  the  Speaker.    The  idea 
reminds  me  of  a  boy  at  school  who, 
when  he  gets  the  worst  of  a  fight,  says> 
''I  will  go  and  tell  mother.''     It  seems 
to  me  preposterous  that  you  should  want 
the    minority  to    go    running    to    the 
Speaker  for    protection.      No,   Sir;    I 
learned  in  the  best  school;  I  marched 
in  the  army  of  a  minority  unden  the 
lead  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Bossendale  between  the  years  1874  and 
1880.    The  House  has  not  forgotten, 
and  the  Liberal  Party  has  not  forgotten, 
those  days.    We  wanted  no  protection ; 
we  were  beaten  over  and  over  again  by 
a  greater  majority  than  you  have  now. 
We  were  once  beaten  by  a  majority  of 
140,  and  we  were  proud  of  it.     I  ask 
the  attention  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  this — we  were  dreadfully 
unpatriotic  in  those  days ;  we  attacked 
the  Government  on  their  foreign  policy 
in  every  part  of  the  world.     I  am  glad 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Bossendale  has  returned  to  the  House, 
because  I  was  speaking  of  those  grand 
old  days  when,  under  his  lead,  as  I  was 
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telliog  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exdiequer, 
we  attacked  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
Goyernm^it  in  every  part  of  the  world. 
We  went  at  them  over  and  over  again ; 
and  I  remember  my  noble  Friend  said 
that,  if  necessary,  he  would  more  a  Vote 
of  Want  of  Oonfidenee  in  the  Govern' 
ment  every  month,  to  which  I  replied, 
'*  The  only  mistake  we  make  is  that  we 
do  not  do  it  every  week."  The  Liberal 
minority  did  not  want  proteotioii  in  thoM 
days.  We  did  not  run  and  hide  our 
heads  under  the  Speaker's  gown.  We 
were  beaten  over  and  over  again,  but  in 
1880  we  won  the  battle ;  and,  therefore, 
on  behaU  of  the  middle-sized  minority, 
I  utterly  decline  this  eleemosynary  pro- 
tection. Of  course,  in  those  days  we 
were  exceedingly  abused ;  we.were  called 
unpatriotic  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ; 
we  were  told  at  the  time  that  our  first 
duty  was  to  support  the  (Government. 
But  we  did  not  support  them,  and  a  very 
good  thin^  it  was  &at  we  did  not.  The 
Conservative  Party  were  then  in  a  very 
large  majority,  and  they  howled  us 
down  a  good  deal.  But  it  did  not  do  us 
any  harm,  and  we  went  6n  our  way 
rejoiciog.  But  supposing  the  Govern* 
ment  had  had  the  closure  then,  and  put 
us  down ;  what  would  have  happened  ? 
Why,  the  victory  of  1880  would  have 
come  two  or  three  years  sooner.  We 
should  have  gone  to  the  country  and 
said — *'  We  have  these  charges  to  make, 
and  we  cannot  make  them  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  so  we  must  make  them 
elsewhere."  What  would  have  been  the 
result?  I  will  tell  what  would  have 
been  shut  up — ^not  the  minority,  but  the 
House  of  Gommons.  That  is  always 
what  will  happen  in  these  days,  when 
the  Press  is  disseminating  knowledge 
throughout  the  country,  and  a  man  can 

fo  and  make  a  speech  wherever  he  likes, 
recollect  the  senior  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright)  once  saying 
to  me  in  my  early  Parliamentary  days — 
**  If  you  have  to  say  anything  that  you 
want  the  coantry  to  attend  to,  do  not  say 
it  in  the  House  of  Commons,  because 
there  it  is  mixed  up  with  a  good  deal  of 
other  stu£P."  And  my  right  hon.  Friend 
added — ''Take  a  quiet  time  in  the 
autumn,  when  the  newspapers  have 
nothing  to  do.  You  will  have  your 
say;  they  will  abuse  you  for  a  fort- 
night, and  the  country  will  then  under- 
stand what  you  have  to  say."     It  is 
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absurd  to  suppose  you  can  shut  out  fhe 
opinion  of  minorities.  For  my  part,  I 
am  content  with  this  protection  of  mino- 
rities. If  we  cannot  discuss  foreign 
affairs,  Home  Bule,  or  any^ng  else  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  there  are  a 
hundred  other  places  in  the  oormtry 
where  we  can,  and  we  shall  be  fifty  tiates 
more  attended  to^  because  we  cannot  dis^ 
cuss  them  in  this  House.  Therefbre^  lei 
hon.  Members  not  be  in  the  least  afratfl; 
of  the  closure,  because  in  this  coantry 
you  cannot  sdfle  discussion.  I  believe  I 
have  exhausted  the  question  of  mino- 
rities. Oh,  yes;  there  is  one  ^yther 
minority  which  I  have  not  dealt  wi^ 
and  that  is  the  minority  opposite.  How, 
so  far  as  I  know,  they  are  the  onlj 
minority  in  this  House  whi<^  raallj 
seems  to  desire  or  to  requue  protection. 
I  am  «orry  for  this,  but  it  is,  I  suppoaa, 
the  remains  of  an  old  habit.  I  suppose 
they  have  a  slight  distrust  of  Oie  crutch, 
and  that  in  those  unfortunate  Besoln- 
tions  which  they  have  brought  forward 
I  suppose  they  are  building  for  them- 
selves a  city  of  refuge  from  ^e  wr^tili 
to  come.  I  would  recommend  them  to 
take  courage.  I  rather  oomplfiin  of  mj 
noble  Friend  who  protects  them,  becaoae 
he  has  not  imparted  to  them  eome  of 
his  common  sense.  Surely  they^  wonid 
have  taken  his  advice  if  he  haid  told 
them  that  all  this  terror  of  the  op« 
position  of  minorities  is  idle.  Mj 
noble  Friend  does  not  brieve  this  pro- 
posal to  be  necessary ;  he  said  himeelf 
that  he  does  not  approre  it,  but  he  as- 
sents to  it  on  account  of  ^e  timorous 
disposition  of  Gentlemen  oppodte.  17ow, 
why  should  you  be  so  fearful  of  being 
oppressed?  You  think,  perhapa,  ytm 
are  coming  over  to  this  side.  Toa  did 
pretty  well  when  you  were  here  befi>re ; 
why  should  you  not  do  well  again  ?  I 
suppose  you  will  bring  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  with  you,  and  he  will 
teach  you  to  rely  on  his  protection*  B 
seems  to  me  that  these  terrors  are  en* 
tirely  misplaced.  For  the  great  Con- 
servative Party  to  be  so  alarmed  leet  an 
accident  should  befall  them  seems  to  me 
absurd.  Are  they  afraid  that  the 
tyranny  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  eemor 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Lahou- 
chere)  should  extinguish  them,  and 
grind  them  to  powder?  That  is  ike 
argument  of  the  First  Lord  of  theTrea- 
sury,  and  it  is  the  only  argument.  Why, 
Sir,  if  the  doctrine  of  my  hon.  Friend 
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were  to  be  ti^Ba  seriously — ^which  I  do 
not  think  it  can  be — I  am  afraid  that  he 
would  not  have  a  Speaker  in  the  Ohair 
who  would  be  at  all  disposed  to  protect 
the  minority;  and,  if  that  is  so,  this 
safeguard  is  worthless.  What,  then» 
are  the  objeotioos  to  acoepting  a  simple 
and  maoly  closure,  which  I  have  always 
advoeateo,  which  the  right  hon.  <}entle- 
man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  advo- 
cated, and  which  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Rossendale  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  approve?  It  is 
said  that  the  House  will  be  more  liable 
to  surprise  without  Uie  Speaker's  inter- 
ference ;  but  why  ?  An  hon.  Gentleman 
will  jump  up  and  demand  the  diosure ; 
and  the  Speaker  will  have  to  decide  upon 
the  spot  whether  or  not  it  ie  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  rights  of  the  minority.  h\ 
a  great  Party  6ght  the  Speaker  might 
not  find  it  di£&ult  to  determine;  but 
there  are  a  great  many  occasione  on 
which  there  are  not  Party  fights ;  and 
how  is  tiie  Speaker  to  decide,  when  he 
cannot  have  the  remotest  idea  as  to 
whether  ^e  ri^ts  of  the  minority  are 
infringed  or  not  ?  I  will  tell  you  who 
will  be  taken  by  surprise  under  your 
Bole,  and  that  will  be  the  Speaker. 
Are  you  going  to  expose  him  every  in* 
stent,  and  on  every  ooeasion,  to  the 
diffioulty  of  giving  an  instant  decision 
upon  the  oh^lenge  of  every  Member  of 
the  House?  Then  we- are  told  that  the 
Kule  will  prevent  Obstruction ;  and,  as 
to  that,  we  are,  I  am  glad  to  say,  all 
agreed  to  the  Eule  being  used  against 
Obstruction  if  it  be  possible.  As  to  the 
respoBsibilily  of  the  Speaker,  that  will 
bejust  as  great,  whether  he  has  to  say 
"Tee**  or  "No"  under  the  Rule. 
The  Speaker  will  be  equally  responsible ; 
and,  though  you  may  alter  the  form,  the 
eabstanee  of  the  responsibility  will  re* 
main  the  same.  From  whatever  point 
of  Tiew  I  look  at  this  matter,  it  seems  to 
me  equally  objectionable.  First  of  all, 
I  have  said,  it  is  contrary  to  the  Oonsti- 
tutjonfil  position  which  the  Speaker  has 
occupied  from  time  immemorial.  To  gire 
him  a  veto,  is  to  say  that  he  shall  resist 
the  will  of  the  majority  of  this  House 
in  favour  of  the  interests  of  the  mi- 
nority. It  is  making  him  the  master  of 
the  Houae;  making  him  a  separate 
estate  from  the  House ;  placing  him  in 
the  position  of  saying  to  the  House,  you 
wish  to  do  this  thing,  but,  in  my  opi- 
nion^  jofu  ought  not,  and  you  shall  not 
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do  it.  Now,  I  say  that  no  Speaker  in 
the  House  of  Oommons  has  ever  been 
placed  in  such  a  position  as  that ;  and, 
m  my  opinion,  he  ought  not  to  be  so 
placed  now.  Apart  from  that,  it  will  be 
almost  impossible  for  him  to  ascertain 
who  are  the  minority,  and  what  are  its 
rights;  but  I  am  perfectly  certain  that, 
by  imposing  this  duty  upon  him,  you 
will  infallibly  bring  upon  him  a  great 
deal  of '  undesirable  eritieism  from  the 
Party  he  disappoints ;  it  will  expose  him 
to  a  species  or  insidious  criticism,  from 
which  it  should  be  our  first  object  to 
protect  him,  and  the  oftener  the  closure 
IS  used  the  more  firequent  will  that  cri- 
ticism be.  For  all  these  reasons,  I  think, 
Sir,  that  these  words  ought  to  be  struck 
out,  for  they  are  words  which  will  not 
increase  the  Order  of  the  House,  but 
rather  disorder  in  it;  they  will  not 
strengthen  the  House  for  the  trans^ 
action  of  Business,  but  rather  weaken 
it. 

The  OHANCELLOR  of  the  EXOHB- 
aUER  (Mr.  GoscHEx)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Sir,  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  evening  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  made  a  speech,  in 
which,  at  the  outset,  he  deprecated  the 
adoption  of  a  controversial  or  Party 
tone  in  the  discussion  of  this  question. 
I  leave  it  to  the  House  to  judge  to  what 
extent  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
oourt)  has  followed  the  instructions  of 
his  absent  Ohief.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  is  very  g^reat  at  speaking  on 
the  position  of  Parties;  but  one  would 
imagine  that  he  was  thinking  far  more 
of  the  present  situation  than  looking  to 
the  future,  efficiency  and  dignity  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  at  all  events,  will  endea- 
vour to  approach  the  subject,  bearing 
in  mind  that  they  have  net  simply 
to  do  with  the  present  anomalous 
position  of  affairs ;  but  that  in  dealing 
with  the  course  of  procedure  of  this 
ancient  Assembly,  it  is  our  duty  to  see 
that  in  the  future  the  Eules  we  are  en- 
deavouring to  introduce  shall  be  effi- 
cient, and  conduce  to  the  proper  conduct 
of  affairs.  If  we  are  to  look  simply  to 
the  present,  I  can  quite  understand  the 
natural  impatience  of  hon.  Members  in 
the  various  parts  of  the  House  to  have 
the  most  effective  and  drastic  system  of 
closure  that  can  be  devised.    But  hon. 
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Members  most  exercise  eome  self-re- 
straint in  this  matter,  lest,  in  their 
anxiety  to  deal  with  present  difficulties, 
they  should  introduce  a  system  of  regu- 
lations which  would  impair  the  future 
efficiency  of  this  House.  It  has  been  a 
spectacle  of  delicious  irony  to  see  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  fur 
Derby  turn  round  to  the  Irish  Party  to 
reconcile  them  to  a  closure  without  the 
interyention  of  the  Speaker !  It  is  not 
the  first  time,  however,  that  we  have 
enjoyed  the  spectacle.  Indeed,  it  is  a 
common  sight  now*  a- days  to  see  my 
right  hon.  Friend  taking  his  nightly 
draught  of  that  juice  in  which  he 
once  said  he  would  leave  his  oppo- 
nents to  stew.  In  the  earlier  portion 
of  his  speech,  my  right  hon.  Friend  re- 
peatedly asked  me  for  a  definition  of  a 
minority ;  and  he  began  to  expound  his 
own  yiews  of  it,  and  to  describe  the 
Tarioua  minorities  in  this  Honse.  Prac- 
tically, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self defined  it,  and,  in  doing  so,  he 
seemed  to  be  almost  playing  upon 
words.  There  is  no  Member  in  this 
House  who  has  insisted  with  greater 
determination  than  he  has  on  what  he 
calls  the  rights  of  the  minority ;  and  if 
he  adcs  me  what  is  the  minority,  I  say 
that  it  is  the  complement  of  a  majority. 
I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  anyone  in 
this  House  who  looks  to  the  substance 
of  things  knows  very  well  what  is  meant 
by  the  protection  of  the  minority.  It  is 
another  question  which  has  been  fairly 
raised — whether  minorities  require  what 
is  termed  protection ;  but  as  to  what 
minorities  are,  and  what  the  rights  of 
minorities  mean,  that  must  be  apparent 
to  the  common  sense  of  every  Member 
of  the  House  who  does  not  wish  to  play 
upon  words.  Have  we  not  heard,  time 
after  time,  hon.  Members,  especially 
some  of  those  who  most  loudly  cheered 
the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
protesting  against  the  suppression  of 
the  rights  of  minorities  ?  What,  then, 
do  the  Qovemment  mean  by  the  words 
of  the  Bule  which  are  in  question? 
We  mean  by  them  that  every  section 
in  the  House  shall  be  entitled  to  a 
fair  hearing,  and  that  if  in  a  moment 
of  excitement  and  temper  a  fleeting 
majority,  heated  by  passion,  and,  per- 
haps, by  the  obstruction  and  the  ma- 
nceuvres  of  a  minority,  endeavour  to  ap- 
ply the  closure — then  the  calmer  spirit 
Ot  the  Chair  shall  interfere  to  protect 
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the  minority  from  a  wrong  for  which,  if 
it  were  committed,  the  majority  would 
be  afterwards  sorry.  It  is  not  eBotig;h 
to  say  that  the  majority  would  be 
pimished  subsequently.  There  is  sotue- 
thing  we  must  look  to  even  more  than 
the  interest  of  any  majori^  or  any  mi- 
nority, and  that  is  the  interest  of  ihs 
House  at  large.  It  is  no  answer  to  m^ 
that  the  majority  irould  be  puoiahed. 
The  character  of  the  House  ^miglii  sofiiar 
as  well  as  the  character  of  the  maj^ri^. 
I  once  asked  an  ex-Prime  Minister  af 
Franoe  what  was  his  experience  of  Ae 
cloture,  and  his  answer  was — '^  I  he^re 
suffered  under  it,  and  I  have  abuaed 
it."  We  do  not  desire  that  the  Briti^ 
House  of  Oommons,  or  thai  its  Miaisters 
or  its  legitimate  Opposition  should  either 
suffer  under  the  closure  or  abuse  it;  aad, 
therefore,  it  is  thought  right  and  expe- 
dient that  something  should  be  i^er- 
posed  between  the  inq)atienoa  <rf  the 
majority  and  the  decision  of  the  Hooae. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  not  so  much 
anxiety  about  the  House  losing  the  ap- 
probation and  confidence  of  the  country, 
because  he  looks  with  a  kind  of  satisfac- 
tion to  the  possibility  of  airing  his  views 
upon  fdatforms  out-of-doors.  I  admit 
that  I  have  had  pleasant  evidence  of  the 
fact  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  a  mag- 
nificent platform  orator.  But  those  who 
believe  in  the  future  of  the  Tlouse  of 
Commons,  and  who  wish  that  it  should 
be  equal  to  its  duties,  do  not  desire  that 
there  should  be  a  breakdown  of  its  ma- 
chinery in  order  that  the  discusaiou  of 
the  affairs  of  the  nation  should  be  trans- 
ferred from  the  floor  of  this  Honse  to  an- 
other arena.  A  security  which  might 
suffice  for  the  protection  of  the  minority 
might  yet  not  be  sufficient  to  preserve 
the  dignity  and  authority  of  the  House. 
Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Soase 
to  the  weighty  speech  of  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means,  at  an  earlier  stage 
of  the  evening.  The  hon.  Gentl^aan 
said  that  precaution  must  be  taken 
against  the  decision  of  the  fleeting 
majority  of  the  evening ;  and  he  pro- 
posed a  majority  of  two -thirds  or 
three -fifths  —  that  is  to  say  he  pro- 
tested, as  I  am  now  protesting,  agionst 
placing  the  decision  of  the  House  as 
to  the  oontinuance  of  a  debate  simply 
in  the  hands  of  the  majority.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  very  skilfully  endeaTouicd 
to  argue  the  question  at  issue  -oa  ttie 
ground  of  fear ;  but  I  rather  venture  to 
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place  it  on  the  eflioieney  and  dignity  of 
the  House.  My  right  hon.  Friend  also 
apoke  of  the  increased  weight  of  the 
responsibility  which  would  be  cast  upon 
the  Chair,  which  he  considered  to  be  one 
heavier  than  the  Chair  could  sustain  ; 
and  on  that  ground,  as  well  as  on 
grounds  of  Party,  he  was  against  vest- 
ing this  discretion  in  the  Chair.  As  to 
the  weiffht  of  responsibility  cast  upon 
the  Chair,  I  wish  to  be  allowed  to  exa- 
mine that  matter.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
knows  one  responsibility  which  now  rests 
upon  the  Chair;  but  there  is  another 
responsibility,  not  visible  to  the  eyes  of 
hon.  Members,  which  now  weighs  upon 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman,  and  that  is, 
the  negative  responsibility  of  sitting  in 
the  Chair  for  a  long  time,  when  the  sub- 
ject of  debate  is  exhausted  by  frivolous 
iterations,  impotent  to  help  the  House 
and  unable  to  expedite  Business.  Does 
it  not  place  a  great  responsibility  upon 
the  Speaker  to  feel  that  the  weapon  in 
his  hands  is  not  one  that  he  can  rely 

Zn  to  expedite  the  Business  of  the 
ise  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend,  and  I 
believe  the  great  majority  in  this  House, 
are  not  satisfied  that  the  Business  of  the 
House  is  progressing  as  it  ought  to  do. 
Upon  that,  I  presume,  we  are  fairly 
unanimous,  though  I  have  not  heard 
any  opinion  expressed  by  those  who 
mainly  cheer  my  right  hon.  Friend  as 
to  the  unsatisfactory  condition  of  Busi- 
ness of  the  House.  Is  not  the  Irish 
Party  satisfied  with  it  ?  [  Criet  of  *•  No, 
no  I  "1  No !  then  for  once  we  are  agreed. 
I  believe  we  are  agreed  that  further 
progress  must  be  made,  and  the  issue 
is  whether  we  are  to  have  closure  by  a 
simple  decision  of  the  majority  of  the 
House  at  any  moment,  undefined  in  any 
manner,  or  whether  we  shall  place  a  cer- 
tain discretion  in  hands  which  we  trust 
and  believe  will  be  strong  and  powerful 
enough  and  impartial  enough  to  all 
aidea  of  the  House.  That  is  really  the 
isaue  we  have  to  decide.  The  Govern- 
ment do  wish  to  place  something  between 
the  impatient  desire  of  the  majority  and 
the  minority.  It  is  not  from  any  present 
anxiety  to  sene  our  own  interests,  but 
because  we  look  to  the  future.  It  is 
hecause  we  look  to  the  future  of  the 
House,  because  we  are  warned  by  many 
circumstances  which  have  taken  place, 
that  we  do  not  think  the  patience  of  the 
House  can  be  trusted  with  such  com- 
plete confidence  as  is  expressed  by  the 


calm  and  passionless  right  hon.  Member 
for  Derby.  We  know  full  well  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  be 
pressed  by  his  new  allies  below  the 
Gkingway;  if  he  should  be  pressed  by 
the  ranks  who  sit  behind  him,  but  whose 
cheers  do  not  in  any  degree  equal  in 
warmth  those  of  his  new  adherents ;  if 
he  should  be  pressed  by  all  the  forces 
that  sit  behind  him,  yet  with  that  calm 
spirit  of  his  so  free  from  any  Party  bias, 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  if  he  occupied  the 
position  which  his  great  talents  and  ex- 
perience in  the  House  entitle  him  to 
hold,  would  restrain  those  passions  and 
refuse  to  go  forward,  and  the  minority 
would  not  be  so  safe  in  any  hands  as  his. 
But  still,  as  we  have  not  the  security 
that  the  House  will  always  be  led  by  a 
man  so  temperate  and  so  passionless,  we 
must  trust  to  other  expedients.  We  hope 
that  whatever  may  befall  the  House — 
whether  it  become  more  and  more  an 
Assembly  needing  the  strong  interposi- 
tion of  the  Chair,  or  whether  it  again 
settle  down  to '  those  calmer  times  in 
which  debates  were  conducted  with  regu- 
larity and  commanded  the  attention  and 
respect  of  the  country — we  shall  always 
be  able  to  find  Speakers  and  Chairmen 
of  Ways  and  Means  who  will  not  break 
down  under  the  responsibility  which  we 
propose  to  place  upon  them.  The  Go- 
vernment are  not  prepared  to  accept  the 
closure  by  the  majority  pure  and  si u) pie, 
free  fix)m  any  restrictions,  and  they  ad- 
here to  the  view  that  some  safeguard 
f^hould  be  taken  for  the  protection  of  the 
minority  and  the  future  character  of  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds, 
S.)  :  Sir,  after  the  two  impassioned 
speeches  which  we  have  just  heard,  I 
hope  the  House  will  allow  me  a  few  re- 
marks—and they  shall  be  a  very  few — 
purely  from  a  business  point  of  view. 
Hon.  and  right  hon.  GenQemen  opposite 
know  that  I  have  always  been  strongly 
in  favour  of  an  efficient  Bule  of  Closure. 
I  think  the  Government  have,  by  the 
words  which  it  has  been  decided  are 
to  remain  in  the  Eule,  got  a  more 
efficient  power  than  we  obtained  when 
we  discussed  the  matter  formerly.  It 
has  now  been  decided  that  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  may,  if  they  desire, 
apply  the  Bules  of  the  House  to  prevent 
any  obstructive  Motion  in  regard  to  the 
closure  of  debate.  But  I  cannot  help 
remarking  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  who  just  sat  down  did  not  direct 
one  remark  to  the  Motion  before  the 
House.  He  did  not  state  whether  he 
intended  to  oppose  or  to  accept  the 
Amendment  oi  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford.  It  is  quite  clear,  as  the  Leader 
of  the  House  said,  that  the  Hule  di- 
minishes the  responsibility  of  the 
Speaker ;  but  if  we  add  the  words  to 
the  effect  that  he  must  protect  the  rights 
of  minorities,  we  shall  vastly  increase 
the  responsibility  of  the  Speaker,  and  it 
is  to  that  point  I  wish  to  direct  the  at- 
tention of  the  Leader  of  the  House.  The 
Speaker  occupies  a  perfectly  neutral 
position  in  regard  to  our  debates,  and 
is  the  protector  neither  of  the  minority 
nor  of  the  majority.  If,  however,  we 
introduce  into  the  Eule  the  words  as  to 
the  *' infringement  of  the  rights  of  the 
minority  "  we  shall  immediately  make 
the  Speaker  come  into  collision  both  with 
the  majority  and  the  minority.  By  the 
words  which  the  House  has  already 
passed,  we  have  got  a  clear  and  practi- 
cal Rule,  under  which  the  Speaker  has  a 
warning  that  he  is  not  to  allow  frivolous 
Motions  of  Closure,  and  that  he  is  to  in- 
tervene and  prevent  abuses  of  the  Bule. 
We  have  the  responsibility  of  the  House 
itself  for  the  closure,  and  the  Speaker 
will  be  kept  from  being  a  party  on  either 
side.  That  is  the  neutral  position  which 
the  Speaker  already  holds ;  and  I  believe 
that  if  we  now  drop  out  the  words  •*  in- 
fringement of  the  rights  of  the  minority  " 
our  closure  would  be  a  fair  and  also  an 
efficient  one.  On  the  other  hand,  if  we 
retain  those  words,  I  believe  that  the 
Rule  will  be  inoperatiye  in  ordinary 
cases;  while  in  extraordinary  times;  when 
there  is  much  excitement  in  the  House, 
the  Speaker  will  be  brought  into  con- 
stant collision  with  both  sides  of  the 
House.  I  therefore  hope  that  the  Go- 
yemment  will  consider  whether  it  is  not 
desirable  to  make  that  Rule  simple  and 
eflfective,  and  to  remove  from  it  those 
words  which  will  destroy  it  as  a  work- 
ing Rule  and  also  endanger  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Chair. 

The  Makqtjess  of  HARTINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Rossendale) :  It  is  not  very 
easy  to  discover  what  is  the  exact  posi- 
tion of  some  of  my  right  hon.  Friends 
who  sit  on  this  Bench  in  regard  to  this 
question.  The  Opposition  is  summoned 
in  the  ordinary  manner  this  afternoon  to 
support  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mexber 
for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread),  which  is 

The  Marqueis  of  Hartington 


{COMMONS} 


the  J7ou9e 


1344 


an  Amendment  that  will  alto(i;ethGr  ex- 
clude the  intervention  of  the  Chair  from 
the  operation  of  the  closure  under  anj 
and  all  circumstances.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bedford,  on  Wedneiday 
last,  moved  that  Amendment,  and  sup- 
ported it  by  a  speech.  It  was  sapported 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  but  no 
sooner  had  my  hon.  Friend  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  (Mr.  Courtney)  got 
up  and  shown  the  absolute  necessity  of 
the  intervention  of  the  Chair  in  certain 
circumstances,  than  a  great  chanfe  ap- 
peared to  come  over  Gentlemen  who  dt 
on  this  Bench,  and  with  the  assent  of  those 
who  sit  on  this  side  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford  asked  leave  to  withdraw  hia 
Amendment.  That  permission  was  not 
granted,  and,  as  I  understand,  thoee 
Members  of  the  Opposition  have  to- 
night, notwithstanding  the  request  thus 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford 
to  withdraw  it,  voted  in  fayour  of  the 
Amendment ;  and  if  they  had  been 
successful  in  the  vote  that  was  taken 
two  hours  ago  the  intervention  of  the 
Chair  would  have  been  absolutely  pro- 
hibited. I  myself,  unfortunately,  was 
not  present  during  that  p&rt  of  the  even- 
ing ;  but  I  cannot  say  that  I  understood 
what  motives  could  induce  Members  at 
first  to  ask  leave  to  withdraw  an  Amend- 
ment because  they  thought  they  had 
taken  up  an  untenable  position,  and 
afterwards  to  vote  in  favour  of  it.  I 
am  sorry  that  I  was  not  present  during 
the  greater  part  of  the  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Derby,  which  created  so  much  amuse- 
ment in  the  House,  but  that  part  of  it 
which  I  did  hear  I  am  bound  to  say  ap- 
peared to  me  to  be  absolutely  irrelevant 
to  the  question  under  discussion.  I 
heard  my  right  hon.  Friend  speaking  of 
the  patriotic  conduct  of  the  Opposition 
during  the  period  from  1874  to  1880; 
and  my  right  hon.  Friend  was  proving 
greatly  to  his  own  satisfaction  that  the 
minority  of  that  day  was  in  no  need  of 
protection  from  the  closure.  Now  I 
myself  quite  admit  that  the  minority  did 
not  need  protection  at  that  time;  but 
my  right  hon.  Friend  surely  did  not  sap- 
pose  that  all  minorities  in  all  circum- 
stances exist  in  an  exactly  similar  posi- 
tion. What  the  Opposition  at  that 
former  period  were  contending  against, 
was  not  the  extraordinary  and  inor- 
dinate appetite  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
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oppodid  for  legifilative  changes;  but 
what  thej  rather  complained  of  was 
that  they  were  not  sufficientlj  active, 
and  did  not  bring  forward  legislation 
enough.  And  because,  under  those  cir- 
eumstenoes,  they  did  not  find  that  the 
minority  was  in  need  of  any  protection 
whatever,  I  do  not  think  it  follows  that 
there  never  can  be  a  minority  placed  in 
a  totally  different  state  of  circumstances 
whiob  mig^t  staoid  in  need  of  some  pro- 
tection,  or  which  might  think  itself  in 
need  of  some  protection,  and  which 
might  require  some  safeguard  against 
the  vidence  and  the  vehemence  of  the 
innovating  and  revolutionary  spirit  of 
whatever  rarty  mig!it  happen  to  be  in 
power  at  the  time.  Therefore,  what- 
ever may  have  been  the  arguments  ad- 
duced iii  the  eariy  part  of  the  speech  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  that  part,  at  least, 
tft  his  fi^^eeeh  on  which  he  drew  npon 
his  experience  when  in  Opposition  a 
few  years  ago  was  absolutely  and  en- 
tirely irrelevant  to  the  question  the 
House  is  now  discussing.  The  only 
subject  which  the  House  has  already 
decided  is  as  to  the  intervention  of  the 
Ohair,  and  that  the  operation  of  the  clo- 
sure in  certain  (»rcumstances  is  to  be 
permitted.  What  the  House  is  now 
disousedngis  the  comparatively  limited 
Question  of  what  are  to  be  the  con- 
ditions under  which  that  intervention 
is  to  take  place.  It  has  already  been 
argued  both  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford  that  that  intervention  is  ab- 
solutely unnecessary.  Now,  it  is  gene- 
rally i^mitted  that  the  intervention  of 
he  Ohair  is  necessary,  in  order  to  prevent 
an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House. 
It  is  farther  proposed  bjr  the  Qt)vem- 
ment  that  the  intervention  shall  take 
place  in  certain  circumstances  for  the 

rotectlon  of  the  privileges  of  debate, 
am  not  concerned  as  to  whether  the 
words  now  proposed  are  abscdutely  the 
beet  which  can  be  found ;  but  I  do  not 
understand  that  any  words  which  will 
be  considered  by  the  majoritv  of  the 
House  an  improvement  on  that  form 
have  yet  been  suggested,  and  certainly 
the  reception  whicn  any  endeavour  by 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  opposite  to 
meet  the  objections  taken  by  the  Oppo- 
sitioi^  side  of  the  Hotise  has  received 
has  not  as  yet  been  found  very  greatly 
to  facilitate  the  settling  of  this  matter. 
I  do  not  think  the  House  is  discussing 
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so  much  what  is  to  be  the  actual  form 
of  words  under  which  this  intervention 
of  the  Ohair  is  to  take  place  as  whether 
there  is  to  be  in  any  circumstances  what- 
ever an  intervention  on  the  part  of  the 
Ohair  for  the  protection  of  the  ancient 
privileges  of  debate  in  the  House.  The 
question  is  whether,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  of  the  House,  it  is  desirable 
that  the  Ohair  shall  in  any  circumstances 
intervene  and  allow  the  majority  the 
exercise  of  its  full  powers  for  the  simple 
suppression  of  debate  ?  It  is  possible 
that  such  an  intervention  might  be  un- 
necessary altogether.  On  a  previous 
occasion  I  expressed  my  opinion  that 
there  was  an  undue  and  unnecessary 
amount  of  timidity  on  this  subject  in 
various  quarters  of  the  House.  I  do 
not  believe  that  it  will  ever  be  to  the 
interest,  permanently,  of  any  great 
Party  unduly  to  suppress  discussion. 
But  while  I  adhere  to  that  opinion  I, 
at  the  same  time,  most  unhesitatingly 
express  the  opinion  thai  I  do  not  con- 
sider the  proposal  which  is  now  made 
by  the  Government  will  in  the  slightest 
degree  increase  or  injuriously  afiPeot  the 
responsibility  which  now  rests  on  the 
Ohair  in  this  matter.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  JLothian 
argued  that  the  responsibility  placed  on 
the  Ohair  add  the  adoption  of  this  pro- 
posal would  so  enormously  increase  the 
burden  reposing  on  the  Ohair,  that  it 
would  be  almost  impossible  to  find  any 
man  to  undertake  ^e  work.  I  abso- 
lutely and  entirely  differ  from  my  right 
hon.  Friend  in  that  contention,  and 
maintain  that  the  chanee  now  proposed 
in  the  Bule  regarding  the  operation  of 
the  closure  does  not  increase,  but  on  the 
contrary  greatly  diminishes,  the  respon- 
sibility which  rests  on  the  Ohair.  The 
right  hon.  G-entleman  also  said  that  no 
responsibility  rests  on  the  Ohair  now. 
I  question  that  statement  altogether; 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
argues  that  the  responsibility  would  be 
increased,  I  reply  that  one  practical  ex- 
ample would  be  worth  a  great  deal  more 
than  the  arguments  which  are  bestowed 
on  the  House.  The  House  has  already 
in  the  course  of  the  discussion  had  the 
closure  applied  once  by  the  Sneaker, 
after  18  days'  debate,  on  the  Address  to 
the  Throne.  Now,  in  the  opinion  of  a 
very  lar^e  number  of  hon.  Members — I 
should  think  a  very  large  majority — the 
debate  on  the  Address  might  have  been 
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Tory  advantageously  concluded  not  in 
16  days  but  in  eight  days;  possibly,  in 
the  opinion  of  a  great  many,  in  four 
days ;  possibly,  in  the  opinion  of  some, 
in  two  days.  I  wish  to  ask  the  House 
whether,  if  the  Speaker  had  thought  fit 
to  interfere  at  the  end  of  the  eighth  day, 
or  the  fourth  day,  or  the  second  day,  he 
would  not  have  been  taking,  under  the 
present  Bule,  an  enormous  responsibility 
on  himself;  and  whether  he  would  not 
iocur  far  less  responsibility  if,  under  the 
Bule  as  proposed  by  the  Government, 
he  simply  permitted  the  judgment  of  the 
House  to  be  expressed  on  the  Motion  of 
an  hon.  Member  as  to  whether  the  de- 
bate on  the  fourth  day  or  the  eighth 
day  should  not  be  closed  ?  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  answer  is  self-evident.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  says  that  a 
new  responsibility  is  oast  on  the  Speaker 
— that  he  will  have,  for  instance,  to  be 
the  arbiter  of  what  Amendments  are  or 
are  not  to  be  discussed  ;  and  he  spoke 
of  the  majority  Weltering  itself  behind 
the  authority  of  the  Chair.  To  that  I 
reply  that  it  is  not  either  the  intention 
or  probable  effect  of  the  Bule  as  it  at 
present  stands.  I  do  not  consider  that 
the  Speaker  or  the  Chair  will  take  upon 
itself,  in  ordinary  oases,  such  a  responsi- 
bility. The  sole  responsibility,  in  my 
judgment,  which  the  Chair  will  take 
upon  itself  .by  allowing  the  Question  to 
be  put,  will  be,  after  a  decision,  whe- 
ther it  is  one  which  it  is  proper 
for  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of 
the  House  to  be  consulted  on.  Under 
the  present  circumstances  it  is  a  far 
different  responsibility  which  rests 
upon  the  Chair.  It  has  to  decide 
not  only  the  ''evident  sense  of  the 
House,"  but  whether  ''  there  has  been 
adequate  debate"  on  the  subject.  It 
will  be  in  the  power  of  any  Member  to 
ask  that  the  sense  of  the  House  should 
be  taken  on  a  given  subject ;  it  will  be 
solely  for  the  Chair  to  consider  whether 
it  is  a  question  on  which  the  sense  of 
the  House  might  properly  be  taken,  and 
no  responsibiHty  such  as  now  rests  upon 
the  Onair  will  in  future  rest  upon  it. 
No  doubt,  under  the  present  Bule,  if  the 
House  does  not  support  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman,  the  effect  of  an  adverse  vote 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  or  even  one 
that  does  not  carry  out  his  decision,  will 
be  disastrous  upon  the  confidence  the 
Speaker  ought  to  enjoy;  I  believe  it 
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will  be  totally  different  in  the  present 
case,  and  the  Speaker  will  not  incur  any 
responsibility  whatever.  It  is  a  fair 
question  for  argument  whether  it  is  ne- 
cessary that  any  power,  or  any  sack  pro* 
tection  to  the  minority,  should  be  in  the 
Bule  at  all.  It  is  impossible  to  denj 
that  there  might  be  cases  such  as  have 
been  suggested,  where  the  majority,  ex- 
cited— perhaps  not  unreasonably  exeited 
— by  what  it  might  consider  unnecessaiy 
and  too  prolonged  debate,  might  come 
down  to  the  House  determined  to  pass  a 
measure  through  all  its  stages  without 
allowing  the  minority  further  time  for 
discussion  and  debate.  I  cannot  say 
that,  under  such  circumstances,  the  in- 
tervention of  the  Chair  might  not  he 
salutary  and  useful.  I  entirely  anee 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  MemW 
for  Mid  Lothian  that  it  would  never  he 
possible  for  the.Chfdr  to  expose  itself  in 
permanent  and  habitual  opposition  to 
the  declared  will  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  House.  But  it  is  possible  for  the 
Chair  to  do  what  might  occur  under 
somewhat  exceptional  drcumstancee-' 
to  interpose  its  authority  between  the 
wish  of  an  excited  and  perhaps,  at  the 
moment,  intolerant  majority  and  the 
execution  of  its  wishes.  I  belieTe  the 
vast  majority  of  the  House  has  now 
arrived  at  &e  conclusion  that  some 
practical  form  of  applying  the  power 
of  closure  is  required.  There  is  a  Teiy 
large  section,  if  not  a  majority,  which  is 
unwilling  to  entrust  this  power  to  a  large 
majority,  except  with  certain  safegoards. 
I  cannot  say  that  I  am  convinced  now, 
any  more  than  my  right  hon.  Eiiend  the 
Member  for  Mid  LoUdan  was  convinced 
in  1882,  that  there  is  any  necessity  what- 
ever for  any  such  safeguards.  Of  the 
safeguards  which  have  been  suggested 
in  the  oourse  of  this  debate,  I  see 
none  which  are  less  objectionable,  or 
less  liable  to  abuse,  than  that  whidi 
has  been  suggested  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite; and  although  I  myself  do 
not  attach  so  great  importance  to  the 
necessity  of  safeguards  as  some  may  do, 
I  believe  this  is  a  safeguard  which  we 
may  attach  to  the  working  of  this  Bole 
without  danger,  without  weakening  ro- 
spect  to  the  Chair,  or  without  in  any 
serious  degree  increasing  the  responsi- 
bilities w&ch  are  now  borne  by  the 
Chair. 
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Question  put. 

The    House     rfwnfot?:— Ayes    375; 
Noes  200 :  Majority  75. 


AYES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Agg-Gardner,  J.  T. 
Ainalie,  W.  G. 
AUsopp,  hon.  G. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Anstrather,  Colonel  R. 

H.L. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Askmead-BarileU,  E. 
Baden-Powell,  G.  S. 
Baffgallay,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  G.  W. 
Banes,  Major  G.  E. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barry,  A.  H.  Smith- 
Bartley,  O.  C.  T. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baomann,  A.  A. 
Beadel,  W,  J. 
Beckett,  B.  W. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  0. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  0. 
Bereaford,  Lord  C.  W. 

DelaPoer 
Bethell,  Commander  G. 

B. 
Bickford-Smiih,  W. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Blundell,CoLH.B.H. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  0.  O. 
Boord,T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  P. 
Brooks,  Sip  W.  0. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Burdett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Borghlev,  Lord 
Caine,  W.  8. 
Oddwell,  J. 
C^mipbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  P. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 

Clarke^ir  E.  G. 
Cochrane- Baillie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Coghill,  D.  H, 
Cohen,  L.  L. 
CoUinffs,  J. 

Colomb,  Capt.  J.  0.  R. 
Commerell,  AdmL  Sir 

J.B. 
Corbett,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 


Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Crossley,  Sir  S.  B. 
Crossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Curzon,  viscount 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Darenport,  H.  T. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
De  Cobain.  E.  S.  W. 
De  Lisle,  E.  J.  L.  M. 

P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon-HarUand,  F.  D. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Dunoombe,  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss.  T.  0. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
EUiot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Elliot.  Sir  G. 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  0. 
Feilden,  Lt-Gen.  R.  J. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Su-J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  XT.  P. 
Fitz- Wygram,  (General 

SirF.  W. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Eraser,  General  C.  0. 
Fry,L. 
Giminer,  R.   Richard- 

son- 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Gibson,  J.  G. 
GUliat,  J.  S. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
GK>ld8worthy,    Mi^cnr- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 


Grotrian,  P.  B. 
Hall,  A.  W. 
Hall,  C. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col.  C.  J.  T. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamley,    General  Sir 

E.  B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heathcote.Capt.J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Herbert,  hon,  S. 
Hermon-Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hervejr,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.W. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holland,   rt.  hon.  Sir 

H.T. 
HoUoway,  G. 
Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Houldsworth,  W.  H. 
Howard,  J.  M. 
Howorth.  H.  H. 
Holier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hughes  .  Hallett,  Col. 

F.  C. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Isaacson,  F,  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Eennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kenyon,  hon.  G,  T. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 

King,  H.  S. 
Knatchbull-Hogesflen, 

hon.  H.  T. 
Knowles,  L. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  I.  C. 
Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lea,T. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A. 

H. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Low,  M. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Lubbool^  Sir  J. 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  rt.  hon.  J. 

H.  A. 
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Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
M'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
Malcohn,  Col.  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
Manners,    right    hon. 

Lord  J.  J.  R. 
Marriott,  rt.hn.W.T. 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Adml.  R.  0. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morrison,  W. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 

Northoote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  W. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Pitt-Lewis,  G. 
Plunket,    right    hon. 

D.  R. 
Plunkett,  hon.  J.  W. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 

Rankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  C. 
Reed,  H.  B. 

Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 

Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  C.  T. 

Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 

Robertson,  W.  T. 

Robinson,  B. 

Ross,  A.  H. 

Round,  J. 

Russell,  T.  W. 

Salt,  T. 

Sandys,  Lieut-Col.  T. 
M. 

Saunderson,  Col.  E.  J. 

Sclater  -  Booth,   right 
hon.  G. 

Sellar,  A.  C. 

Selwin  -  Ibbetson,  rt. 
hon.  Sir  H.  J. 

Selwyn,  Captain  0.  W. 

Seton-Karr,  H. 

Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 

Sidebotham,  J.  W. 

Sidebottom,  T.  H. 

Sinclair,  W.  P. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 

Smith,  A. 

Spenoer,  J.  E. 

Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 

Stanley,  E.  J. 

Stewart,  M.  J. 

Sutherland,  T. 

Sykes,  C. 

Talbot,  J.  G.^ 
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Taylor,  ^. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorburn,  W. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Townsend,  F. 
Verdin,  R. 
Vernon,  hon.  G.  B. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Waring,  Ck>lonel  T. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  8ir  B.  E. 
Webster,  B.  Or. 
Weymouth,  Viscount 


White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E. 
Williams,  J.  Powell- 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 
Wodehouse,  E.  B. 
Wolmer.  Viscount 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley.  0.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yerburgh,  B.  A. 
Toung,  C.  E.  B. 

TBLLBK8, 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 
Abraham,  W.  (Lime- 
rick. W.) 
Adand,  A.  H.  D. 
Adand,  0,  T.  D, 
Alliaon,  B.  A. 
Anderson,  0.  H, 
Asquith,  H.  H. 
Ath^ey-Jones,  L« 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B.    Foley,  P,  J. 
Balf ouzv  Sir  G.  Foljunbe,  O.  Qt.  S 


Ellis,  J.  E. 
EUis,  T.  E. 
E8monde,SirT.H.G. 
Eoslemont,  P. 
Bvorshed,  6. 
Fenwick,  0. 
Finncane,  J. 
Flower,  0. 
Flynn,  J.  0. 


Barbour,  W.  B, 
Barrad,  J. 
Barry,  J. 
Biggar,J.G. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Blane,  A. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Bolton,  T.  D. 
Bright,  Jacob 
BrightrW.  In. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  B.  P. 
Bryce,  J. 
Buxton,  S.  O. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Cameron,  0. 
Campbell,  H. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman, 

right bon.  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Childers,  rt.  hon.  H. 

C.E. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Cohen,  A. 
Cokridge,  hon.  B. 
Commins,  A. 
Connolly,  L. 
Conway,  M. 
Conybeare,  C.  A.  V. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cossham,  H. 
Cox,  J.  R. 

Cossens^ardy,  H.  H. 
Craig,  J. 
Crawford,  W. 
Cremflr,  W.  R. 
Crossley,£. 
Dillon,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dixon,  G. 
OuflF,  E.  W, 


Fowler,  rt.  hon.  H.  H. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
Gane,  J.  L. 
Gardner,  BL 
Gaskell,  C.  G.  Milnei- 
Gilhooly,  J. 
GiU,  H.  J. 
GiU,  T.  P. 
Gouiley,  E.  T. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
GuUy,  W.  C. 
Haldane,  R.  B. 
Hanbury-Traoy,   hon. 

F.  S.  A. 
Harcourt,rtlm.  SirW. 

G.  V.  V. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harrington,  T.  O. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hajme,  0.  Setde- 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Heneage,  right  hon.  £. 
Holden,  r. 

Hooper,  J. 
Howell,  G. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Ulingworth,  A. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
James,  C.  H. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
Joicey,  J. 
Jordan,  J. 
Eay-Shuttleworth,  rfc. 

hon.  Sir  XT.  J. 
Kennedy,  E.  J. 
Kenny,  C.  8. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Labouohere,  H. 
Lane,  W.  J, 
Leahy,  J. 
Iieake,  R. 


Lefeyre,  rt.  hn.G.  J.  S. 
Lockwood,  F. 
Macdonald,  W.  A. 
Maclnnes,  M. 
MacNeiU,  J.  G.  S. 
M*Cartan,  M. 
McCarthy,  J.  H. 
M'Donafd,  P. 
M*Ewan,  W. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
M*Laren,  W.  S.  B. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Happin,  Sir  F.  T. 
Marum,  E.  M. 
Mayne,T. 
Menzies,  R.  8. 
MoUoy,  B.  C. 
Morgan,  rt  hon.  G.  O. 
Morgan,  0.  V. 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
MundeUa.  rt  hn;  A.  J. 
Neville,  R. 
Newnes,  G. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  J.  (Tippry.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
0'Dohert^,J.  B. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Hea,  P. 
CKeUy,  J. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
PameU,  C.  S. 
PauUon,J.  H. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 
Pease,  A.  B. 
Pickersgill,  B.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 


Reed.  Sir  £.  J. 

'Renders. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Robertson,  £. 
Roe.T. 

Ro0Ooe,8irH.  £. 
Rowlanda,  J. 
Rowlands,  W.  B. 
Rowntree,  J. 
RusseD,  Sir  C. 
Russell,  E.  R. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Shedian,  J.  D. 
Shell,  £. 
Shiriey,  W.  ^- 
Smith,a 

Spenoer,*kiAi.  O.  R. 
8U<&,J.' 

Stanhopo,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stansf eld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stepney  *  CotreU^  J  fi& 

Stevenaott,  F.  B.  . 
Stuart^  J« 
Sullivan,  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Sutheriand,  A. 
Swinbume,  Si£  J« 
Xannof^UK.   , 
Thoma^  A. 
Twte, /. 

Vivian,  Sir  H.  VL 
Wallace,  R. 
WazdIe,H. 
Wanmagttm,  C.  Jf. 

Watt,  a: 

Wayman,  T., 
Whitbread,6. 

Will,  j:  8. 


Playlair,  rt  hon.  Sir    Waiiaw^A. 


L. 


Wniiamsin*  S. 
Wilson,H.  S. 
Wfnterbothana,  A.  B. 
Woedall,W. 
Woodhead,  J. 


Haijoribanlu,  xi..hQn« 

E. 
Morley,  A. 


Plowden,  Sir  W.  C. 
Portman,  hon.  E.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Powor,  P.  J. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priesttey,  B. 
Pyne,  i,  D. 
Quinn,  T. 
Ratiibone,  W. 
Redmond,  J.  E. 

Mb.  PABNELL(Ck)rk):  Mf.SMalMr, 
I  desire  now  to  move  to  1119^  men  {he 
word  "minority,"  in  line'  5,  the  words 
^'  in  respeot  of  Debate,  or  otherw&e.'! 
The  House  has  affirmed  the  AmwndsMirt 
of  the  rfght  hon.  Oentleman  the  Iietfdte^ 
of  the  House  ^Mr.  W.  H.  Smith>iip  ts 
the  word  "mmority;"  it  has,  conse' 
quently,  decided  that  it  will  have  some 
limitation  upon  the  power  of  the  ma- 
jority with  respect  to  the  appUcafion  of 
the  closure.  That  limitation,  howerer, 
we  regard  as  being  of  an  enlurelj  ilia- 
sorf  diaraoter  so  far  as  we,  the  Mah 
Members,  are  concerned.  IFidike  the 
Tory  Party,  we  have  always  been  con* 
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ststent  upon  the  question  of  Procedure. 
Ever  since  the  first  Closure  Eesolution 
was  brought  forward  in  1882  we  have 
maintained  the  same  attitude  upon  this 
subject  that  we  do  to-night.  As  an  ex- 
ample of  that,  I  may  remind  the  House 
that   in  1882   we  voted  for  a  closure 

Jure  and  simple,  as  opposed  to  a  closure 
y  a  proportionate  majority  which  the 
Tories  desired  to  obtain.  The  policy  of 
the  Tory  Party  has  been  to  have  a 
closure  by  which  they  will  be  able  to 
hit  us,  the  Irish  minority  in  the  House, 
but  under  which  it  will  be  impossible 
for  the  Liberal  Party  to  hit  them.  Our 
position  is  that,  if  one  side  is  to  be 
dotured,  the  other  side  shall  be  clotured. 
Since  the  House  has  decided  that  there 
shall  be  a  limitation  upon  the  power  of 
the  majority  we  now  come  to  consider 
what  is  to  be  the  nature  of  the  limita^ 
tion.  Is  it  to  be  left  vague  and  open, 
as  proposed  by  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  or  is  it  to  be  a  real  limitation  ? 
I.  propose  that  it  shall  be  a  real  limita- 
tion, and  that  there  shall  be  some  direc- 
tion given  to  theOhairman  to  guide  him  as 
to  the  interpretation  to  be  placed  upon 
the  rights  of  minorities.  The  phrase 
*'  the  rights  of  the  minorities  "  is  a  new 
phrase— -it  is  not  a  Parliamentary 
phrase,  because  it  is  unknown  in  the 
law  and  custom  of  Parliament.  What 
do  you  mean  by  it?  What  minority 
do  you  mean  ?  Do  you  mean  only  your 
own  minority,  or  do  you  mean  any 
minority  and  every  minority  ?  In  your 
Amendment  you  speak  of  ^'the  mine- 
rity."  Is  that  intended  to  exclude  any 
minority  but  the  Tory  minority,  when  it 
next  becomes  a  minority  ?  Now,  I  pro- 
pose to  insert  in  this  Amendment,  as  a 
ffuide  for  the  Ohair,  **  in  respect  of  de- 
Di^  or  otherwise ; "  and  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  there  is  not  a  word  in  the  Be- 
solution,  so  far  as  it  has  gone,  which 
provides  for  any  debate  whatever.  I 
do  not  mean  to  say  for  a  moment  that 
this  is  a  complete  definition,  or  a  com- 
plete guide  for  the  Chair ;  but,  at  least, 
it  is  my  humble  contribution  towards 
the  provision  of  a  definition  where  a  de- 
finition is  badly  wanted.  Is  it  the  in- 
tenUon  of  the  Tory  Party  that  this 
Besolution  shall  appear  on  tiie  Journals 
of  the  House  and  become  the  law  of 
Parliament  in  its  present  naked  state  ? 
Will  you  refuse  to  insert  the  word  **  de- 
bate "  in  this  Besolution  ?     What  will 


your  Parliament  be  without  debate, 
without  the  power  of  debate?  Unlefs 
some  such  Amendment  as  I  propose  be 
accepted,  it  will  be  in  the  power  of  the 
majority  to  choke  and  to  prevent  debate 
at  a  moment's  notice.  We  have  been 
exhorted  to-night  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  to  rely  upon  public 
opinion.  Possibly  the  two  Engli^ 
Parties,  in  their  dealings  with  each 
other,  can  rely  upon  public  opinion. 
They  are  entitled  to  rely  upon  the  public 
opinion  of  the  country  to  which  they 
belong,  and  of  the  country  which  they 
represent  in  this  House.  Possibly  neither 
of  the  two  English  Parties  will  ever  be 
guilty  of  gross  want  of  fair  play  towards 
the  other.  Most  probably  you  will  have 
regard  not  only  to  the  letter  of  the  law 
which  you  are  now  passing,  but  to  the 
unwritten  law  which  regulates  the  con- 
tests between  the  English  or  British 
political  Parties.  But  these  are  con- 
siderations upon  which  we  are  forbidden 
to  rely.  Hard-earned  experience  has 
taught  us  that  we  cannot  rely  upon  the 
forbearance  of  any  English  political 
Party  when  its  passions  are  aroused,  and 
when  it  rushes  blindly  along  like  some 
wild  beast,  simply  to  destroy  and  trample 
everything  in  front  of  it.  I  have  seen 
both  of  your  political  Parties  in  that 
rabid  state,  and  I  see  no  reason  to  sup- 
pose why  one  of  them,  at  all  events,  may 
not  be  reduced  to  such  a  state  again ;  in 
fact,  I  see  the  latent  symptoms  of 
hydrophobia  approaching,  which  may 
in  a  little  time  develop,  and  give  rise  to 
an  attack  of  rabies  such  as  we  have  wit- 
nessed in  times  past.  While  we  have 
still  the  power,  it  is  necessary  to  at- 
tempt to  guard  ourselves  against  these 
periodical  fits  of  lunacy.  It  may  be 
more  possible  for  us  than  it  used  to  be 
to  look  to  the  public  opinion  of  this 
country.  I  cannot  admit  for  a  moment 
that  our  position  can  ever  be  of  a 
strength  equal  to  that  of  an  English 
political  Party.  The  nature  of  the  case 
forbids  it ;  the  fact  that  we  come  from 
another  country,  that  we  are  the  Eepre- 
sentatives  of  Ireland,  forbids  it.  There- 
fore it  is  I  ask  the  House,  while  it  is 
still  in  a  calm  mood,  to  accept  the 
Amendment  which  I  propose— an  Amend- 
ment which  is  designed  as  an  instruc- 
tion to  the  Chair,  and  a  definition  of 
what  the  rights  of  minorities  are.  The 
first  and  foremost  amongst  those  rights 
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is  the  right  of  debate.  We  do  not 
desire,  so  long  as  we  remain  here,  that 
we  shall  be  silent — ^that  our  power  of 
speech  shall  be  under  the  control  of  any 
leader  of  the  House,  or  of  anj  of  his 
followers.  The  Resolution,  as  it  stands, 
is  naked  and  unadorned;  it  requires 
some  dressing,  some  addition  which  will 
indicate  to  the  Chair  what  the  rights  of 
the  minority  which  it  is  its  duty  to  pro- 
tect are,  so  that  we  may  be  sure  that,  as 
a  permanent  minority — which  we  must 
be  so  long  as  we  remain  in  this  House ; 
I  hope  our  stay  will  not  be  of  many 
years  duration,  I  beliere  it  will  not — we 
shall  haye  that  protection  in  expressing 
the  grievances  of  our  country  that  the 
law  of  Parliament  at  present  entitles 
us  to. 

Amendment  nroposed  to  the  said 
proposed  Amendment,  after  the  word 
** minority,"  to  insert  the  words  "in 
respect  of  Debate,  or  otherwise."  — 
{Mr.  Parnetl,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  inserted  in  the  said  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

The  POSTMASTEE  GENERAL  (Mr- 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  speech  just  delivered  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
was  one  that  would  have  been  more  fitly 
addressed  against  the  Amendment  we 
have  Just  decided,  and  for  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  voted.  The  House  has 
just  decided  that  it  will  give  the  Chair  a 
certain  discretion  to  protect  the  rights  of 
the  minority,  and  1  do  not  think  the 
House  is  anxious  to  re-open  the  ques- 
tion. I  will,  however,  point  out  that  if 
the  words  of  this  Amendment  have  any 
meaning  at  all,  I  do  not  think  they  will 
greatly  strengthen  the  Chair  in  defend- 
ing the  rights  of  the  minority ;  and  that 
if  they  are  intended  as  a  definition,  tJiey 
certainly  constitute  one  of  the  vaguest 
definitions  I  have  ever  seen  on  paper. 
The  rights  of  the  minority  **  in  respect 
of  Debate,  or  otherwise,"  seems  to  leave 
us  in  a  state  of  great  uncertainty  as  to 
what  those  rights  are,  and  I  cannot  see 
that  the^  Chair  would  be  in  any  way 
assisted  in  arriving  at  a  conclusion  by 
the  adoption  of  the  present  Amendment. 
What  are  the  rights  of  the  minority 
other  than  those  contained  in  debate? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Pamell)  did 
not  condescend  to  explain  to  the  House, 
or  even  to  hint  at,  what  are  the  addi- 
tional and  extraordinary  rights  whioh 
Mr,  Darnell 


he  proposes  to  preserve  for  the  mioorify 
over  and  above  the  privileges  of  fair 
debate.  I  do  not  see  that  the  duty  of 
the  Chair  would  be  rendered  any  clearer 
or  easier  if  we  were  to  adopt  the  words 
just  moved.  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Pamell)  will  see  that  these  words 
will  not  in  any  way  carry  out  his  desire 
— namely,  the  protection  of  the  minority, 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
I  think  we  have  some  reason  to  com- 
plain of  the  attitude  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Raikes).  He  has  condemned  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  on  account  of  its  vagueness  and 
mistiness ;  but  we  have  some  reason  to 
complain  of  the  terms  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment. I  listened  with  great  attention 
to  the  Postmaster  General,  because  I 
had  the  satisfaction  of  sitting  on  the 
Committee  upstairs  with  him,  and  I 
know  nobody  more  anxious  to  maintain 
in  that  Committee  the  rights  of  the  mi- 
nority than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
But  he  has  now  dealt  with  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pamell)  in 
terms  of  such  complete  vagueness  that  I 
am  really  at  a  loss  to  know  what  it  is 
exactly  he  has  said.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  has  put,  in  terms  of  great  pre- 
cision, the  point  he  wishes  to  impress  on 
the  Committee;  he  proposes  that  the 
House  should  insert  after  the  word 
**  minority,"  the  words  **in  respect  of 
Debate,  or  otherwise."  We  have  now 
arrived  at  the  moment  when  the  inter- 
position of  my  hon.  Friend,  by  this 
Amendment,  is  precisely  req^uired ;  be- 
cause, in  my  judgment,  we  have  now 
come  to  the  crux  of  these  Procednre 
Rules.  The  real  question  is  this— Are 
you  prepared,  on  the  Motion,  say  ol 
some  hon.  Member  below  the  Gang- 
way, **that  the  Question  be  put,"  to 
apply  the  cloture  without  a  single  word 
having  been  said  ?  We  hear  a  great  deal 
about  Americanizing  our  Institutiona; 
but,  unless  we  adopt  some  such  Amend 
ment  as  this,  we  shall  see  the  same  thing 
happen  as  I  have  seen  happen  in  the 
American  Convention — we  shall  see  the 
Speaker  arranging  with  some  hon.  Mem- 
ber below  the  Gangway  that  he  shsU 
move  the  cloture — in  America  the  Pre- 
vious Question  is  moved,  which  ia  equiva- 
lent to  the  cloture.  I  do  not  suppose 
for  one  moment  that  the  present  Speaker 
will  ever  enter  into  an  arrangement 
such  as  I  have  described :  but  in  future 
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we  may  find  50  Members  rising  to  ad- 
dress the  House,  and  the  Speaker  calling 
upon  A  B — ^who  may  be  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Loughborough  Division  of 
Xioicestershire  (Mr.  De  Lisle) — whom  he 
knows  will  move  the  cloture,  and,  before 
one  word  is  uttered  upon  the  merits  of 
the  Question  before  the  House,  the 
cloture  may  be  applied.  Now,  as  I  un- 
derstand the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Parnell),  it  is  that  no  cloture  shall 
take  place  until  there  has  been  some 
opportunity  of  debate  upon  the  Question 
before  the  House.  Does  the  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Baikes)  really  contemplate 
the  application  of  the  cloture  upon  a 
question  on  which  there  has  been  no 
debate  at  all  ?  

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  now  referring  to  a 
question  which  has  been  already  decided. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  am  very  sorry 
if  I  have  transgressed  in  the  slightest 
degree.  As  I  understand  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House,  the  Speaker  is 
to  have  regard  to  the  amount  of  debate 
that  has  taken  place  before  he  allows 
the  cloture  to  be  applied.  If  there  is 
no  provision  of  this  kind  an  hon.  Gen- 
tleman below  the  Gangway  may  start  up 
suddenly,  and,  before  a  word  has  been 
uttered,  move  the  cloture.  Assuming 
the  words  of  my  hon*  Friend  to  be 
surplusage,  will  the  Postmaster  General 
say  what  harm  they  can  do?  Unless 
you  are  careful,  you  will  reduce  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  to  the  level  of 
the  machine  politics  of  America;  you 
will  have  everything  that  is  to  take  place 
secretly  arranged,  possibly  the  night  be- 
fore, between  the  Speaker  and  the  Party 
in  power. 

Mr.  GEDGE  (Stockport):  Because 
I  am  anxious  for  the  protection  of  the 
Tights  of  the  minority,  I  hope  this 
Amendment  will  not  be  adopted.  Any- 
one who  is  accustomed  to  draw  up  docu- 
ments giving  rights  knows  that  if  par- 
ticular definitions  are  added  to  general 
words  the  rights  are  practically  limited. 
I  object  to  a  hmitation  of  the  rights  of  the 
minority  by  any  words  of  definition.  1i 
we  leave  the  Amendment  as  it  is,  the 
Speaker  must  necessarily  have  regard 
to  the  minority's  right  to  discussion. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gedge)  hets  entirely  misrepresented  the 
object  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Parnell). 
The  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  think  that 


the  object  of  the  Amendment  is  to  limit 
the  rights  of  the  minority.    Certainly, 
that  is  not  the  intention   of  my  hon. 
Friend.     I  was  rather  surprised  at  the 
reception  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Baikes)    gave  the   Amendment.     The 
right  hon.   Gentleman   and  his  Party 
ta^e  their  stand  on  the  last  Division,  on 
the  ground  that  minorities  are  in  need 
of   some  sort  of  protection  from    the 
tyranny  of  the  majority.  We  accept  that 
entirely.    But  then  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Par- 
nell) was  inconsistent  in  proposing  these 
words,  because  he  had  voted  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment  which  has  just  been 
decided.     Surely  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man entirely  confounds  the  issue  of  the 
Amendment  we  voted  upon.     The  ques- 
tion was  not  whether  the  rights  of  the 
minority  should  be  protected  from  in- 
fringement,   but    whether    the    Chair 
should  be  brought  in  at  all.     The  two 
questions  are  entirely  distinct.   My  hon. 
Friend  thinks  that  the  interposition  of 
the  Chair  is  the  way  to  degrade  the 
position  of  the  Speaker,  and  to  degrade 
the  position  of  the  House  of  Commons ; 
but  he  thinks,  at  the  same  time,  that  the 
rights  of  the  minority  should  be  pro- 
tected«    The  right  hon.  Gentlemaja  took 
objection  to  the  Amendment  on  account 
of  vagueness.    He  particularly  objected 
to  the  words  *'or  otherwise;"  but  surely 
he  knows  very  well  that  no  words  are 
more  familiar  in  legislation  in  general, 
and  in  our  Procedure  Eules,  than  the 
words  *'  or  otherwise."    Surely  my  hon. 
Friend  ought  not  to  be  blamed  for  using 
the  words  *'or  otherwise;"  but  rather 
praised  for  imitating  the  language  of 
the  Standing  Eule.      The   right   hon. 
Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General  says 
the  words  relate  to  the  course  of  debate'; 
but  surely  the  action  of  the  Speaker  re- 
lates to  the  course  of  debate  also.     11 
the  House  has  decided  that  there  need 
be  no  safeguard  in  the  first  stage  of  d«^ 
bate,  d.  fortiori  there  ought  to  be  one  \f 
the  second  stage.     I  submit  that  this 
reasoning  is  unanswerable,  and  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  bound  to  accept 
these  words;   and  I  trust  I  have  said 
enough  to  show  that  there  is  a  great 
deal  more  in  the  words    of   my  hon. 
Friend  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
supposes. 

Mr.  MOLLOT  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
Sir,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
an  impatient  speech  answered  the  ques- 
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tion  as  to  what  is  a  mioority ;  but  he 
abstained  from  saying  one  word  as  to 
what  are  the  rights  of  a  majority.  I 
will  venture,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  say  that 
if  you  were  called  upon  to  rise  and  de- 
fine  the  rights  of  a  minority  that  yon 
oould  not  do  it.  And  I  will  go  further 
and  say  that  if  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite 
were  called  upon  to  write  down  their 
ideas  of  those  rights  that  not  more  than 
two  or  three  of  them  would  be  in  agree- 
ment. The  Government  have  placed  in 
^u  great  powers,  but  they  have  done 
it  in  so  vafifue  a  manner  that  we  cannot 
understand  what  they  are.  There  is 
something  hidden  in  the  mind  of  the 
Qovemment  which,  although  I  have 
listened  attentively  to  tiieir  explanations, 
I  have  not  been  able  to  discover.  If  it 
is  clear  to  the  Government  what  are  the 
rights  of  minorities,  why,  I  ask,  do  they 
object  to  insert  the  words  proposed  by 
my  hon.  Friend,  which  I  cordially  sup- 
port? 

Mk.  OHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  Sir,  I  am  quite  as  anxious  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  or  any  other  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  to  safeguard  the  rights 
of  minorities,  and  I  will  go  further  and 
say  that  if  I  could  see  tibat  the  words  in 
the  Amendment  before  the  House  would 
be  likely  to  have  that  effeotl  I  would 
support  them  at  once.  But  I  can  only 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  words 
proposed  would  be  entirely  superfluous 
m  that  they  would  add  nothing  what- 
ever to  the  safeguards  which  already 
exist.  I  trust,  therefore,  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  press  the  Amendment 
to  a  Division. 

Question  put. 

The  House  rftpf<foi:— Ayes  107 ;  Noes 
226 :  Majority  1 19.— iDiv.  List,  No.  42.) 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) : 
1  bee,  Sir,  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  Not  until  I  have 
again  put  the  Question. 

Mb.  T,  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
With  great  respect  to  you,  Sir,  I  submit 
that  it  will  be  better  that  the  Question 
should  not  be  put,  but  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  should  be 
allowed  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  so  that  Amendments  may  be 
moved. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  There  would  be 
nothing  before  the  House  if  I  did  not 
put  the  Question.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Mr.  MoUoy 


Northampton  will  not  be  in  a  worse 
position  through  my  putting  it. 

Mr.  T.  M,  HEALY;  I  wish  to  ask 
you,  Sir,  whether,  if  you  put  the  Question 
now,  it  would  be  open  for  hon.  Gentle- 
men to  move  an  Amendment  to  that 
Question  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Yes ;  subsequent  to 
the  Amendment  just  decided  by  the 
House — after  the  word  ''minority." 

Question  again  proposed. 

''That  the  words  'A  Memher  riflmg  in  his 
place  may  claim  to  move, '  That  the  Qaeetion  be 
now  put/  and,  unless  it  shall  appear  to  the  Chair 
that  such  Motion  is  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of 
the  House,  or  an  infringement  of  the  lights  of 
the  minority,  the  Question,  <  That  the  Q^ertkni 
be  now  put,'  shall  be  put  forthwith,  and  decided 
without  Amendment  or  Debate '  be  there  m- 
serted."— (ifr.   JFiUiam  Senry  Smith,) 

Mb.  LABOUOECEBE  :  Ib^  to  move 
the  acyoumment  of  the  debate.  We  are 
discussing  Bules  of  Debate,  one  of  which 
is  that  we  should  not  sit  after  half -past 
12  o'clock.  Under  the  circumstances  I 
do  not  think  it  is  unreasonable  that  we 
should  adjourn  this  Vote  at  half-past 
1  o'clock. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."— 
{Mr,  Zahouchere.) 

Ma.  PABNEIiL  (Cork):  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Jjard  of 
the  Treasury  propose  to  move,  wlien  the 
first  Kesolution  is  passed,  that  it  be  a 
Standing  Order  of  the  House  ? 

The  first  LOED  of  thb  TBEA- 
SURT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Sierra)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  haye  always  said*  and 
I  now  repeat  it,  that  when  the  Role 
is  passed  it  will  immediatdy  become 
operative.       

Mb.  T.M.  HEALT:  Thatisnottiie 
point. 

Ma.  PARNELL:  In  that  case  it 
would  only  be  a  Sessional  Oirder.  Doea 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intend  to  make 
a  Motion  that  it  shall  be  a  Standing 
Order  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  shall  foUow 
the  precedents  in  that  case. 

Question  put,  and  ayreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Tuesday  next. 

ifOTioirs. 


ADMIRALTY    AND    WAR    OFFICE. 
MOnOir  FOB  A  SBLBOT  OOlCHnTEB. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  jn^opoae^ 
"That  a  Select  Oommittee  be  appointi 
reo<»isider  the  plans  and  pcoponUi 
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Admiralty  and  War  OfiSce :— That  it  be  an 
Instmction  to  the  Committee  to  report  whether 
some  or  all  of  the  existing  baildingp  of  the 
Admiralty  may  with  advantage  be  retained." — 
{Mr.  Plunket.) 

Me.  T.  M.  EEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gehtleman  tell  us 
what  it  is  proposed  that  this  Oommittee 
flhaUdo? 

The  FIE8T  C0MMI8SI0NEE  of 
WOEKS  (Mr,  Plunket)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity): A  Committee  was  appointed 
last  year,  to  reconsider  the  plans  for  the 
proposed  public  offices.  This  Committee 
will  undertake  a  similar  inquiry,  and  will 
be  charged  specially  to  report  whether 
some  of  the  existing  Admiralty  build- 
ings cannot  be  retained. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  Will  the  Com- 
mittee consider  the  question  of  the 
approaciL  from  Charing  Cross  ? 

Mb.  plunket  :  Yes ;  the  Committee 
will  consider  that  question. 

Sm  EGBERT  FOWLEE  (London) : 
How  many  will  be  put  on  the  Com- 
mittee? 

Mb.  plunket  :  Sixteen  or  seven- 
teen, I  do  not  know  which. 

Mb.  T.  ,M.  HEALY:  I  suppose  all 
parties  in  the  House  will  be  represented? 

Mb.  PLUNKET:  Yes. 

Question  put,  and  a^eed  to. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE-ORDER  OP 
SUPPLY. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Does  the  right 
hoAi.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasui^  propose  to  take  other  classes 
of  Sup{uy  on  Monday,  beyond  those  on 
the  Paper  ? 

Thb  FIEST  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr,  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westmijister) :  We  shall  only  take 
those  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  ANDEESON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
May  I  ask  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  received  any  information 
to-night  with  regard  to  the  rising  in 
Bulgaria  ? 

The  UNDEE  SEOEBTAEY  of 
STATE  FOB  FOEEIGN  AFFAIES  (Sir 
Jambs  Fbbqusson)  (Manchester,  N.E.) : 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  re- 
ceived news  of  the  entire  suppression  of 
the  risings  in  Bulgaria.  These  were  con- 
fined to  a  small  portion  of  the  troops  at 
Bilistria  and  Eustchuk,  and  appear  to 
have  been  prompted  by  emissaries  ot 
the  refugees.  They  were  speedily  sup- 
pressed, and  at  Eustchuk  the  loyal 
troops  were  ardently  supported  by  the 


populace.  No  disturbances  have  occurred 
elsewhere. 

Db.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co..  Mid) :  Is 
it  true,  as  is  stated  in  the  evening  papers, 
that  Germany  has  instigated  these 
risings  ? 

Sib  JAMES  FEBGUSSON:  I  have 
not  even  heard  of  the  report,  and  I  do 
not  suppose  that  there  is  the  slightest 
foundation  for  it. 

BIVEES  POLLUTION  PBEVENTION  AOT  (1876) 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ihorbum,  Bill  to  amend 

**  The  Kivers  Pollution  Prevention  Act,  1876,** 

ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Thorbum,  Mr. 

Arthur  Elliot  and  Mr.  Lalng  firown. 

BUXpr^sented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  188.] 

Hoaae  adjoomed  at  twenty-five  minutes 

before  Two  o*olook  till 

Monday  next. 

HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Monday,  7th  March,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Phovisional  Orbbb  Bills  — 
Seemd  BewUng-^jytedDBige  and  Improvement 
of  Lands  (Ireland)  *  (29) ;  Local  Govemraent 
(Irehind)  (Carrick-on-8uir)  •  (30). 

CRIME    AND    ODTRAaE    (IRELAND)- 
THB   RIOTS    AT   BELFAST-REPORT 
OP  THE  COMMISSIONERS. 
QTTESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBEELEY  asked 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  When  the  EeDort 
of  the  Commissioners  on  the  Beluist 
Eiots  would  be  published  ? 

The  LOED  PEIYY  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadooan),  in  reply,  said,  that  the  Ee- 
port  of  the  Commission  had  not  jet 
been  presented  to  either  House  of  Par- 
liament, by  reason  thst  the  Eeport,  as 
at  present  reoeired,  -was  incomplete,  in- 
asmuch as  one  of  the  Commissioners 
(Mr.  M*Hardy)  had  dissented  from  the 
others,  and  made  a  separate  Eeport.  II 
had  been  hoped  that,  by  a  short  delay, 
the  Eeport  might  be  presented  in  a 
comjdete  form,  with  Mr.  M'Hardy's 
Bupplem^itary  Eeport.  As  the  latter 
had  not,  however,  been  received,  the 
Eeport  of  the  other  Commissioners 
would  be  presented  in  its  present  state, 
and  would  be  laid  upon  the  Table  in  the 
course  of  a  few  days. 

GLEBE  LANDS  BILL.-QUESTION. 
The  Aechbishop  op  CANTEEBUEY 
said,  that  be  had  received  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Commands  to  attend  at  Windsor , 
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on  Tuesday  next,  witb  the  Convocation 
of  the  Diocese  of  Canterbury,  to  present 
their  Address.  H^  begged,  therefore, 
to  ask  the  noble  Viscount  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  If  he  would  agree  to 
the  postponement  of  the  Glebe  Lands 
Bill  tm  Thursday? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  por 
INDIA  rViscount  Cross),  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  nad  no  obiection  to  the  post- 
ponement  of  the  Bill  till  Thursday  next. 

HORSE  BREEDING  AND  SUPPLY  FOR 
MILITARY  AND  INDUSTRIAL  PUR- 
POSES.—OBSERVATIONS . 
Lord  RIBBLESDALE,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  state  of  horse 
breeding  and  horse  supply  for  military 
and  industrial  purposes  in  this  country, 
said,  he  was  not  going  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion of  the  breeding  of  such  an  imple- 
ment of  wealth  as  the  race  horse.  In 
days  when  £10,000  were  offered  in  one 
prize  these  animals  could  take  care  of 
themselres.  Moreover,  he  could  con- 
gratulate the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Westminster)  on  having  bred  Ormonde 
— the  horse  of  a  century  ;  while  Hermit 
had  been  a  gold  mine  to  his  fortunate 
owner,  and  to  the  equally  fortunate  pur- 
chasers of  his  stock.  Nor  was  he  going 
to  raise  the  question  of  Government 
breeding  studs,  as  tried  and  abandoned 
abroad  and  as  tried  by  ourselves  in 
India.  The  conclusions  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Government  Studs  in  India 
declared  that  they  had  failed  to  produce 
any  improvement  in  the  breed  of  horses ; 
that  Government  interference  in  horse 
breeding  had  completely  paralyzed  pri- 
vate enterprize ;  and  that  the  cost  of  the 
horses  amounted  to  either  £148  or  £219 
each,  according  to  the  different  modes  of 
debiting  expenditure  to  the  Department. 
Moreover,  the  best  horses  were  not  bred 
in  great  studs,  but  on  small  private 
farms.  The  subject  of  horse  supply  had 
always  proved  interesting  to  both  Houses 
of  Parliament.  In  1873  Lord  Bosebery's 
Commission  was  the  result  of  a  ^scus- 
sion  in  their  Lordships'  House.  In  1875 
Lord  Calthorpe  made  an  admirable  pro- 
posal. Lord  Alington  instructed  and 
entertained  the  House  of  Commons  on 
this  subject  in  a  manner  which  had 
never  been  forgotten.  Mr.  Chaplin 
made  a  speech  and  a  proposal  to  which 
he  would  have  to  refer  later.  In  their 
fondness  for  horses  both  Parties  in  that 
House  were,  he  thought,  agreed.    The 
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noble  Earl  the  Leader  of  the  liberal 
Party  (Earl  Granville)  had  proved  over 
and  over  again  that  horsemimship  could 
take  the  greatest  liberties  with  the 
biggest  country ;  and  he  knew  he  could 
congratulate  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  on  the  recent 
acquisition  of  an  excellent  brown  mare 
which  must,  on  no  account,  be  lost 
sight  of.  That  night,  however,  they 
must  lay  aside  all  cherished  preposses- 
sions of  blood  and  action  and  consider 
the  noble  animal  as  a  locomotiTe  and 
traction  machine  which  a  country  with 
great  industrial  requirements  and  neat 
public  service  responsibilities  must  nave 
at  command.  They  must  not  be  horse 
lovers,   but  an  Assembly  of  economic 

Erecision,  considering  an  economic  pro- 
lem.  The  perishing  horse  supply  and 
decay  of  horse  breeding  in  this  country 
might  be  generally  stated  as  an  example 
of ''  the  failure  of  production  through  re- 
laxation of  motives."  What  they  had  io 
consider  was,  whether  the  relaxed  mo- 
tives could  be  braced  into  new  action 
and  Tigour.  Much  might  be  done  in 
that  direction,  and  he  thought  the  pre- 
sent moment  was  very  favourable  for  a 
review  of  the  question.  Much  good 
work  had  been  done  by  public  societies 
and  by  public-spirited  individuals.  Eng- 
lish breeders  nad  not  lost  heart  and 
spirit;  on  the  contrary,  there  were 
signs  of  renewing  vitalitv  and  en- 
terprize. Olydesdale  and  snire  breed- 
ing was  in  a  most  prosperous  con- 
dition, and  there  was  no  doubt  that 
this  country  could  still  breed  the  best 
horses  in  the  world.  Let  them  look  at 
the  foreign  demand  for  English  horses, 
and  at  the  fact  that  astute  middlemen 
were  always  on  the  look-out  in  the 
foreign  dealers'  yards  to  purchase  Eng* 
lish-looking  horses  to  be  sent  into  the 
English  market.  But  as  long^  as  we 
heard  on  all  sides  of  the  scarcity  of  really 
nice  half-bred  horses,  as  long  as  oar 
imports  meant  an  average  loss  of 
£250,000  to  the  home  producer,  as  long 
as  it  was  almost  impossible  to  buy  half-a- 
dozen  matched  pairs  of  En^sh  harness 
horses,  we  had  abundant  evidence  that 
not  only  were  we  not  breeding  high-class 
horses  up  to  the  demand,  but  that  we 
consequently  had  no  surplus  of  native* 
bom  animals  available  for  commercial 
requirements  which  were  multiplying: 
daily.  Many  reasons  could  be  given  for 
this  scarcity,  some  of  which  he  would 
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touch  upon  later  on ;  but  lie  tliought  the 
time  had  come  when  we  must  trj  to  deal 
with  facts,  instead  of  re-inyestigating 
sufficiently  obvious  causes.  To  see  any 
source  of  wealth  and  credit  in  a  country 
drying  up  through  the  diminished  energy 
or  discouragement  of  the  industry  which 
tapped  the  source  was  disquieting  enough 
in  itself.  But  this  was  not  only  a  ques- 
tion of  national  wealth  and  credit.  The 
creeping  paralysis  which  during  the  last 
35  years  had  been  encroaching  upon  our 
horse-producing  industry  might  bring 
us  at  any  moment  face  to  face  with  very 
possible  and  very  critical  emergencies. 
At  any  moment  we  might  wish  to  moye, 
and  not  only  find  that  we  had  lost  the 
power  to  move,  but  that  we  had  dis- 
tributed that  power  to  others.  There 
was  such  a  contingency  as  a  European 
war,  A  widely- accepted  principle  of 
modem  war  was  the  rapid  mobilization 
of  all  arms.  Could  we  calculate  on  our 
own  county  being  able  to  furnish  us  with 
horses  ?  He  feared  not.  Even  in  peace 
time  the  number  of  horses  fell  even  be- 
low commercial  requirements.  He  would 
give  the  figures  of  the  gradual  increase 
of  our  imports.  From  1863  to  1872  the 
imports  were  79,13],  and  from  1873  to 
1882,  197,092,  representing  a  loss  to 
this  country,  at  the  rate  of  £35  a-head,  of 
nearly  £6,000,000.  For  the  five  years 
&om  1882  to  1886  our  imports  had  been 
57,432 ;  in  1885  the  imports  even  into 
Ireland  amounted  to  2,487.  The  conse- 
quence was  a  great  difficulty  in  finding 
horses  when  we  wanted  them.  As  Oolonel 
BavenhDl  said  in  a  public  lecture  at  the 
United  Service  Institution  last  June  on 
the  reserve  of  horses — **  We  are  at  our 
wits'  ends  to  find  horses  on  sudden  de- 
miand."  Colonel  Kavenhill  spoke  from 
experience.  In  1873  Sir  Henry  Storks 
had  to  purchase  2,028  transport  horses, 
and  had  the  greatest  difficulty  in  doing 
BO,  1,500  of  them  having  to  be  purchased 
in  France.  In  1878  great  exertions 
produced  2,250  in  four  weeks.  In  1882 
it  took  17  weeks  to  collect  1,700.  On 
referenoe  to  the  latest  War  Office  Eetums 
the  number  of  horses  required  to  com- 
pete the  establishment  of  two  Army 
Corps  was  22,966.  The  number  of 
horses  in  the  possession  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  financial  year  1886  was 
12,951.  Deducting  from  this  number 
20  per  cent  as  too  young,  too  old,  or 
sick  and  lame,  there  remained  a  total 
^ective   of   10,371   horses,    or    about 
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1,100  under  the  number  required  for 
one  Army  Corps,  and  12,600  under  the 
number  required  for  two  Army  Corps. 
Where  lines  of  communication  had  to  be 
maintained,  2,773  additional  horses  were 
required  for  each  Army  Corps,  making 
a  total  deficiency  of  18,100;  and,  in 
addition,  there  should  be  a  reserve  to 
feed  the  waste  of  one  campaign  of  40  or 
50  per  cent,  or,  say,  9,000  horses.  In 
the  Crimea  our  waste  amounted  to  80 

Ser  cent  per  annum.  That  gives  a  total 
eficiency,  in  case  of  war,  of  27,000 
horses.  The  latest  Census  Betums 
showed  a  total  of  horses  in  Qreat  Britain 
and  Ireland  of  3,000,000,  2,000,000  of 
which  were  employed  in  agriculture, 
and  1,000,000  privately  or  in  trade. 
After  obvious  decfuctions  for  age,  size,  un- 
soundness, or  other  reasons,  there  would 
only  be  about  70,000  horses  available. 
Now,  if  Colonel  Bavenhill's  figures  were 
correct — and^  if  anything,  they  were 
under-stated — ^mobilization  seemed  an 
insoluble  problem  ;  and  it  appeared 
certain  that  without  an  Act  of  JParlia- 
ment  for  compulsory  acquisition  we 
could  not  get  horses  for  even  the  initial 
purposes  of  war.  Any  reliable  supply 
of  horses  for  the  purposes  of  war  meant 
a  constant  surplus  on  hand  far  above  the 
commercial  requirements  of  this  country. 
His  (Lord  Bibblesdale's)  figures  had 
given  their  Lordships  some  idea  of  that 
surplus,  and  the  maintenance  of  any 
such  surplus  was  obviously  impossible. 
As  some  stress  was  laid  on  Government 
demand  in  emergency  being  an  incentive 
to  breeding,  it  was  as  well  to  point  out 
that  an  irregular  demand,  such  as  the 
Government  would  have  to  make  on  the 
outbreak  of  war,  could  never  lead  to  the 
wider  breeding  of  horses.  Nobody  in 
his  senses  would  breed  for  a  casual 
demand  which  might  never  occur.  But 
granted  our  inability  to  meet  the  want, 
*' unless,"  as  Sir  Frederick  Fitzwygram 
said,  '^you  stop  the  traffic  in  Begent 
Street,  and  single  out  the  appropriate 
horses  as  they  pass,"  and  granted  that 
for  your  reserve  you  must  develop 
channels  in  our  Colonies  as  yet  undo* 
veloped,  surely  we  should  be  capable  of 
producing  native-bom  animals  enough 
to  meet  the  private  and  commercial 
demand  of  this  country  in  time  of  peace  ? 
The  question  was,  could  we,  by  en- 
couraging the  breeding  of  good  half- 
bred  horses,  by  pushing  on  the  good 
work   which   had   been  done  in  this 
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direction,  supply  our  own  ordinaiy 
needs  ?  He  thought  so,  and  for  this 
reason.  Lord  Oathcart,  in  his  valuable 
paper  in  The  Agricultural  Journal^ 
pointed  out  this  feet — 

<<  No  care  or  skill  will  enable  the  breeder  of 
honters  to  reach  the  highest  aim  with  more 
than  a  fair  proportion.  The  average  horaea 
must  pay  expenses,  but  weight  -  carrying 
hnnten  shonld  he  the  t3rpe  or  model  ;  the  misfit 
hunters  are  valuable  for  most  purposes.*' 
Now,  by  encouraging  the  breeding  of 
half-bred  horses  in  such  sufficient  num- 
bers as  to  create  a  surplus  of  misfits  ample 
enough  to  supply  the  general  purposes 
of  the  demand  of  the  public,  we  should 
gain  three  points  of  vantage— first,  a 
comparatire  security  from  the  risk  of 
absolute  horse  famine;  secondly,  the 
certainty  of  a  floating  horse  population 
of  good  English  blc^;  and,  thirdly, 
the  recovery  of  an  average  annual  sum 
of  £250,000  at  present  beinff  lost  to 
the  home  producers.  Closely  allied 
with  this  question  of  supply  was  the 
question  of  export.  A  question  as  to 
stopping  the  exporting  of  horses  was 
recently  asked  in  **  another  place.*' 
Now,  except  as  an  ulUma  ratio,  stopping 
our  export  was  a  soul-destroying  error. 
We  had  nothing  to  fear  from  large  ex- 
port figfures ;  everything  to^  fear  from 
uurge  import  figures.  An  increase  in 
export  obviously  meant  increasing  pro- 
duction, but  it  also  meant  the  pari  passu 
independence  of  foreign  supplies.  Thus 
the  figures  of  the  last  few  years,  where 
they  showed  a  large  export,  gave  a 
weaker  import.  Take  1885,  when  the 
export  was  6,196,  the  import  13,023.  In 
1886  the  export  was  7,323,  the  import 
was  only  1 1,027.  That  is,  setting  aside 
draught  and  thoroughbred  stock,  an  in- 
creased export  meant  a  proportionate 
increase  or  misfits  or  average  animals 
available  for  the  general  purposes  of 
the  public.  Beyond  this,  the  larger 
our  export  trade  the  greater  was  our 
reserve  to  fall  back  upon,  as  on  an 
emergency  export  would  be  stopped,  and 
all  ^e  animals  bred  for  export  would 
become  available  in  their  degree,  plus 
the  misfits  or  average  animals  bred  for 
export  and  missing  the  market.  Now, 
objections  to  the  export  of  mares  was 
.  much  more  intelligible.  The  general 
complaint  was  that  there  were  no  mares 
in  the  country.  Mr.  Tattersall  stated 
recently,  on  the  high  authority  of  Mr. 
Phillips,  that  during  the  last  20  years 
1,000  mares  had  been  exported  annually. 
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The  late  Mr.  Wellfit,  in  lincolnshire  and 
Yorkshire,  exported  large  numbers  of 
mares,  and  the  first  point  selected  by  Lord 
Bosebery's  Oommittee  to  aooount  for  the 
deficiency  of  native-bom  horses  was  this 
large  export  of  mares.  There  was  no 
doubt  tlmt  foreigners  would  buy  any 
fresh  whole-coloured  animal  if  sound  and 
well-brod  enough.  But  this  was  a  diffi^- 
culty  which  would  right  itself  if  onse  the 
mare,  as  a  brood  mare,  r^ained  tiie 
special  value  in  England  which  she  had 
lost.  Our  difficulty  would  not  so  mudi 
be  mares  as  sound  mares.  In  Ireland 
they  kept  their  mares,  and  what  made 
him  think  so  was  the  fewness  of  nuirss 
in  hunting  consumers'  stables.  In  the 
Oakley  hunt  there  were  45  geldings  to 
six  mares ;  Fitswilliam,  41  geldings  to 
two  mares ;  Badswortb,  60  geldings  to 
seven  mares ;  GtK>dwood,  42  geldings  to 
six  mares.  Moreover,  in  1873,  Mr. 
Phillips,  the  Army  contractor,  stated 
before  the  Lords'  Committee  that  the 
Cavalry  were  largely  mounted  on  mares. 
It  was  the  same  now,  and  there  was  no 
doubt  that  for  general  purposes  mares 
could  be  bought  in  this  country  20  per 
cent  cheaper  tihan  geldings.  Still,  all 
this  wonld  right  it^df  if  breeding  gave 
mares  back  their  specific  value.    Any 

Proposal  to  tax  brood  mare  export  was, 
e  thought,  impossible.  He  would  quote 
Mr.  Jacob  Wil^n  on  the  subject.  Speak- 
ing at  the  Farmers'  Club  in  1885,  he 
said — 

"  It  is  impossible  for  tiie  moment  to  think 
that  yoo  can  impose  any  tax  or  flsoal  embargo 
against  the  exportation  of  mares.  Foreignen 
have  a  double  motiye  in  baying  our  mares. 
They  require  them  first  for  their  cavalry  and 
artillery,  and  t^terwards  for  breeding,  so  that 
it  is  impossible,  in  the  present  condition  of  agri- 
culture, for  the  tenant  fanner  of  England  to 
compete  with  the  foreign  buyer  or  to  retoae  the 
temptation  of  a  high  price  for  his  maree." 

Many  reasons  might  be  given  for  the 
disfavour  into  which  breeding  had  fallen 
in  this  country.  Country  gentlemen 
lived  less  at  home.  Breeding  of  all 
kinds  was  one  of  the  contrivances  whidi 
used  to  make  country  life  enjoyable  and 
complete,  and  the  occupiers  of  the  land 
took  colour  from  the  squires.  Bat  the 
multiplication  and  the  facility  for  amuse- 
ments in  all  kinds  of  directions  had 
knocked  on  the  head  stay-at-home  pur- 
suits which  were  half  pleasure  and  half 
business — ^breeding  among  others.  He 
had  letters  from  various  parts  of  the 
countay  attesting  the  pining  away  of 
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what  used  to  be  a  f  avoarite  and  floxirisli- 
ing  industry*  In  Leieestershire  the 
prices  of  stock  had  rained  farmers,  in 
Lincolnshire  the  prices  of  wheat.  In 
the  FjddSi  a  great  district  for  harness 
and  hackney  horses,  tiiere  was  hardly  a 
good  horse  of  the  hind  to  be  ^t— they 
bad  taken  to  Iweed  draught  horses  as 
gtf ing  quieker  returns.  In  Graven,  a 
pastoral  district  in  Yorkshire,  where  he 
lived,  in  old  days  they  had  a  celebrated 
strain  known  as  Graven  blaoks,  which 
had  now  entirely  disappeared.  The 
large  mfliers  who  used  aotive  hacks  in 
tiie  ola  days  now  got  into  a  third-class 
carriage,  and  smdil  farmers  no  longer 
ploufl^ed  a  patch  for  the  oatmeal — 
whicm  was  the  staple  food  of  this  dis- 
triot-^ywing  to  the  cheapness  of  wheat 
ftour.  GoDsequently  they  had  no  use 
lt>r  the  active  mare  they  used  to  keep  for 
this  i^rpose  and  for  riding  to  fairs  on. 
On  May  S0»  1882,  Mr.  Ltimley  Hodgson, 
writing;  to  Lord  Gathoart,  said*-* 

^iapiOTdment  lias  Isrotight  mtidi  nndrained 
knd  >Mo  eultivatioii,  ana  fitted  it  for  sheep, 
wh^e  previousLy  horses  and  cattle  only  were 
lired.  Dickenson,  the  johraaster,  used  to  say 
that  in  Yorkshire  the  sheep  had  eaten  the 
horse;  on  many  small  holdings  now  oonsoli- 
dttled  small  farmers  worked  useful  mares  and 
bred  Taloahle  foals.  Influenza  has  a  discourag- 
ing effect.  It  came  with  the  potato  disease  and 
food-and-mouth  in  1845,  and  had  heen  more  or 
less  prevalent  ever  since,  causing  horses  to  go 
insren.  I  never  had  a  roarer  before  and  have 
aaver  heen  without  one  since." 

Bat  what  looked  Hke  the  conclusion  oi 
the  whole  matter  was  the  fact  that 
breeding  half-bred  horses  for  some  time 
back  hf^  not  paid.  The  question  they 
bad  to  consider  was  whether  the  causes 
which  had  made  breeding  impopular 
and  unprofitable,  and  which  hail  indi- 
cated a  better  employment  of  capital, 
oiytained  now  ?  The  demand  for  good 
horses  had  certainly  not  lessened,  but 
it  was  dislocated  and  distracted  by  steam. 
Farmers  and  breeders  had  got  puzzled, 
but  with  proper  remedies  he  thought 
there  was  ever^  prospect  of  the  revival 
of  a  great  British  industry.  At  the 
same  time,  unless  those  proper  reme- 
dies were  quicldy  applied,  ne  would 
personally  rather  hunt  on  a  Flanders 
mare  than  advise  the  farmers  to  take 
again  to  extensive  breeding.  But  he 
asserted  that  the  causes  which  led  to 
the  abandonment  of  breeding  did  not 
obtain  now.  If  their  Lordships  turned 
to  the  Beport  of  Lord  Eosebery's 
Commiision  in   1873    they  would  find 


that  the  second  reason  by  which  the 
Oommission  accounted  for  the  deficient 
supply  of  horses  was  the  increased  pro- 
fits of  sheep  and  cattle,  which,  being 
more  certain  and  more  rapidly  realized, 
were  doubly  attractive  to  the  farmer 
as  compared  with  those  obtained  by 
the  breeding  of  horses.  But  those 
were  profits  of  the  post.  If,  as  Mr. 
Dickenson  said,  the  sheep  and  cattle 
had  eaten  up  the  horses,  they,  in  their 
turn,  had  been  devoured  by  American 
beef  and  Australian  mutton.  Foreign 
competition  and  the  depreciation  of  silver 
had  ruined  tillage  farming.  Large  tracts 
had  been  laid  down  or  were  being  laid 
down  of  grass  and  had  gone  out  of  culti- 
vation, and  this  was  favourable  to  breed- 
ing. Moreover,  the  agricultural  pendu- 
lum was  in  a  state  of  painful  arrest. 
Farmers  were  considering  whether  to 
turn  to  the  production  of  jam  or  poultry 
or  vegetables,  and  the  least  push  would 
send  the  pendulum  swinging  in  any  di- 
rection which  seemed  to  promise  any- 
thing like  a  livelihood  and  a  decent  profit 
Could  such  a  push  be  given,  he  would  ask* 
without  intenerence  with  the  liberty  of 
the  subject  and  the  pocket  of  the  tax- 
payer ?  He  had  spoken  of  mares ;  but  if 
the  prospects  of  breeding  were  to  be  con- 
sidered they  would  have  to  reckon  with 
stallions  and  demand.  They  had  two  dif- 
ficulties confronting  them.  First,  they 
must  provide  facilities  for  the  successful 
and  profitable  breeding  of  high  class 
half-bred  horses ;  secondly,  they  had  to 
induce  breeders  to  avail  themselves  of 
such  facilities.  In  order  to  meet  the 
first  difficulty  they  obviously  must  find 
stallions.  Could  the  stallions  be  pro- 
vided without  State  aid,  or  were  there 
any  stallions  available  in  the  country  ? 
In  both  cases  his  answer  was  ''No." 
In  the  first  case,  of  late  years  the  Oo* 
vernments  of  Hungary,  Austria,  Italy, 
France,  and  Germany  had  scoured  this 
country  and  purchased  with  excellent 
judgment,  and,  what  was  still  more 
valuable,  with  unlimited  purse  and  com- 
missions to  miss  nothing,  our  finest 
country  sires.  With  the  prices  they  had 
given  and  were  prepared  to  give  ^  it 
was  idle  to  talk  of  private  enterprize 
competing.  As  to  whether  valuable 
stallions  were  in  this  country  he  said 
**  No,"  because  not  only  had  such  horses 
as  Ambergris,  Ostregor,  and  Ounners- 
bury  been  leaving  the  country,  but  the 
residuum  was  worthless,  as  was  brought 
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out  in  eyidence  before  the  Bosebery 
Oommission,  the  enormous  percentage 
of  unsound  travelling  stallions  being 
adduced  by  20  out  of  the  27  witnesses 
examined.  How  was  this  first  facility 
then  to  be  provided  ?  He  unhesi- 
tatingly answered  by  public  money.  He 
felt  certain  that  a  shudder  would  pass 
along  the  Front  Bench  when  he  said 
this,  but  it  was  nothing  new.  The 
Queen's  Plate  money  was  public  money, 
and  the  State  Establishment  at  Hamp- 
ton Court  was  indirectly  public  money. 
Was  the  Queen's  Plate  money  wisely 
disposed  of  at  present,  and  was  it  ne- 
cessary in  these  days  of  enormously  in- 
creased racing  prizes  ?  If  its  original 
purpose  were  regarded — that  was,  to 
encourage  the  breed  of  horses — surely 
no  better  use  could  be  devised  in  closer 
observance  of  the  spirit  and  letter  of 
its  constitution  than  by  devoting  this 
annual  grant  to  encouraging  good  coun- 
try sires  in  this  country,  and,  if  pos- 
sible, thereby  forestalling  the  foreigner. 
He  would  recall  to  their  Lordships  Mr. 
Chaplin's  admirable  proposal.  He  pro- 
posed the  purchase  by  the  Government 
of  three  or  four  thoroughbred  horses  as 
opportunity  and  prices  permitted  to  be 
let  annually  by  auction  as  country  sires 
to  the  highest  bidder,  who  would  be 
limited  by  conditions  as  to  fee.  The 
Queen's  Plate  money  would  be  ample 
for  this  purpose,  and  in  10  years  would 
probably  place  the  country  in  the 
possession  of  a  very  magnificent  stud. 
No  loss  need  accrue,  for  lx>rd  Glasgow's 
stud,  which  was  left  under  peculiar  con- 
ditions of  not  leaving  the  country,  were 
leased  in  this  way  at  prices  which  paid 
most  handsomely — £700  being  paid  in 
one  case  for  the  annual  services  of  one 
stallion.  Could  not  such  a  stud  with  ad- 
vantage be  located  at  Hampton  Court, 
where  all  the  machinery  was  already 
set  up^  and  would  not  such  a  boon  to 
horse  breeding  be  incalculable  as  com- 
pared with  the  very  risky  and  unsatis- 
factory breeding  operations  carried  on 
there  at  present  ?  He  felt  certain  that 
Colonel  Maude — than  whom  there  was 
no  better  judge  of  such  matters— would 
hail  such  an  opportunity  of  benefiting 
the  community.  Of  course  the  scheme 
sketched  might  be  objected  to  as  being 
too  complex.  In  that  case  he  would  sug- 
gest that  the  Queen's  Plate  money  should 
be  devoted  to  subsidize  stallions  serving 
in  the  country  at  low  fees,  and  the  money 
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should  be  apportioned,  and  its  distribn- 
tion  left  to  the  Boyal  Agric^ultural,  the 
Hibernian,  the  Caledonian,  the  Hunters 
Improvement, and  other  kindred  societies, 
to  be  given  away  in  premiums  for  good 
stallions,  provided  they  came  up  to  a 
certain  standard,  of  course,  and  were 
sound,  and  available  in  fixed  districts 
during  the  ensuing  season.  Another 
great  inducement  to  breeding  would  be 
large  prizes  of  Government  money,  to 
foak,  yearlings,  and  two-year-olds,  at  all 

Eroduce  shows,  the  younger  the  stock  the 
etter,  for  a  quick  return  was  a  great  in- 
ducement to  breeders  or,  indeed,  to  any 
investors  of  capital;  but  in  either  of  these 
cases  the  object  must  have  the  Queen's 
Plate  money.  Another  scheme  was  the 
purchase  of  two-year-olds  by  Government 
direct  in  districts  which  command  the 
services  of  first-rate  sires,  to  be  kept  at 
maturing  depots  until  draughted  into  the 
service.  The  system  of  purchasing  direct 
from  the  breeder  to  the  exclusion  of  the 
middleman  was  approved  of  by  the 
French  Inspector  General  of  Bemounts, 
and  by  Baron  Nathusius,  in  an  interest- 
ing letter  to  Mr.  Gilbey  on  this  subject. 
The  advantages  to  the  Gbvemment 
would  be,  securing  the  pick  of  the  market 
by  being  able  to  buy  without  foreign 
competition  and  at  buyers'  prices,  and 
the  certainty  that  young  stock  were 
well  **  done  ''before  they  were  draughted 
into  the  Cavalry  and  Artillery  Services. 
Modem  warfare  had  added  very  mudi 
to  the  duties  of  Cavalry,  requiring  mo- 
bility, and  bringing  out  the  value  of 
bone  and  blood.  In  these  days  Cavalry 
had  to  push  many  miles  ahead  as  the 
screen  of  an  advancing  Army,  and  a 
Cavalry  horse  could  hardly  be  too  good 
an  animal.  As  for  the  advantages  to  the 
breeder  of  Government  purchase  of  two- 
year-olds,  he  would  have  a  quick  return 
and  a  more  or  less  guaranteed  demand. 
Provided  the  animal  was  good  enough,  he 
would  be  able  to  dispose  of  stock  quick, 
and  so  make  room  for  what  was  coming 
on.  Moreover,  the  plan  would  encourage 
breeding  by  small  farmers,  whose  places 
were  not  adapted  for  keeping  horses  on 
after  three  years  of  age,  for  after  that 
age  a  high-couraged  colt  might  be  said 
to  be  always  in  mischief.  Of  course, 
there  was  the  questionof  expense  of  start- 
ing, and  of  the  rent  of  maturing  farms, 
which  wotdd  have  to  be  leased.  There 
was  also  the  question  of  altering  the  pre- 
sent remount  system,  for  there  would 
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lave  to  be  substituted  a  Goyernment 
purchaser,  who  would  advertise  his 
visits  in  districts  where  he  felt  certain 
of  finding  good  two-year- old  stock.  But 
the  question  of  expense  was  not  by  any 
means  formidable ;  and,  at  all  events, 
the  value  of  such  an  experiment  could 
hardly  be  over-stated.  The  War  Office 
was  aware  of  the  importance  of  the 
question  as  it  affected  their  Depart- 
ment. Gbvernment  buyers  had  gone  to 
Canada  with  instructions  to  bring  back 
samples  of  what  could  be  bought  in  that 
country.  There  were  also  rumours  of  a 
constructed  scheme  for  colonizing  horses 
—in  Jamaica,  of  all  ineligible  islands. 
He  trusted  that  no  Government  would 
devote  public  money  to  any  such  enter- 
prize  without  very  considerable  circum- 
spection .  In  Jamaica  we  should ,  indeed, 
be  walking  by  faith,  and  not  by  sight. 
But  this  was  no  question  for  the  War 


It  was  a  question  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  as  a  responsible 
Body — a  Body  responsible  to  the  people 
of  this  country,  because  in  this  country 
a  part  of  our  national  wealth  and  credit 
were  in  danger  of  perishing,  not  so  much 
by  mere  consumption  as  by  relaxing  en- 
terprize  at  home  and  increasing  enter- 
prize  abroad.  He  had  tried  to  lay  the 
case  before  the  House  unadorned ;  and 
he  yielded  alleglanoe  to  the  principle  of 
supply  and  demand,  which  he  recog- 
nized as  sovereign.  He  did  not  dispute 
that  the  whole  question  was  a  question 
of  Bupplv  and  demand ;  but  it  was  also 
a  struggle  betweenEngland's  private  and 
weakened  enterprize,  and  the  pertinacity 
and  purchasing  power  of  Foreign  Go- 
vernments. It  was  State  purchase,  not 
individual  purchase,  which  had  taken 
the  best  blood  out  of  this  country.  No 
doubt  the  principle  of  supply  and  de- 
mand must  neyer  be  lost  sight  of,  or 
offended  against ;  but  if  we  were  to  re- 
vive a  national  wealth-producing  indus- 
tiy,  which  was  hastening  to  decay,  we 
must  keep  our  best  blood  at  home,  and 
to  outbid  the  foreign  purchasing  power 
we  must  use  the  same  means*-pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence. 

Thb  UNDEE  SECRETAEY  of 
STATE  FOB  WAE  (Lord  Harris) 
said,  their  Lordships  must  feel  grate- 
ful to  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Bibblesdale)  for  initiating  a  discussion 
upon  a  subject  of  interest  to  idl  Ebig- 
lishmen,  and  one  of  undoubted  impoi^ 
ftnce  to  the  country  from  many  points 


of  view ;  but,  in  the  presence  of  so  many 
noble  Lords  who  had  made  the  breeding 
of  horses  thdir  amusement  and  their 
business,  he  (Lord  Harris)  feared  he 
should  not  be  able  to  enter  into  the 
economical  questions  raised  by  the  noble 
Lord.  He,  therefore,  rose  for  the  pur- 
pose of  dealing  shortly  with  that  part  of 
the  question  which  had  reference  to  the 
supply  of  horses  for  military  purposes. 
He  understood,  so  far  as  he  could  make 
out,  that  the  suggestion  made  was, 
that  the  Military  Authorities,  instead 
of  buying  remounts  of  four  years 
and  three  and  a-half  years  old,  should 
purchase  two-year-olds.  Their  Lord- 
ships must  not  run  away  with  the 
idea  that  the  figures  quoted  in  the  first 
part  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech  as  to  the 
number  of  horses  that  might  be  required 
in  the  localization  of  two  Army  Corps 
accurately  indicated  the  number  that 
would  be  required  by  the  Government 
for  the  ordinary  supply  of  the  Army,  for 
the  number  required  annually  would  be 
far  less.  The  demand  for  two-year- 
olds  would  be  only  for  the  number 
required  for  remounts;  and  that  de- 
mand would  be  only  slightly  in  excess  of 
the  demand  for  horses  which  existed  now. 
The  noble  Lord  said  that  there  was  a 
slow  demand  for  two-year-olds,  and  that 
for  four-year-olds  we  came  into  com- 
petition with  foreign  Governments,  and 
they,  being  more  liberal,  got  the  better 
horses.  He  (Lord  Harris)  quite  under- 
stood the  suggestion  that  if  we  bought 
two-year-olds  we  should  be  likely  to 
get  better  horses;  but,  unless  con- 
vincing arguments  were  adduced,  he 
could  not  accept  the  idea  to  buy  two- 
year-olds  and  keep  them  for  two  years 
would  be  as  economical  as  the  present 
plan  of  buying  four-year-olds.  It  was 
evident  that,  in  keeping  the  horses  for 
the  two  years,  the  Government  would 
run  the  risk,  which  was  run  by  every 
breeder,  of  the  care  and  maturing  of  the 
horses  up  to  an  age  at  which  they  were 
now  purchased;  and  he  thought  the 
result  would  be  that  when  a  horse  came 
into  a  regiment  he  would  be  a  more  ex- 
pensive animal  than  he  was  at  present. 
He  would  not  object  to  that  in  the 
least  if  we  got  a  better  horse  for  the 
money.  Of  course,  more  would  have 
to  be  heard  about  the  details  of  the 
scheme,  and  he  did  not  understand  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  gone  deeply  into 
them.    He  would  only  reply  in  gene- 
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ral  that  the  QoTemment,  so  far  as 
tho  supply  of  horses  for -military  pur- 
poses was  concerned,  had  an  open 
mind  on  the  question,  and  that  they 
recognized  that  it  would  be  far  more 
advantageous  for  military  nurposes  to 
be  able  to  rely  upon  a  supply  of  horses 
in  this  country,  upon  which  they  could 
at  any  time  lay  their  hands,  than  to 
have  to  go  out  of  the  country  for  them. 
While  the  Goyemment  had  an  open 
mind  on  this  question,  they,  were  per- 
fectly prepared  to  have  any  scheme  that 
was  carefully  thought  out  submitted  to 
them,  and  they  would  give  it  every  oare 
and  consideration.  Alluding  to  the  eco- 
nomic part  of  the  question,  it  miist  come 
to  this — that  they  must  give  an  enhanced 
price  for  horses,  because  there  was  un- 
doubtedly, at  that  moment,  yety  much 
better  encouragement  given  by  foreign 
countries  for  horses  for  military  pur- 
poses than  was  given  by  the  English 
Government.  He  had  just  had  a  con- 
yersation  with  a  gentleman  who  had 
spent  much  of  his  time  in  France,  and 
who  was  largely  interested  in  horse 
breeding  in  that  country,  together  with 
the  supply  of  mules  all  over  the  world; 
and  he  had  told  him  (Lord  Harris)  that, 
as  a  general  rule,  in  the  cavalry  stables 
there— and  he  had  taken  every  oppor- 
tunity possible  of  visiting  them— the 
price  the  horse  cost  was  marked  up  over 
the  stall,  together  with  the  name  of  the 
place  where  it  came  from.  In  four- fifths 
of  the  stables  he  had  visited,  as  a  gene- 
ral rule,  this  gentleman  went  so  far  as 
to  say  that  he  found  that  the  prices  had 
averaged  1,500  francs  or  £60;  while 
a  very  large  proportion  of  the  horses 
came  from  England.  For  the  class  of 
horses  we  wanted  for  military  purposes 
the  French  Government  were  thus,  it 
seemed,  prepared  to  give  20  per  cent 
more  than  we  were.  If  they  were  to 
compete  with  the  French  Government  in 
that  particular  direction,  they  must  raise 
their  price  £20  a-horse,  and  that  was 
an  economic  question  with  which  he  was 
not  able  to  deal.  Another  direction  in 
which,  without  incurring  any  great  ex- 
pense, the  breeding  of  horses  miffht  be 
encouraged,  was  through  the  medium  of 
that  much  decried  but  admirable  and 
useful  body,  the  Yeomanry.  At  the  pre- 
sent time,  as  he  understood  the  matter, 
what  the  farmers  required  was  a  market 
for  horses  for  military  purposes ;  and  if 
they  could  depend  upon  a  Government 
Lord  Earns 


official  or  Cavalry  officer  attending  ea^ 
Yeomanry  training  place  once  a-year, 
ready  to  purchase  suitable  animals  on 
the  spot,  he  believed  that,  in  the  course 
of  a  few  years,  a  good  supply  would  by 
this  means  be  forthcoming.  Aiall  events^ 
that  would  be  a  very  inexpeasiye  mode 
of  proceeding,  and  would  be  attended 
with  good  results.  The  question  wonld 
probably  be  brought  under  the  Dotice  of 
the  illustrious  Duke  (the  Duk«  of  Cam* 
bridge) ;  and  if  what  he  had  suggested 
could  be  carried  out,  and  the  effeot  was 
to  produce  the  kind  of  horses  whidi 
were  wanted,  he  believed  that  their  ob- 
ject would  be  attained  eoonomicaUy  and 
beneficially  to  all  parties.  In  ooBoliisi<»t 
he  would  only  repeat  that  the  War 
Office  Authorities  were  perfectly  pre- 
pared to  receive  any  scheme  whidi  the 
noble  Lord,  or  anyone  else,  might  sub- 
mit to  them;  and  he  could  assure  their 
Lordships  that  it  would  reeeive  the  ut- 
most consideration. 

The  field  MARSHAL  COM- 
MANDING  iw  CHIEF  (The  Duke  <rf 
Cahbbidqe)  :  My  Lords,  I  think  it  is  a 
great  advantage  to  the  Service  that  ^e 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Bibblesdale)  has 
brought  forward  this  subject  to-night 
As  to  the  difficulties  we  have  to  contend 
with  in  obtaining  horses,  they  are  veiy 
great— indeed;  much  greater  than  they 
used  to  be ;  and  I  suppose  we  must,  to 
a  certain  extent,  attnbute  them  to  the 
farmer  not  being  in  a  poution  to  breed 
so  many  horses  as  formeriy.  In  timefl 
past,  no  doubt,  there  were  greater  fadli- 
ties ;  but  now  we  find  great  difficulties, 
added  to  which  we  have  to  contend  widi 
foreign  competition,  which  doubtless  his 
as  much  to  do  with  it  as  anything  else. 
What  has  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  is 
quite  true.  The  foreign^  gives  a  Uixgv 
and  a  better  price  than  we  do,  and  horses 
command  a  larger  price  in  foreign  coon- 
tries;  and  therefore  horses  go,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  course,  where  a  better  price  ii 
given.  To  deal,  howeyer,  with  that  ques- 
tion is  a  matter  which  no  QovammeBit 
would  willingly  adopt,  and  which  re- 
quires great  consideration;  for  it  yoa 
raise  the  price  you  will  not  be  able  to 
lower  it  again,  and  any  Gtovemment  wiU 
dislike  that.  There  is  great  force  in  what 
has  been  said  about  two  and  three  year- 
olds,  and  I  have  idways  beea  of  opinioi 
that  we  can  get  much  better  animals  at 
from  two  to  three  years  old  than  at  four 
years  old.    We  buy,  and  are  obliged  to 
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purchase  horses  at  three  years  old, 
which  stand  on  our  Estimates  as  ser- 
viceable troopers.  The  result  is  that 
we  have  a  large  number  of  animals 
in  the  Service  which  are  not  reliable 
horses.  During  the  time  I  have  been 
at  the  head  of  the  Army  we  have  endea- 
Toured  to  get  four  or  five-year- old  ani- 
mals ;  but  the  difficulty  has  been  very 
great,  and,  what  is  worse,  we  have  got 
an  inferior  class  of  horse.  If  you 
go  into  the  markets  you  would  get  a 
better  threeyear-old  than  a  four  or  five- 
year-old.  It  is  the  interregnum  between 
the  ages  that  you  want  to  get  over; 
and  I  think  there  is  great  force  in  the 
arguments  of  the  noble  Lord  in  favour  of 
buyiog  two  or  three-year-olds.  I  think, 
economically,  it  would  be  better  if  you 
bought  two  or  three-year-olds,  and  had 
large  tracts  of  grass  land  where  you 
could  turn  these  horses  out  until  they 
were  ready  for  use — ^that  is,  until  they 
were  four  years  old.  I  believe  that  is  the 
system  adopted  in  the  Austrian  Service 
and  elsewhere.  These  horses  are  not 
bred  by  the  Oovemment,  but  are  reared 
by  them.  It  would  be  most  undesirable 
to  have  a  breeding  establishment ;  but 
I  do  think  it  desii*able  that  you  should 
keep  horses  from  two  to  two  and  a-half 
years  old  until  they  are  fit  to  be  put  into 
the  ranks.  By  this  means  you  would 
get  a  better  class  of  horse,  while  the 
number  of  horses  for  breeding  purposes 
would  increase.  We  got  some  very  good 
horses  from  Hungary;  some  went  out 
to  South  Africa  and  some  to  Egypt ;  but, 
at  this  moment,  every  country  has 
stopped  the  exportation  of  horses,  al- 
though we  are  not  at  war;  and,  therefore, 
to  rely  upon  foreign  countries  is  relying 
upon  a  broken  reed.  The  more  you  can 
encourage  the  breeding  of  horses  in  this 
country  the  better ;  but  it  is  a  good  thing 
to  keep  the  price  down  if  you  can.  When 
an  emergency  occurs  we  shall  have  to 
give  a  high  price  for  very  inferior  ani- 
mals, and  we  shall  not  be  able  to  find 
them  except  under  compulsion,  which  is 
a  system  which  will  be  most  inconvenient 
and  most  undesirable.  If  we  cannot  buy 
the  horbos  in  this  country  we  must  look 
somewhere  else,  and  it  will  be  much 
better  to  look  to  our  own  Colonies  than 
to  foreign  countries.  Canada  in  this  re- 
spect may  be  of  some  use ;  but  Canada  is 
a  long  way  o£P.  We  bought  some  ranche 
horses  this  year;  but  we  cannot  rely 
upon  the  supply  when  we  want  them ; 

VOL.  CCOXI.    [third  sebies.] 


and  in  any  sudden  mobilization  there 
will  be  other  difficulties,  because  for  field 
service  we  shall  want  seasoned  animals. 
It  is  most  essential,  therefore,  for  all  pur- 
poses that  the  breed  of  horses  should 
be  encouraged,  for  English  horses  are 
the  best  in  the  world,  and  more  en- 
couragement to  the  farmer  would  be 
beneficial  not  only  from  a  military  point 
of  view,  but  for  the  general  public.  In 
case  of  mobilization  there  would  be  an 
immense  difficulty,  and  I  ae;ree  with  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Harris)  that  the  Yeo- 
manry should  be  in  some  way  utilized,  if 
possible,  although  I  do  not  quite  see  my 
way  to  that.  I  have  found  that  Yeomanr^ 
horses  are  either  too  valuable,  or  not 
sufficiently  well-bred  to  be  of  use  for  the 
Public  Service;  but  if  such  a  system 
could  be  of  the  slightest  use  to  encourage 
the  Yeomanry,  who,  moreover,  require 
encouragement,  as  it  is  a  most  useful 
Force,  and  a  Force  which,  I  believe, 
would  be  very  efficient  on  an  emergency 
— ^I  certainly  should  favour  it.  But  I 
should  like  to  see  some  definite  pro- 
posals put  forward,  as  it  is  very  difficult 
to  see  now  some  of  the  very  valuable 
statistics  and  suggestions  put  forward 
boar  upon  the  subject.  I  believe  that 
this  useful  and  interesting  discussion 
may  produce  among  those  who  take  an 
interest  in  the  matter,  either  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  or  private  individuals, 
some  scheme  which  may  be  carefully 
considered;  and  as  far  as  the  Military 
Authorities  are  concerned,  I  hope  it  will 
produce  some  very  yaluable  results. 

LoBD  WENLOCK  said  they  heard  a 
great  deal  about  Canada  and  elsewhere ; 
but  he  thought  that  every  encourage- 
ment should  DO  extended  to  the  farmer 
in  this  matter,  and  he  complained  that 
in  his  own  county  of  Yorkshire,  they 
never  heard  of  the  Government  con- 
tractors inquiring  for  horses,  although 
he  believed  that  large  numbers  of  useful 
horses  might  be  purchased  at  the 
Goveroment  prices.  He  should  like  to 
see  the  system  under  which  horses  were 
supplied  for  the  Government  altered.  A 
great  number  of  Cavalry  and  Artillery 
officers  were  now  retired  from  active  8er- 
vice  at  a  comparatively  early  age,  and 
if  some  of  them  were  established  in 
different  parts  of  the  country,  they  might 
make  it  known  to  the  farmers  of  the 
various  districts  that  the  Government 
would  buy  horses  directly  from  them. 
In  that  way,  the  Government  would  get 
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the  horses  it  required  and  the  farmers 
would  be  benefited,  because,  at  present 
the  great  blot  was  that  horses  were  pur- 
chased  through  contractors  who  desired 
to  make  some  £10  per  head  profit,  and 
in  that  way  they  made  a  great  deal  of 
money  which  might  be  given  to  the  pro- 
ducer of  the  raw  material,  the  farmer, 
who  was  annually  losing  a  large  sum 
which  would  go  a  great  way  towards 
encouraging    the    breeding    of  horses. 
In  that  connection  those  agents  always 
offered  much  less  than  the  Government 
limit,    and    therefore    often   failed   to 
secure  the  best  horses  as  against  the 
foreigners.     He  regretted  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Harris)  had  made  reference 
to  the  ridiculous  sum  voted  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  turf;  because  it  was  absurd 
to  suppose  that  the  turf  required  such 
small  assistance  in  the  way  of  Queen's 
Plates.    He  made  an  exception  in  the 
case  of  Lreland,  where  the  turf  was  in  a 
very  low  state,  and  where  the  Plates 
might  be  of  some  use ;  but  in  this  country 
Queen's  Plates  wdre  unnecessary.    With, 
respect  to  the  exportation  of  mares,  he 
thought  it  should  be  entirely  prohibited. 
The  foreign  market  was  entirely  closed 
against  our  buying ;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  foreigners  were  busy. buying  as 
many  mares  in  this  country  as  possible. 
It  might  appear  to  be  a  shame  that  our 
farmer  should  not  be  allowed  to  export 
his  animals :  but  it  should  be  remembered 
that  to  sell  them  to  the  foreigner  was 
like   killing  the  goose  that   laid    the 
golden  egg;  for  it  was  a  short-sighted 
policy  to  get  rid  of  the  mares  on  which 
they  must  rely  for  the   production  of 
horses.    With  regard  to  obtaining  sound 
stallions,  he  thought  it  would  be  of 
advantage  if  it  were  made  impossible  to 
recover  by  law  any  fees  for  the  use  of  a 
stallion  which  had  not  a  proper  certificate 
for  the  year.    In  conclusion,  he  was  very 

grateful  to  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
ibblesdale)  for  the  manner  in  which 
he  had  brought  forward  that  important 
question. 

LoBD  BIBBLESPALE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  suggested  the  scheme  for  two- 
year-olds  as  a  kind  of  guarantee  for  the 
English  breeder.  He  could  not  help 
saying  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  not 
touched  some  of  the  important  points 
to  which  he  had  adverted.  It  was 
not,  however,  his  (Lord  Eibblesdale's) 
intention  to  allow  the  matter  to  drop. 
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After  Easter  he  would  bring  for- 
ward, as  the  illustrious  Duke  had  sug- 
gested, a  detailed  and  constractiYe 
scheme  on  the  question.  He  could 
assure  noble  Lords  it  would  not  be 
evolved  from  his  own  oonaeioosneas,  for 
he  had  been  in  eommttaioatioii  wi^  all 
those  who  knew  most  about  tba  eulfjeet 
and  were  most  interested  in  it,  and  be 
had  taken  the  best  advioe. 

LoBD  HAEBI8  said,  he  was  unable, 
as  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  War 
Department,  to  say  more  than  he  had 
already  said.  Some  of  the  pointa  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Bibolesdale} 
had  referred,  and  especially  tliat  re- 
specting the  Queen's  Plates,  was  a  ques- 
tion which  more  concerned  either  the 
Master  of  the  Horse  or  the  Chancelkxr 
of  the  Exchequer.  At  any  rate,  the  War 
Office  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o*clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Moniay,  lih  Mareh,  1887. 


MINUTES.]  —  SsLtcT  CosoaTTBB  —  Toiwrn 
Holdioes,  Mr.  Oerald  Balfour*  Mr.  Thomas 
Ems,  Mr.  Heath,  Mr.  KnowlaB,  and  He 
James  Rowlands  added, 

SuFPLT — $on$id$r0d  in  Oi>mmitU$ — Citil  8nr 

TICB8  (SUPPLBMKNTAIIT  ESTIMATBS,   1S86-7); 

Class  IY. — Educatiok,  Sgibncb,  axs  Akt, 
Votes  2  and  13;  Class  Y.^ — Fotaaas  asd 
Colonial  filfeRVioxs,  Votes  1,  8,  and  5 ; 
Class  VI. — ^Noh-Effxctiyb  axtd  Qkabitaulb 
Sebyicbs,  Votes  1  and  4;  Clam  VII.— 
MiscBLLANBOus ;  Rbybnub  Dbpabxmbktb, 
Votes  ni.  and  V. 

FuRLio  'BiLLB^ltttolution  in  CommfM#»— Coonij 
Courts  [EzpensasJ. 

Ordered^  FirU  g^fljJMy— P^ri^TOflttfary  Elec- 
tions (Seamen's  Vote)  •  [190], 

80eond  Xsading  —  Licensed  Premiaes  (KarlMr 
Closing)  (Scotland)  •  [153],  debate  a^^ourmed. 

Select  Committeee^FoyneB  Harbour*  [169]; 
Admiral  Mayne,  ^.  Smith  -  Barry,  Mr. 
Schwann,  and  Mr.  Matthew  Kenny  added; 
Hyde  Park  Comer  (New  Streets) •  [\U]; 
Mr.  Heniy  H.  Foirier  and  Hr.  Band 
Plnnket  added. 

(7«»mt<<w—J?i5por<—Firtt  Offenders •    [IW- 

189J. 
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PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


CLYDB  NAVIGATION  BILL  [/^rf*]. 
OOITBIDWAIIOV. 

Oidev  lor  Consideration  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  Con- 
Bideration."— (Sir  Oharha  Ihratfr.) 

CoLOKEL  MALCOLM  (Argyllshire)  :  I 
beg  to  znoYO  that  the  Bill  be  considered 
on  this  day  six  months. 

Sib  OHAELES  POESTEE  (Walsall) : 
As  the  Bill  is  opposed,  it  will  be  neoes- 
sary  to  adopt  the  usual  course  in  refer- 
ence to  opposed  Fri?ate  Bills,  and  to 
appoint  a  day  for  the  Consideration.  Z 
would  suggest  that  it  may  be  conyenient 
to  take  it  to-morrow. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
Q  JIESTIOirS. 

0 

POOR  LAW  ELECTIONS  (IRELAND)— 
RETURNINa  OFFICERS,  COOKHILL 
UNION. 

Mb.  BIG(JAE  (Cavau,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Seoretaiy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  a  letter  addressed  to  the 
Local  Goyemment  Board,  signed  by  Mr. 
Patrick  Connolly,  P.L.G.,  on  behalf  of 
hinuelf  and  other  Guardians  of  Cookhill 
ITiiion,  asking  the  Local  Goyemment 
Board toprohibit Robert  Graham,  late 
clerk  of  Xfnion,  from  acting  asBeturning 
Officer  at  coming  Poor  Law  elections, 
but  expressing  their  willingness  to  ao* 
cept  John  Graham,  present  clerk,  as 
Betuming  Officer  if  the  yoting  papers 
were  kept  out  of  the  custody  of  botii 
Orahams  from  the  time  of  their  collec- 
tion till  the  scrutiny  commences;  and, 
whether  the  Local  Goyemment  Board  is 
prepared  to  act  on  foregoing  sugges- 
tions? 

Thb  ATTOENET  general  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  TTni- 
versity)  (who  replied)  said :  Mr.  Eobert 
&raham>  the  person  objected  to,  will  not 
be  appointed  Eetuming  Officer.  The 
present  clerks  Mr.  John  Graham,  is  the 
Betuming  Officer,  and  will  act  as  such. 
Mie  General  Orders  provide  that  the 
VotingPapers  must  remainin  his  custody 
until  the  return  of  the  election  is  made, 
and  this  rule  cannot  be  deviated  from. 


He  will  be  held  responsible  for  the  con" 
duct  of  the  seyeral  proceedings  connected 
with  the  election,  and  the  Guardians 
haye  been  so  informed,  in  reply  to  their 
letter  mentioned  in  the  Question. 

IRISH  LAND  COmri8SI0N-THB  LAND 
COURT-PAIR  RENTS. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Lfeland,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  John  J.  Hickey,  of  Lisnaboe, 
Cullin,  MiUstreet,  County  Cork,  who  in 
the  month  of  December  last  had  an 
originating  notice  seryed  on  his  land- 
lord, Mr.  French,  to  haye  a  fair  rent 
fixed  by  the  Land  Court ;  whether,  not- 
withstanding that  the  application  was 
made  two  months  before  the  necessary 
time,  his  name  has  not  been  placed  on 
the  list  for  hearing  by  the  Court ;  whe- 
ther any  pressure  of  business  in  the 
Court  has  preyented  his  name  being  en- 
tered for  hearing ;  and,  whether  a  num- 
ber of  other  cases  in  the  Kanturk  and 
Macroom  Unions  haye  been  similarly 
shelyed ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  cau 
the  attention  of  the  Land  Commission  to 
the  matter  ? 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
yersity) :  The  Land  Commissionersreport 
that  the  facts  are  substantially  as  stated, 
and  the  reason  of  the  delay  is  that  sug- 
gested by  the  third  paragraph  of  the 
Question — namely,  pressure  of  business. 
The  Commissioners  were  unable  to  list 
for  hearing  on  this  Circuit  any  applica- 
tion receiyed  after  the  22nd  of  Noyem- 
ber.  There  are  200  cases  from  County 
Cork  thus  unlisted. 

Dn.  TANNER  asked,  whether  it  was 
a  fact  that,  practically  speaking,  there 
was  no  such  pressure  of  business  ?  He 
inserted  a  clause  in  the  Question,  which 
had  been  struck  out  at  the  Table,  asking 
whether  all  the  cases  had  not  been 
finished  nearly  a  month  ago  ? 

Mb.  holmes  :  It  is  impossible,  at 
the  next  sitting,  for  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners to  dispose  of  more  cases  than  are 
already  listed. 

Db.  tanner  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  giye  us  the 
assurance  that  the  cases  will  be  taken 
as  soon  as  possible  ? 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  cannot  be  respon- 
sible for  the  Land  Conmiissioners ;  but 
I  am  sure  they  will  do  their  duty  in  this 
matter.  ^r^n]o 
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EDUCATION— LOCAL    COLLEGES    IK 
ENGLAND  AND  WALES. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  fix- 
chequer,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  letter  of  the  Master  of 
Balliol,  which  appears  in  The  Timet  of 
the  3rd  instant,  urging  the  need  of  State 
assistance  to  Local  Colleges  in  England 
and  Wales;  and,  whether,  having  re- 
gard to  the  importance  of,  and  urgent 
need  for,  higher  technical  and  commer- 
cial  education,  as  set  forth  in  the  Be- 
ports  of  the  Boyal  Commission  on  Tech- 
nical Education  and  Depression  of  Trade; 
Her  Majesty's  Qoyemment  will  intro- 
duce, or  facilitate  the  passing  of,  a  mea- 
sure authorizing  Local  Authorities  to 
contribute  towards  the  establishment 
'and  m£untenance  of  Schools  and  Col- 
leges adapted  to  the  wants  of  their 
several  localities,  and  will  recommend 
to  Parliament  annual  grants  in  aid  of 
the  same  ? 

TheCHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  his 
attention  had  been  called  to  the  letter 
addressed  to  The  Times  by  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  to  whom  his  right 
hon.  Friend  alluded,  and  who  urged 
immediate  State  assistance  to  Local 
Colleges  in  England  and  Wales.  He 
entirely  agreed  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend  as  to  the  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  he  might  say  that  no  one  took 
a  deeper  interest  in  it  than  he  did  him- 
self; but  he  must  frankly  state  that,  at 
the  present  moment,  he  was  not  in  a 
position  to  introduce,  or  facilitate,  the 
passing  of  a  measure  empowering  Local 
Authorities  to  contribute  towards  the 
establishment  and  maintenance  of 
Schools  and  Colleges  adapted  to  the 
wants  of  their  several  localities.  Nor  was 
he  in  a  position  to  recommend  to  Parlia- 
ment annued  grants  in  aid  of  the  same. 
The  question  involved  two  points — one 
of  local  contributions,  and  the  other  of 
State  grants.  It  was  quite  an  open 
question  whether  Loccd  Authorities 
ahould  not  be  empowered  to  assist  Col- 
leges of  this  nature ;  but  the  question 
of  State  grants  was  a  very  large  one. 
The  attention  of  the  Government  was 
directed  to  it ;  but  it  was  full  of  diffi- 
culty, looking  to  the  immense  expendi- 
ture which  might  be  involved. 


LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  (IRELAND) 
ACT— ENNI8  UNION. 

Mb.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  was  correctly  informed 
when  he  stated  that  the  Ennis  Board  of 
Guardians  had  not  lodged  the  neceEsary 
documents  with  the  Local  Gt>vernment 
Board  to  authorize  that  Body  to  send 
down  their  Inspector  to  Ennis  XTiiion  to 
hold  an  inquiry  under  the  Labourers' 
Cottages  Act;  whether,  on  inquiry,  it 
has  since  transpired  that  the  documents 
had  been  lodged  since  November  last, 
but  were  *'  pigeon-holed  "  in  the  Local 
Government  Board  Offices ;  and,  if  the 
labourers  in  this  Union  will  suffer  for 
the  negligence  or  dereliction  of  duty  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  officials  by 
being  deprived  of  the  cottages  and  plots 
this  spring  ? 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublm  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said :  There  has 
been  no  such  negligence  or  dereliction 
of  duty  as  is  suggested.  The  last  of  the 
necessary  documents  was  not  received 
by  the  Local  Government  Board  until 
the  2nd  of  this  month.  The  documents 
which  were  in  the  Office  in  November 
related  to  schemes  previously  inquired 
into,  and  though  they,  could  be  utilized 
in  connection  with  the  present  aeheme 
they  were  not  sufficient ;  and,  as  already 
stated,  the  necessary  documents  were 
not  received  until  long  afterwards. 

PRISONS    BOARD    (IRELAND)  —  RICH- 
MOND BRIDEWELL,  DUBLIN. 

Me.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.J  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lion- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  an  article  in  2%sF^' 
man*  8  Journal  of  the  24th  February,  188}, 
with  reference  to  the  contemplated  sup- 
pression by  the  Government  of  BicL- 
mond  Bridewell,  Dublin ;  whether  the 
Prisons  Board  recommended  the  aboli* 
tion  of  this  prison ;  and,  if  so,  on  what 
grounds;  would  the  result  of  the  change 
be  an  increase  to  the  rates  of  the  Ci^ 
of  Dublin ;  and,  if  so,  to  wliat  extent; 
whether  the  present  Board  should  oon- 
sist,  according  to  law,  of  four  persons: 
is  the  present  constitution  of  the  Booed 
limitea  to  two  persons — nanoely,  the 
Hon.  Charles  Burke  and  a  Mr.  0'£Msa; 
are  the  present  members  of  the  Board 
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paid  officials;  whether  the  Hon.  Charles 
Burke  was  reoommended  by  a  Commis- 
Bion  for  compulsory  retirement;  on  what 
grroundswas  the  recommendation  based; 
whether  the  Governor,  the  two  medical 
officers,  the  two  chaplains,  and  a  number 
of  minor  officials  of  Bichmond  Prison 
must  be  pensioned  under  the  contem- 
plated change  though  still  able  to  per- 
form their  duties ;  whether  the  pensions 
of  these  officials,  whose  present  salaries 
are  paid  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
must  be  P&id  out  of  the  rates  of  the 
City  of  Dublin;  and,  has  the  Hon. 
Charles  Burke  consulted  the  Corpora- 
tion of  the  City  of  Dublin  or  the  City 
Members,  or  any  of  them,  in  reference 
to  these  changes  ?  

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  TJni- 
versity)  (who  replied)  said :  The  atten- 
tion of  me  Goyemment  has  been  called 
to  the  newspaper  article  mentioned,  the 
writer  of  which  is  evidently  under  a  good 
deal  of  misapprehension  as  to  the  pen- 
sion charges  upon  local  rates  which  would 
be  involved  by  the  closing  of  Bichmond 
Prison,  and  as  to  sever^  other  points. 
As  already  stated,  the  closing  of  the 
prison  has  been  recommended  as  a  step 
in  the  consolidation  of  Dublin  prisons 
advised  by  the  Royal  Commission.  The 
matter  is  not  yet  decided  upon.  As  in 
aQ  such  cases,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
pension  those  officers  whose  services 
could  not  be  utilized  under  the  new 
arrangement.  Care  would  be  taken  to 
keep  these  charges  within  the  narrowest 
possible  limits ;  and  instead  of  amount- 
ing to  £1,000  a-year,  in  the  article  in 
question,  being  charged  on  local  rates, 
such  charge  wotdd  not  exceed  £400,  and 
probably  be  only  £200.  It  is  not  the 
case  that  the  entire  charge  would  fall  on 
local  rates.  It  has  not  been  usual  to 
oonsolt  Local  Authorities  on  these  sub- 
jects. The  present  constitution  of  the 
Board  is  two  paid  members,  with  a 
medical  adviser.  This  is  not  contrary  to 
the  statute,  which  fixes  a  maximum  not 
a  minimum  strength.  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  Royed  Commission  recommended 
the  compulsory  retirement  of  the  Chair- 
man ;  but  the  Report  is  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  H.  J.  GILL  (Limerick) :  In  case 
of  a  disagreement  between  the  two  Com- 
missioners,  who  would  act  as  umpire  ? 

Mr.  holmes  :  The  matter  would  be 
decided  by  the  Irish  Government. 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  whether,  before  tiiiB  prison  was 
done  away  with,  they  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  matter  in 
the  House  ? 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  cannot  answer  that 
Question.  I  will  undertake  that  nothing 
shcdl  be  done  till  the  Chief  Secretary 
takes  his  place.  Then,  of  course,  the 
Question  can  be  addressed  to  him,  and 
he  win  be  able  to  reply. 

Mr.  CONWAY :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  GFentleman  has  not  answered 
Questions  eight  and  nine. 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  do  not  think  the 
two  medical  officers  must  be  pensioned 
under  the  contemplated  change ;  and  so 
far  as  regards  the  pensions  of  the  oliiers, 
they  would  not  fall  entirely  upon  the 
local  rates.  As  I  have  already  said,  the 
Act  of  Parliament  provides  that  only  a 
comparatively  small  portion  should  fall 
upon  the  local  rates. 

FISHERIES  (IRELAND)-BOAT-SLIP  AT 
TANAD  POINT,  DONEGAL. 

Mb.  O'DOHEETY  (Donegal,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
Board  of  Works  in  Ireland  forwarded, 
on  8th  November  last,  to  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment, for  report  by  the  Inspectors 
of  Fisheries,  a  Memorial  from  certain 
fishermen  on  the  north  coast  of  Donegal 
to  have  a  boat-slip  made  near  Fanad 
Point ;  and,  whether  the  Eeport  thereon 
has  been  received ;  and,  if  not,  will  he 
use  his  influence  to  hasten  it  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity)  (who  replied)  said  :  No  Report 
has  been  made,  because  the  application 
was  not  received  until  all  the  money 
available  had  been  allocated  for  other 
purposes.  It  was,  therefore,  thought 
that  an  inquiry  and  Report  would  be  use- 
less. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
THE  RIOTS  AT  BELFAST— ACTION  OF 
THE  POLICE. 

Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  8.)  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  District  Inspector  Bigley, 
at  Lurgan,  on  the  Ist  instant,  ordered 
the  police  to  fire  down  Shankhill  Street, 
on  a  Catholic  crowd,  without  any  neces- 
sity at  the  time,  without  the  Riot  Act 
having  been  read^  and  without  magis* 

Digitized  by  Vn^VJ 


^le 


1587       Soyat  Commisiian  on        {COMMONS}      A^rieuUure  in  Tretand.        1388 


terial  authority,  thougli  a  maffistrate's 
residence  was  within  100  yards  of  the 
place ;  whether  a  young  married  woman, 
standing  at  her  own  door,  was  shot ;  and, 
if  so,  hj  what  authority ;  whether  Sub« 
Inspector  Bigley  is  the  same  officer  who 
refused  to  allow  the  police  last  June  to 
fire  when  Oranffemen  were  wrecking  the 
houses  of  Oathoucs,  when  a  large  amount 
of  property  was  destroyed ;  and,  if  the 
Ooremment  will  order  an  inquiry  into 
the  conduct  of  the  Constabulary  since  1st 
of  June  1886? 

Thb.  attorney  QENERAL  for 
ntELAND  (Mr.  Holmbs)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity)  (who  repHed)  said :  The  police 
in  Liurgan  on  the  occasion  in  quesUon 
were  ordered  to  fire  oa  a  riotous  mob, 
and  they  fired  four  shots.  This  order 
was  not  giyen  until  the  poJice  had  been 
themselTes  both  stoned  and  fired  on  by 
the  mob,  and  their  action  had  the  effe^ 
of  immediatelj  restoring  order.  No 
serious  injury,  as  far  as  it  can  be  ascer* 
tained,  was  caused  by  the  fire  of  the 
police ;  but  27  of  tiie  latter  were  struck 
and  wounded  with  stones,  some  badly. 
It  is  not  the  intention  of  the  OoTemment 
to  order  such  an  inquiry  as  is  sug- 
gested. 

Mb.  BLANE:  What  authority  had 
the  polioe  to  fire  ?  Was  the  Riot  Act 
read? 

Mb.  HOLMES:  No,  Sir;  the  Riot 
Act  was  not  read,  because  there  was  no 
magistrate  present ;  but  it  was  a  matter 
ol  urgent  necessity,  and  the  Constabu* 
lary  were  quite  within  their  rights  in 
firing. 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
answer  the  third  paragraph  in  the 
Question. 

Bin.  HOIiMES:  Sub-Inspector  Kglcnr 
was  Sub-Inspector  in  June  last  as  well 
as  at  the  present  time ;  and  as  far  as 
any  inquiry  has  been  made  wiUi  refer- 
ence to  last  June,  Sub-Inspector  Bigley 
Iras  found  to  haye  discharged  his  duty. 
I  need  hardly  remind  the  hon*  Qenile* 
man  that  the  present  Qovemment  was 
not  in  Office  until  two  months  after- 
wards. 

THE  ROYAL  CONSTABULARY  (IRE- 
LAND)—COUNTY  INSPECTOR  BROWN- 
RIG0. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid")  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  Uie  Lora  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  atten- 

Mr.JBlam 


tion  has  been  drawn  to  a  letter  written 
by  Dr.  Oharles  Ronayne,  one  of  the 
presiding  magistrates  who  oonvioted 
Oouniy  Inspector  Brownrigg  of  assault, 
to  The  (Urk  Exaw^iner  ot  the  19tb  in- 
stant, denying  the  statemettt  of  the  Chirf 
Secretary  for  Ireland  ihttt  the  Bepeh 
were  d  opinion  the  case  of  Qoon^In- 
Inspeotor  Brownrigg  shoald  neTec  beife 
been  brought  into  Oourf^  luid  alating 
that  Mr.  Kennedy,  the  oompUinan^ 
'<  adopted  the  righl  ooorse  <d  teeldsg 
redress  in  the  OonstitutioaaL  .wa^^;'' 
whether  Oounly  Inspector  Brownrigg 
admitted  drinking  whiskey  previous  to 
the  assault ;  and,  wh^w  be  wUl»  under 
these  circumstanoes,  cause  aa  inquiij  to 

be  made  into  the  case  7       

The  attorney  GENERAL  Joa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  TDabUn  Uni- 
versity)  (who  replied)  said:  Wihat  the 
Chief  Secretary  said  was,  that  IbenuigiS' 
trates,  in  imposing  a  fine  of  a  faitfaBig 
without  costs,  stated  that  ^  «ase  oight 
neyer  to  have  been  brought  into  Court 
This  is  so.  The  announcement  was  made 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Benohy.  aaid  Dc 
^nayne,  who  was  one  of  the  Jiistices 

Present,  expressed  no  dissent  As  te 
>r.  Ronayne's  letteir  referred  to,  it 
does  not  refer  to  the  Chief  Seoretaiy/s 
statement  at  alL  It  was  written  a  fort- 
night befinre  that  statement  was  made. 
Mr.  Brownrigg,  being  tiie  defendiifl^ 
was  not  examined,  and  could  not,  ths^vh 
fore,  hare  made  Uie  admission  all^<id 
in  the  Question.  Mr.  Brownrigg  is  an 
excellent  officer;  and  the  GoTemment 
consider  that  he  behaTod  most  profer^f 
on  tiie  occasion  which  gave  rise  to  thu 
charflre 

D&.  TANNER  said»  the  statement  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  was  mado  on  the 
17th,  and  the  letter  of  Dr.  BonayBS 
appeared  on  the  19th. 

ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  AGRICULTURE 
IN  IRELAND-EVICTIONS.   .  • 

Mb.  G'KELLY  (Bosoommon,  N.] 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Iiord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whet|ier  hs  w31 
consider  the  adrisability  of  withholdiag 
the  assistance  of  the  forces  of  the  Qrodm 
from  pending  evictions  until  ParUameot 
has  passed  a  law  carrying  into  efflbot  the 
recommendations  of  the  Kojal  Gommis* 
sion  on  Agriculture  in  Ireland  ? 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  wa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni* 
versity)  (who  replied)  said:   Th^  Go* 
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yemment  are  bound  to  afford  the  ascist- 
ance  of  the  Forces  of  the  Grown  to 
enable  the  Sheriff  to  execute  write  and 
decrees  of  a  Oourt  of  Law,  whether  of 
ejectment  or  otherwise ;  and  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Gbvemment  to  continiue 
to  give  that  protection. 

Mb.  (yKELLY :  In  view  of  that  in- 
tention, will  the  GK>Yemment  state  when 
they  will  bring  in  a  Bill  to  deal  with 
this  qneetion  in  aooordanoe  with  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Commission  ? 

Mb.  holmes  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
must  put  that  Question  to  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary when  he  takes  his  place. 

Mb.  CONYBBARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  asked  whether  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  police  to  protect  the  agent  in  de- 
mdiishmg  the  houses  of  tenants  ? 

[No  reply.] 

EVICTIONS  (IKELAND)-~LOHD  KING- 
STONTS  EOTATES,  00.  ROSOOMMOK. 
Mb.  CKELLT  (Eoscommon,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  can 
state  the  amount  of  money  expended  in 
carrying  out  evictions  last  year  on  the 
proper^  of  Lord  Kingston,  in  the  Kil- 
ronan  district  of  the  County  Boscommon; 
and,  also  the  amount  of  rent  due  by  the 

tenants  evicted  ?  

The  ATrOENET  GENERAL  fob 
IBBLAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
▼ersity)  (who  replied)  said :  On  four 
difiterent  occasions  throughout  the  year 
— namely,  February,  April,  July,  and 
Deoember^evictions  took  place  on  this 
estate.  On  each  occasion  it  was  neces- 
sary to  afford  the  protection  of  a  large 
force  to  the  Shenff.  The  cost  of  the 
poHce  is  estimated  at  about  £1,000.  I 
cannot  make  any  statement  as  to  the 
rent  due. 

NATIONAL  SCHOOLS  (IRELANDj-RE- 
MOVAL  OF  INSPECTORS. 
Mb.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  in  the 
months  of  August  and  September  a 
number  of  the  Inspectors  or  National 
Schofds,  Ireland;  were  moved  from  one 
district  to  another,  the  transfer  in  some 
cases  being  from  one  end  of  Ireland  to 
tiieoAer ;  whether  the  expenses  of  such 
transfers  are  usually  defrayed  by  the 
National  Board ;  and,  whether  it  is  a 
fanA  that  these  expenses  have  not  yet 
been  paid? 


TiiE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  HoLMEs)7Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied) :  The  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  report 
that  tile  facts  stated  are  substantially 
correct;  and  that  the  authorized  pay- 
ments will  be  made  upon  the  passing  of 
the  Supplementary  Estimate  now  before 
the  House. 

INDIA-COLLECTION    OP    REVENUE- 
MAGISTERIAL  POWERS. 

Me.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  the  Secretary  of  State 
will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the 
expediency  of  continuing  magisterial 
powers  to  Collectors  of  Beyenue  inlndia ; 
whether  complaints  hare  been  made  in 
the  Madras  Presidenoy  of  recent  years 
of  the  abuse  of  these  powers;  and, 
whether  Eevenue  defaulters  and  unwil- 
ling witnesses  are  summoned  to  distant 
Courts  and  camps  and  kept  in  waiting 
from  day  to  day  by  the  adjournment  of 
their  cases  ? 

Ths  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  Johk  Gk»8T)  (Chatham) : 
The  Secretary  of  State  sees  no  necessity 
for  causing  inquiry  to  b^made  into  the 
CKpedienoy  of  continuing  magisterial 
powers  to  Collectors  of  Beyenue  in  India ; 
nor  is  he  aware  that  complaints  have 
been  made  in  recent  years  in  the  Madras 
Presidenoy  of  the  abuse  of  these  powers, 
which  have  always  existed.  When  col- 
lectors and  magistrates  are  moving 
through  their  districts  in  the  performance 
of  their  duties,  witnesses  and  others  who 
have  business  to  transact  may  occasion- 
ally be  ]^ut  to  inconvenience.  That, 
however,  is  unavoidable,  and  every  effort 
is  made  to  lessen  it  as  much  as  possible. 

INDIA  (MADRAS)--MR.  H.  E.  SULLIVAN, 
COVENANTED  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

Mn.  P.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  before  lus  resigDation 
on  7th  December,  Mr.  H.  K  Sullivan, 
the  senior  Member  of  the  Madras  Cove- 
nanted Civil  Service,  and  senior  Coun- 
cillor of  the  Madras  Government,  was 
offered  an  opportunity  of  publicly  meet- 
ing the  very  serious  charges,  supported 
by  sworn  affidavits,  formally  preferred 
against  him  by  the  Chief  Magistrate  of 
the  Madura  district;  and,  whether  his 
case  was  mentioned  in  this  House  on 
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September  2,  as  then  being  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Secretary  of  State  ? 
The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
On  the  2nd  of  September  I  stated,  as 
the  fact  was,  that  Mr.  Sullivan's  case 
was  then  under  consideration.  Mr.  Sulli- 
Tan  had  ample  opportunities  of  meeting 
the  charges  brought  against  him,  and 
he  availed  hintself  of  those  opportunities 
prior  to  his  resignation. 

ADMIRALTY— DEVONPOET  DOCKYARD 
—THE  FIRE-BRIGADE  STAFF. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE" (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, Whether,  on  the  3rd  October 
last,  the  authorities  at  Devonport  or- 
dered the  fire-brigade  staff  of  the  Key- 
ham  and  Devonport  Yards  to  be  con- 
tinuously on  duty;  whether  they  hav« 
been  thus  on  extra  duty  for  five  months 
past ;  whetiier  tiiey  have  as  yet  failed 
to  get  any  remuneration  for  such  extra 
duty ;  whether  their  arrears  of  time,  as 
returned  by  the  Chief  of  Departments 
to  the  Cashier's  Office,  amounted  to  55 
days ;  whether  their  pay  is  still  running 
in  arrear ;  whether  the  Admiral  declines 
to  sign  the  pay-sheet  without  special 
Admiralty  sanction;  and,  whether  he 
will  inquire  into  the  whole  of  the 
circumstances  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Geobqe 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  It 
was  considered  desirable  by  the  Ad- 
miral Superintendent  to  keep  certain 
men  in  tne  Dockyard  after  workine 
hours  to  meet  fire  emergencies,  and 
the  men  so  retained  have  been  on  extra 
duty  for  the  last  five  months.  There  has 
been  a  delay  in  the  payment  of  this 
extra  duty  pay,  pending  a  settlement  of 
fire  arraDgements  which  would  be  com- 
mon to  all  the  Dockyards,  greater  delay 
than  was  anticipated  haying  occurred  in 
completing  the  system ;  but  the  payment 
of  the  money  due  will  soon  be  made. 
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NAVY     (MANUFACTURING     DEPART- 
MENTJ-NORDENFELT    GUNS. 

Me,  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  he  will 
state  on  whose  application,  recommenda- 
tion, and  responsibility  Nordenfelt  ma- 
chine-guns have  been  manufactured  for 
the  Naval  Department  in  considerable 
numbers  during  the  last  five  years,  in 
the  face  of  the  Report  of  the  Committee 

Mr.  P.  O'Brien 


of  May  1881,  which  recommended  Gard- 
ner guns  in  preference  ? 

Thb  FIR8T  LORD  (Lord  Obobot 
H^jf iltok)  (  Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
Nordenfelt  rifle-calibre  machine-gun  has 
been  introduced  into  the  Navy  during 
the  last  two  years  on  the  application, 
recommendation,  and  responsibility  of 
the  professional  offioers  of  the  Admiralty, 
as  being,  after  careful  trials,  a  superior 
weapon  to  the  Gardner  guns  of  the  same 
nature  recommended  in  the  fieport  of 
the  Gommittee  of  May,  1881. 

MERCHANT  SmPPmG  ACT— TRANS- 
FER OF  BRITISH  SHIPS  TO  FOREIGN 
OWNERS. 

Mr.  T.  SUTHERLAND  (Greenock) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  it  is  possible,  under  the 
general  powers  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
to  amend  the  practice  understood  to 
exist  at  present  of  allowing  the  transfer 
of  British  ships  to  foreign  owners  to 
take  place  simply  by  cancelling  the 
Reffister,  without  the  production  of  a 
bill  of  sale,  as  required  in  the  case  of 
transfers  to  British  owners ;  if  so,  whe- 
ther the  Board  of  Trade  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  amending  their  in- 
structions to  the  Registrar  of  Shipping 
in  this  respect  ? 

Ths  SECRETARY  (Baron  HmiBTDji 
Wobhs)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth):  The 
question  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentie- 
man  was  carefully  con^dered  in  1854  and 
1879,  and  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the 
Commissioners  of  Customs  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  notwithstanding  any 
difficulties  which  might  occasionally 
arise  through  not  examining  and  making 
clear  previous  title  before  transferring  a 
ship  nom  one  nationality  to  another,  yet 
the  inconvenience  to  trade  which  would 
result  from  an  alteration  of  praciiee 
would  be  such  as  not  to  render  it  deaur« 
able  to  make  any  alteration. 

THE  PARKS   (METROPOLIS)— BATTRR. 
SEA  PARE. 


Mb.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  he  has  received  any  offer  for 
tiie  purchase  of  the  ground-rent  of  any 
land  adjacent  to  Battersea  Park,  leased 
or  agreed  to  be  leased  for  building  pur- 
poses ;  whether  such  offer  has  beoi  ac- 
cepted or  rejected ;  and,  whether,  having 
regard  to  oection  11  of  the  Act  14  ^ 
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15  Vtet  c.  77,  he  considers  himself  at 
liberty  to  reject  an  ofifer  made  by  a  lease- 
holder to  purchase  at  a  fair  valuation  the 
Cund-rent  reserved  by  his  lease  of 
cl  let  to  him  for  building  purposes  ? 
The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Pltokbt)  (Dublin  University)  :  The 
practice  of  the  Office  of  Works  has 
hitherto  b^^en  to  inform  lessees  of  land 
adjoining  Battersea  Park,  who  have  de- 
sired to  purchase  their  ground -rents, 
that  we  have  power  to  sell,  but  that  we 
do  not  propose  to  do  so  as  yet,  probably 
not  until  building  operations  in  connec- 
tion with  the  estate  generally  have  been 
completed.  I  am  advised  that  we  have 
this  discretion  as  to  the  time  of  selling 
these  ^ound-rents,  subject  to  Treasury 
control;  and  that  our  practice  is  not 
contrary  to  the  section  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament  quoted  by  the  hon.  Member. 

THE   MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)  —  THE 
O'DONNELLAK  BLAKE  FORSTER,  J.P. 

OoumvL  SAUNDER80N  (Armagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
the  attention  of  the  Government  has 
been  called  to  a  statement  oontained  in 
Th$  Clare  and  LivMriehAdvertuery  of  12th 
February  1887,  to  the  effect  that,  The 
O'Donnellan  Blake  Forster,  J.P.,  pre- 
sided at  a  meeting  of  the  Irish  National 
League,  held  at  Xilfenora  on  Sunday, 
the  6th  February,  1887,  at  which  a 
'' Boycotting''  Besolution  was  unani- 
moualy  passed;  and,  whether,  should 
the  account  prove  accurate,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Lord  Ohanoellor  to  the 
matter? 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  pou 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said :  I  cannot 
tell  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  whether 
the  particular  statement  that  is  referred 
to  in  this  Question  has  been  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Lord  Chancellor; 
but  I  am  aware  that  either  that  or  other 
statements  to  a  similar  effect  have  been 
brought  imder  his  notice  and  inquired 
into,  and  the  result  had  been  that  the 
gendeman  mentioned  has  been  removed 
nom  the  Oommission  of  the  Peace. 

VACCINATION  ACTS— MR.  R.  KINO, 

EVINGTON. 
Mb.  PIOTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart* 


ment,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Robert  King, 
of  Mere  Road,  Evington,  who  in  Feb- 
ruary this  year  was  ordered,  under  a 
threat  of  distraint,  to  pay  a  fine  inflicted 
in  February  1886,  on  account  of  the  non- 
vaccination  of  an  infant  which  died  in 
May;  and,  whether,  under  the  excep- 
tional circumstances,  he  will  take  means 
to  relieve  the  bereaved  father  of  the 
penalty  inflicted  for  a  dead  child  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbws)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
received  no  application  for  the  remission 
of  the  fine  in  question ;  but  if  I  do,  the 
circumstances  will  be  most  carefully  con- 
sidered. 

LAW   AND  JU8TI0E    (IRELAND)— THE 
JURY    SYSTEM  —  CHALLENGES    IN 
CRIMINAL  CASES-"  QUEEN  v.  GART- 
tiAND  AND  M'KENNA." 
Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  If  he  can 
state  what  arrangements,  if  any,  have 
been  made  by  the  officers   of   police 
and  Mr.  Kilkelly,  Crown  Solicitor  for 
County  Armagh,  for  directing  Catholics 
to   "stand  by"    in, the    case    of  the 
*'  Queen  v,  Gartland  and  M*Kenna,''  at 
the  forthcoming  Assizes    at  Armagh; 
and,  if  such  arrangements  have  been 
made,   whether  they  have  been  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Judge  and  Privy  Council ; 
and,  if  so,  under  what  statutory  autho- 
rity? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  No  arrangements  of  any  kind 
have  been  made  as  to  directing  Catholic 
jurors  to  **stand  by"  at  the  forthcoming 
Assizes  in  Armagh,  or  any  other  place* 

POST  OFFICE-HEAD  POSTMASTER- 
SHIPS. 
Me.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  there  are  about  900  Head  Post 
Offices,  and  whether  the  appointments 
to  about  half  of  these  are  still  made 
through  political  patronage ;  whether  a 
Departmental  Committee,  composed  of 
officers  of  long  experience  and  high 
standing  in  the  Service,  called  attention 
in  their  Report,  a  few  months  ago,  to 
the  evils  arising  from  the  present  system 
of  filling  Postmasterships  through  poli- 
tical patronage,  and  strongly  urged  that 
this  method  of  appointment  should  be 
entirely  abolidied ;  and,  whether  he  will 
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ask  the  Treaaurj  to  adopt  this  recom- 
mendatioD,  and  thus  throw  upon  the 
TreuBUTj  the  responsibility  of  refusal  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr 
Raikbs)  (Oambridge  XTniversity) :  Th^w 
are  915  Head  Post  Offices,  and  of  these 
the  Treasury  at  present  nominate  to  355. 
The  Dq>artinental  Oommittoe  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers  madereoommen* 
dations  in  the  direction  indicated  by  the 
Question.  I  am,  however,  advised  not 
at  present  to  propose  such  an  alteration 
to  the  Treasury.  I  do  not  differ  from 
the  Committee  as  to  the  desirability,  if 
practicable,  of  eliminating  the  political 
element  £rom  these  appointments;  but 
there  are  very  great  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  organizing  a  system  of  appoint* 
ments  of  the  smaller  description  without 
consideration  of  local  circumstances.  I 
hope,  however,  as  soon  as  I  hare  been 
able  to  arrive  at  any  positive  oonclusions 
on  the  subject,  to  cUscuss  them  with  the 
Treasury. 

TEADB  AND  MANUFACTURE-FRENCH 
PROHIBITION  OF  ENGLISH  LEATHER. 

Mb.  LAEONE  (Southwark,  Bermond- 
sey)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreiffn  Affairs,  Whether  it  is  a  faet 
that  the  French  Oovemment  have,  within 
the  last  few  days,  determined  that  no 
more  English  leather  shdl  be  used  in 
the  maniifaotiure  of  their  Army  aoeoutre- 
ments  as  h^petofore,  and  have  also  deter- 
mined to  compensate  their  contractors 
by  an  extra  payment  to  cover  the  ad- 
vanced price  they  will  have  to  pay  from 
being  obliged  to  use  only  French  tanned 
leather;  and,  whetiiier  the  French  Go- 
vernment also  propose  to  introduce  fur- 
ther taxation  on  all  British  leather  with 
the  object  of  preventing  its  importation; 
and,  if  so^as  such  action  has  entailed 
and  will  bring  a  ftirther  heavy  loss  upon 
the  tanning  trade  of  this  country— 4he 
Government  will  be  prepared  to  con^der 
the  advisability  of  placing  sudi  taxes 
upon  the  large  importations  to  this 
country  of  French  tanned  leather  as 
^^'^Jf  ^7  preventing  its  import  and  so 
dosing  a  large  trade  to  France,  induce 
the  French  Government  to  re-consider 
their  action,  and  agree  to  a  mutual 
free  trade  in  leather  between  the  two 
countries  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Fbrgussok)  (Man- 
Chester,  N.E.):  The  tendency  of  the 
War  Department  in  France,  no  doubt, 

Mr.  PieherigUl 


is  to  insist  in  all  contracts  on  the  use  of 
French  as  against  all  foreign  leathers ; 
but  Her  Majesty's  Gh>vemm6nt  has  bo 
information  as  to  the  alleged  compeiMa- 
tion  to  fVench  contractors  to  cover  Ibe 
advanced  price  they  would  have  to  pay 
if  hereafter  obliged  to  use  only  French 
tanned  leather*  No  proposal  has  been 
made  with  regard  to  an  inorease  of 
ditties  on  Britwh  or  any  other  foreign 
leather.  The  dutiee  on  leather  imported 
into  France  are  fixed  by  Treaty  stipula- 
tions, of  which  Gbeat  Britain  enjoys  the 
advantages  as  long  as  the  law  of  Feb- 
ruary 27, 1882,  remains  in  foroe,  and  no 
change  is  believed  to  be  in  contempla- 
tion. There  is,  doubtless,  a  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  French  Government  and 
Le^slature  to  employ  and  encourage 
native  industries ;  but  for  Her  Majesty's 
Gbvemment  to  propose  to  retaliate  by 
placing  protective  duties  on  French 
manufactured  goods  would  be  opposed 
to  the  fiscal  policy  which  for  many  years 
has  been  adopted  in  this  country. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
^,  E.)  asked,  Whether  the  right  hon. 
Genldeman  would  ascertain  if  it  was  not 
a  fact  that  a  firm  whidi  had  supplied 
Her  Majesty's  Government  #itii  leather, 
some  of  wMc^  was  now  in  the  Saddlcvy 
Department  at  Woolwich,  had  had  its 
leather  rejected  by  the  Freadi  €k>vem- 
ment  on  account  of  its  bad  quality? 

Sin  JAMES  FEBaUSSON :  That  is 
a  Question  which  ought  to  be  addressed 
to  Ihe  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 

LITERATURE,  SCIENCE,  AND  ART— 
NATIONAL  SdENOE  COLMJOTIONS- 
THE  INTER-T>EPARTMBNTAL  COM- 
MITTEE. 

.  Sm  HBNBT  B0800E  (Manchester, 
S.)  asked  Mr.  Ohancellor  of  tiie  Exdie« 
quer,  What  steps  the  GK>vemm0nt  intend 
to  ti^e  to  carry  out  the  Beport  of  the 
Inter-Departmental  Committee  on  the 
National  Science  OoUections ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Government  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  Correspondence  between  the 
Treasury,  Office  of  Works,  and  Science 
and  Art  Department,  with  reference  to 
new  buildings  for  the  Science  Odleo- 
tions  and  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment, generally  since,  but  including,  tiie 
Treasury  Minute  appointing  the  Inter- 
Departmental  Committee  ?  

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXGHE- 
QITEB  (Mr.  Gosohw)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  TheGovccnmeolbas 
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no  present  intention  of  inourring  the 
expense  which  would  be  involved  in 
o«rrjing  out  the  Report  of  the  Inter- 
Departmental  Committee.  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  expense  wonld  amount 
to  about:  £220,000.  The  hon.  Member 
is,  no  doubti  aware  thai  the  Oommittee 
-were  not;  unanimous,  three  Members 
having  signed  the  Eeport,  and  one  hav- 
ing dissented  from  its  recommendations. 
The  Government  is  not  prepared  to  lay 
on  the  Table  theOorrespondence  between 
the  different  Departments ;  because  it  is 
considered  most  undesirable  that  Depart^ 
mefitashould  not  be  able  to  criticize  eadi 
other  in  the  freest  possible  way  without 
the  fear,  of  Fariiament  cheeking  their 
criticnsms.  It  would  be  most  undesir- 
able that  officers  in  the  Public  Service 
should  be  thinking  how  their  Beports 
will  be  treated  by  Parliament^  or  by 
Members  of  Parliament,  instead  of  how 
they  can  best  promote  tiie  effloienoy  of 
thim  Dep  artiaents* 

THE  HCHJSB  OF  COIMMONS-^FOGS. 
Sin  ALGERNON  BOBTHWIOK 
(Kensiiigton,  &)  asked  the.  First  Qouk* 
miasnoaerof  Works,  Whethw  the  in- 
tmsien  ol  fog.  into  the  atmosphere  of 
the  House  of  Oonunons  cannot  be  eom- 
pletely  prevented  in  future,  and  at  a 
small  expense;  whether  expenments 
formerly  tried  during  the  fogs  of  No* 
Tember,  when  the  House  was  not  sit- 
fiag,  vere  perfectly  suooessful;  and, 
whether  he  will  direct  that  the  air  sup- 
plied shall  be  filtered  through  fine  sheets 
of  cottonwool? 

Sol  henry  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth)  asked  the  First  Oommissioner 
of  Works,  whether  he  will  cause  filters, 
of  ^pzoptiate  material,  to  be  applied 
to  the  entwine  passages  of  the  ventila* 
ti^  arrangemcoLta,  so  as  to  ke^  dark 
and  yellow  fog  from  entering  the  House  ? 

TffiB  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Pltxitket)  (Dublin  University):  I  am 
informed  by  Dr«  Peroy  that  during  a 
17ovember  log  many  years  ago  he  made 
an  experiment  of  filtering  through  cotton 
wool  the  air  which  is  supplied  to  the 
House  of  Commons  from  tne  Commons 
Court,  and  that  it  was  so  far  successful 
as  to  impress  him  with  the  h(^  that  by 
this  kina  of  filtration  the  interior  of  the 
House  of  Commons  might  be  rendered 
fog-^roof  at  but  a  trifling  expense.  Dr. 
Perojr  wishes  me  to  state  that  this  ap- 
pliea   solely   to   tl^e   interior   of   tMs 


Chamber ;  and  that,  in  order  to  extend 
it  to  the  lobbies,  corridors,  &c.,  outside 
the  House,  a  large  expenditure  would 
be  needed,  and  difficulties  so  great 
would  have  to  be  encountered  that  he 
doubts  whether,  with  the  existing  struc- 
ture, sudi  extension  would  be  prac- 
ticable. He  adds  that  before  applying 
this  prpoess  of  fog  filtration  to  the  in* 
terior  of  the  House  of  Commons  it  would 
be  necessary  to  make  preliminary  ex- 
periments; and  I  have  asked  him  to 
make  such  experiments  on  the  earliest 
convenient  opportunity.  When  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner) 
raised  this  question  on  tiie  Estimates 
the  other  day^  I  was  not  aware  that 
such  experiments  had  ever  been  made. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)-DONE- 
aAL  AND  TYRONE  MILITIA. 
Mb,  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done, 
gal,  K)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  it  is  intended  to  take  the 
Donegal  Militia  to  the  Curragh  this 
year;  what  will  be  the  extra  expense 
involved  in  travelling  and  other  charges ; 
whether  the  Tyrone  Militia  were  en- 
oamped  lately  at  Omagh;  and,  why  the 
same  plan  is  not  adoi^ed  in  Donegal  ? 

thb  financial  secretary, 

WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Bhobrick) 
(Surrey,  Quildford)  (who  replied)  said : 
A  sum  of  £2,000  is  provided  in  each 
year's  Estimate  for  the  cost  of  taking 
battalions  of  Irish  Militia  to  train  at 
the  Curragh.  This  is  considered  to 
be  a  desirable  arrangement,  as  many 
of  the  battalions  have  no  oppor* 
tunity  in  their  own  counties  of  associa- 
ting with  Regular  troops,  and  some, 
from  difficulties  as  to  ranges,  cannot  go 
through  their  muskeg  course.  The 
battalions  go  from  their  own  counties  to 
the  Curragh,  roughly,  in  rotation,  the 
selection  l^ng  made  with  great  care  by 
the  Military  Authorities  in  Ireland. 
The  turn  of  the  Donegal  Militia  to  go 
to  the  Curragh  eame  last  year ;  but  was 
deferred  till  this  year,  at  the  request  of 
the  officer  commanding.  The  Tyrone 
Militia  trained  last  year  at  Oma^h,  and 
will  do  so  again  this  year;  but  m  1885 
they  went  to  the  Curragh.  The  cost  of 
sending  the  Donegal  Militia  to  the  Cur- 
ragh is  estimated  at  £900. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
that  due  notice  should  in  future  be  given 
of  the  intentions  with  reference  to  this 
matter,  so  as  to  prevent  unnecessary  ex- 
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penditure  on  the  part  of  poor  people 
who  made  a  large  portion  of  their  Hying 
Y^  these  Militia. 

AEMY  (ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT) -IN- 
SPECTOR  OF  SADDLERY  AT  WOOL- 
WIOH. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, £.)  a^ed  the  Surveyor  Oeneral  of 
the  Ordnance,  Whether  the  Inspector  of 
Saddlery  at  Woolwich  resigned  last 
October ;  whether  the  appointment  has 
since  remained  vacant ;  and  whether  It 
is  intended  to  fill  it  up  ? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
NoBTHOOTx)  (Exeter) :  The  vacancy 
caused  by  the  resignation  in  October 
last  of  the  Inspector  of  Saddlery  has  not 
yet  been  filled  up.  A  temporary  ar- 
rangement is  under  consideration;  but 
untu  the  inquiries  into  the  organization 
of  the  Department  which  are  now  pend- 
ing are  oompletedi  I  do  not  propose  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  to  make  any 
permanent  appointment. 

THE  ACCOUNTANT  GENERAL -DISAL- 

LOWANCE  OF  EXPENSES  FOR  THE 

EGYPTIAN  ARMY. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  asked  Mr.  Ohanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  What  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment propose  to  do  about  £210,553 
paid  towards  expenses  of  the  Egyptian 
Army,  and  other  sums,  making  in  all 
£232,926,  paid  to  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment in  1885-6,  which  the  Auditor  Ge- 
neral has  disallowed  as  paid  without  the 
sanction  of  Parliament;  whether  any 
sums  have  been  paid  to  the  Egyptian 
Government  in  1886-7,  either  directly  or 
by  remitting  payments  due  by  that  Go- 
vernment, beyond  the  £58,000  already 
sanctioned  for  Suakin ;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  yet  deter- 
mined if  there  is  to  be  a  Supplemen- 
tary Vote  for  expenses  connected  with 
Egypt? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  Accountant  (Ge- 
neral has  not  disallowed  the  sum  men- 
tioned by  my  hon.  Friend;  but  he  re- 
ported to  Parliament  that  be  had  been 
unable  to  pass  the  accounts,  in  conse- 
quence of  insufficient  authority  or  in- 
sufficient vouchers.  The  Appropriation 
Account  of  1885-6  is  not  yet,  I  believe, 
before  the  Committee  of  Public  Ac- 
counts, who  will  deal  with  the  matter. 

Mr.  Arthur  0^  Connor 


\  As  explained  in  the  Supplementary 
Armv  Estimates,  which  will  be  in  Mem- 
bers' hands  to-morrow,  Her  Majesty's 
€k)vemment  propose  to  forego  the  pay- 
ment in  the  current  year  of  the  Capitation 
Grant  for  1886-7.  It  is  proposed  to 
apply  this  contribution  in  settlement  of 
claims  for  certain  extraordinaiy  services 
of  the  Egyptian  Army,  undertaken  in 
1 885  and  1 886,  under  the  authority  of  the 
British  Commander-in-Chief  in  l^ypt 
The  Army  and  Navy  Supplementary 
Estimates  before  Parliament  cover  all 
military  expenses  incurred  in  £^pt 
which  it  is  proposed  to  impose  on  Im- 
perial Funds.  

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  gave 
Notice  that  he  should  oppose  the  Yote. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— PAYMENT 
BY  RESULT-EXAMINATIONS. 

Mb.  W.  cavendish  BENTINOK 
(Penryn  and  Falmouth)  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education,  Whether,  in  consideration  of 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Education,  against  the 
preset  mode  of  administenng  the  Edu* 
cation  Gbrant,  and  of  then^stem  of  "  pay* 
ment  by  results,''  he  will  coaiaideir  the 
advisabiUty  of  issuing  with  the  present 
Code  an  instruction  to  the  School  In- 
spectors to  relax  the  stringency  of  Aeir 
present  mode  of  examination,  and  to 
assess  the  Grant  in  aooordamce  with  the 
general  excellence  of  the  work  done, 
rather  than  on  the  individual  pass? 

The  vice  PEESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Ha&t  Dtkb)  (Kent,  Dartfintl): 
There  would  be  an  obvious  ineonveni- 
enoe  in  antidpating  the  o<melaBioii0  at 
which  the  Boyal  Commission  may  amve 
upon  the  evidence  laid  before  them ;  but 
if  my  hon.  Friend  will  read  the  Code  aad 
Instructions  to  which  he  refers  carefully, 
he  will  perceive  that  the  assessment  of 
the  Grant  now  depends  not  only  upon 
the  individual  pass,  but,  to  a  great  ex* 
tent,  upon  the  general  exoellenoe  of  the 
work  done. 

POST  OPPIOJB— THE  8E0KBTABY  TO 
THE  POST  OPPICB. 
Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Omi- 
terbury)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Is  there  any  foundation  for  the  state- 
ment in  T/te  Daily  Ik^$w9  of  3rd  March  to 
the  effect  that  the  Secretary  to  the  Post 
Office  was  presented  with  and  received 
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an  address  of  svinpatliy  from  certain 
officials  in  the  General  Post  Office  in 
connection  with  a  difference  of  opinion 
between  liim  and  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral ;  whether  this  constituted  a  serious 
breach  of  discipline ;  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  does  he  propose  to  take  to  restore 
discipline  in  his  Department  ? 

thb  postmaster  general 

(Mr,  Rajkks)  (Cambridge  University) : 
The  Secretary  has,  at  my  request,  com* 
municated  to  me  tiie  address  to  which 
the  Question  refers ;  and  though  I  can- 
not regard  the  proceeding  as  regular,  I 
am  inclined  to  attach  to  it  rather  an 
officious  than  an  official  character.  I 
should  be  sorry  to  consider  the  matter 
as  one  of  sufficient  importance  to  war- 
rant disciplinary  notice.  If  I  have  to 
take  official  cognizance  of  it,  I  should 
consult  the  Head  of  the  Government 
before  determining  upon  my  course  of 
action. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IKELANl))— THE 
JTJEY  SYSTEM-MONAGHAN  ASSIZES. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Jury  Panel  of  the  County 
Monaghan,  for  the  trial  of  prisoners  at 
the  coming  Assizes,  has  been  increased 
50  per  cent  over  that  of  last  year; 
whether,  whilst  the  Oatholics  in  that 
county  are  nearly  three-quarters  of  the 
population,  the  Oatholics  on  the  present 
J  ury  Panel  are  not  one-third ;  whether 
a  number  of  those  on  the  I?anel  are 
there  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  Lord 
O'Hagan's  Act,  having  served  within 
the  last  three  years,  and  some  even  at 
the  last  Assizes — namely,  George  Moore, 
Samuel  Wade,  Alexander  R.  Lammie, 
Oharles  Ownens,  William  Parkes,  num- 
bered respectively  1,  2,  3,  6,  and  7  on 
the  present  Panel,  and  Nos.  6,  74,  65, 
88,  and  49  on  the  Panel  of  last  Assizes ; 
whether  these  persons  were  actually 
sworn  as  jurors  on  a  trial  for  murder  at 
such  Ab63^  ;  and,  whether  he  has  any 
information  to  show  that  there  are 
plenty  of  names  on  the  Jurors'  List  of 
persons  who  have  not  served  for  three 
years  or  upwards,  from  whom  a  Panel 
might  be  made  out  without  the  above- 
named  persons  ?  I  would  like  to  ask  a 
supplementary  Question,  of  which  I 
have  given  the  right.  hon«  and  learned 
Gentleman  private  Notice.  It  is,  whe- 
ther— — 


Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  por 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (interrupting)  said :  I  will  not 
give  any  information  with  regard  to  the 
supplementary  Question  of  wmch  I  have 
had  Notice.  It  refers  to  a  case  which  is 
going  on  to-day,  and  it  would  be  obvi- 
ously inconvenient  that  I  should  answer 
it.  With  regard  to  the  Question  on  the 
Paper,  I  have  to  say  that  I  do  not  know, 
and  have  no  means  of  knowing,  the  pro> 
portion  of  Catholics  upon  the  present 
JPanel  of  the  County  Monaghan ;  and  I 
can  only  say,  in  reference  to  this,  that 
the  proportion  of  Catholics  to  the  popu- 
lation can  afford  no  test  whatever  as  to 
the  proportion  of  Catholics  upon  the 
Jurors'  Lists.  \^Ironical  eheen  from  the 
Irish  and  Radical  Benches.]  This  is 
obvious  to  any  person  who  reads  the 
statutes.  As  regards  the  latter  portion 
of  the  Question,  I  cannot  go  into  a  dis- 
cussion in  answer  to  a  Question  in  this 
House  with  regard  to  individual  names ; 
but  I  have  brought  the  matter  b^ore 
the  proper  officials  in  the  County  Mona- 
ghan, and  I  can  find  no  room  for  be- 
lieving in  any  way  that  the  Jury  Panel 
has  not  been  constructed  regularly. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN :  Does  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  think  it 
advisable  that  12  Protestants  should 
have  been  empanelled  this  morning  to 
try  an  Orangeman  for  the  murder  of  a 
Catholic? 

Ma.  HOLMES :  I  have  told  the  hon. 
Member  that  I  will  not  answer  that 
Question. 

Da.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
not  answered  the  Question,  which  asks 
whether  the  Panel  has  been  increased 
50  per  cent.  ? 

[No  reply.] 

SOUTH  'AMERICA-BIUTISH  GUIANA 
AND  VENEZUELA-THE  BOUNDAEY 
LINE. 

Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  If  the  present  boundary 
line,  daimed  by  the  British  Government 
as  between  British  Guiana  and  the 
United  States  of  Venezuela,  is  based 
upon  the  Map,  Surveys,  and  Report  of 
Sir  Robert  Scnomberg ;  if  the  Govern- 
ment is  aware  that,  antecedent  to  the 
Treaty  of  Munster,  the  recognized 
boundary  line  between  Dutch  (now 
British)  Guiana  and  the  Spam'sh  (now 
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Venezuelan)  territory  was  the  watersheds 
of  the  Yuruary,  Yuniam,  and  Ouyuni 
Birers ;  if  the  Government  is  aware  that 
the  population  of  these  districts  contain 
90  per  cent  of  British  subjects,  and  an 
enormous  amount  of  British  property; 
and,  if  the  Oovemment  will  postpone  a 
final  decision  on  the  subject  pending 
further  inquiries  and  information  beiDg 
obtained  ? 

Mb.  STAVELKT  HIIX  (Staflford- 
shire,  (Kingswinford)  asked  Whether, 
considering  the  increasing  importance  of 
this  matter  and  the  breach  of  diplomatic 
relations  at  Venezuela,  the  Oovemment 
would  consider  the  advisability  of  issuing 
a  Commission  to  settle  tlie  boundaries 
between  British  Ouiana  and  Eastern 
Venezuela  ?  

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  The  boundary  line 
claimed  by  the  British  Oovemment  is 
based  on  the  Map,  Survey,  and  Report 
of  Sir  Robert  Schomberg.  It  would  be 
impossible,  within  the  limits  of  my  an- 
swer, to  describe  the  boundary  line  of 
Dutch  Ouiana  and  the  adjacent  Spanish 
territory  previous  to  the  Treaty  of  Mun- 
ster,  in  1648,  as  far  as  it  is  known  to  us. 
Information  as  to  the  British  population 
in  the  Yuman^  districts  in  1884  is  con- 
tained in  a  Report  by  Vice  Consul 
Reddan,  presented  to  Parliament — Com- 
mercial No.  88  of  that  year.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment  will  be  careful  to 
collect  all  the  information  possible  be- 
fore arriving  at  any  final  arrangement. 
I  am  unable  to  answer  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Stareley  Hill)  without  Notice. 

POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  RANK— DEPU- 
TATION OF  CLERKS. 

Mb.  CHANNINO  (Northampton,  E.} 
asked  the  Postmaster  Oeneral,  Whether 
he  recently  received  a  Memorial  signed 
by  481  clerks  in  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank,  respectfully  asking  him  to  re- 
ceive a  deputation  of  four  of  their  num- 
ber, in  order  that  they  might  lay  before 
him  certain  facts  which  they  hold  have 
injuriously  affected  their  position  and 
prospects  in  the  Service ;  and,  whether 
he  refused  to  see  the  deputation  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  OENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes  (Cambridge  University): 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  cannot, 
I  think,  do  better  than  read  the  answer 
which  I  gave  to  the  Memorialists.  The 
Mr.  Watt 


answer  is  somewhat  len^y,  and  I  am 
sorry  to  trouble  the  House  by  reading 
it ;  but  I  think  it  is  necessary,  in  order 
to  place  hon.  Members  in  possession  of 
the  facta  of  the  case : — 

<  <  Tho  Poftmsstor  GmwtX  kas  cwoM^  vMd 
the  itatement,  dated  the  llth  ultimo,  of  the 
lubjectfl  CD  which  certain  officers  of  the  Sayingt 
Bank  desired  tb  seek  an  mtenriew  with  hna. 
He  obeenres  that  those  suhjeots  any  be  dirided 
into  two  heads— (1)  the  nature  of  the  aooom- 
modation  provided  lor  the  staff ;  (2)  the  qves- 
tion  of  the  organization  of  the  Office.  EDb 
thinks  that  the  first  ^nlyeot  is  one  which  4he 
clerks  majr  properly  and  legitimately  brbg 
before  him,  if  they  suffer  any  serions  inconvem* 
eoce  or  injury  on  that  woon ;  hut  he  would  re^ 
mark  that  the  Department  and  Baritammit  hwe 
already  given  anxious  attention  to  the  matter ; 
that  Parliament  has  decided  on  the  coutm 
which  should  be  adopted ;  and  that  steps  have 
been  taken  to  purchase  ad  a  very  vonriderable 
outlay  an  additional  site,  atyaoenVto  thepvewat 
building,  and  that  a  sew  stractuve  will  be 
erected  as  soon  as  possible.  Meanwhile,  he 
sees  no  other  course  out  to  hire,  pending  the 
completion  of  the  new  building,  audi  premises 
as  the  needs  of  the  Depaiteent  may,  from  lime 
to  time,  require.  Promises  aoooraingly'  have 
been  hired,  and  it  is  possible  thai  in  a  ahai 
time  he  will  have  to  hire  more  premises.  How- 
ever, if  the  officers  who  signed  this  MemorUI 
wish  to  make  any  fdrtber  representation  to  Itim 
in  writing  upon  this  subject,  ortoeflbr  aaynow 
ion,  he  will  wiUingil(y  receive  it" 


The  question  of  Hie  organization  of  an 
Office  stands  in  a  different  cateffoty; 
and  I  was  obliged  to  decline  to  discuss 
it  with  the  subordinate  members  of  the 
Service,  though  I  informed  them  tiiat  I 
had  a  full  sense  of  its  importance. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— TRADE  00MMT7NICA- 
TION  BETWEEN  THIBET  AND  INDIA. 

Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOtTR  (Leeds,  Con- 
tral)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stale 
for  India,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  a 
wall  and  fort  have  been  built  across  the 
Jalep  Pass,  thereby  preventing  trade 
communication  between  Thibet  and 
India;  and,  whether  pressure  has  been 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  Chinese 
Oovemment  by  Her  Majesty's  QoTern- 
ment  to  carry  out  Article  4  of  the  Con- 
vention made  the  24th  of  July  last, 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ohina,  re* 
lating  to  Burmah  and  Thibet,  by  wldch 
it  is  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Chinese 
Government  to  adopt  measures  to  ex- 
hort and  encourage  the  people  of  Thibet 
with  a  view  to  the  promotion  and  exten- 
sion of  trade  between  India  and  Thibet ; 
and,  if  so,  what  has  resulted  from  such 
pressure  ?  r^  t 
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Th«  under  SBC5RETART  oi 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferqussok)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Some  Thibetans  are 
reported  to  hare  built  a  fort  or  gate- 
house near  the  Jalep  Pass  with  the 
Tiew  of  blocking  the  road.  Her  Maj  esty's 
OovemmeBt  entertain  no  doubt  that  the 
Chinese  Ooyemment  will  ful61  their  en- 
gagements in  regard  to  the  encourage- 
ment of  Indian  trade  with  Thibet. 

SALMON  FISHERIES  (SCOTLAND) -j:.E- 
GISLATION. 

Mb.  MAEK  STEWABT  (Kirkcud- 
bright) asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whe- 
ther it  ia  the  intention  of  the  Oorem- 
ment  to  bring  in  a  Salmon  Fishery  Bill 
for  Scotland  this  Session  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macoohald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drews Universitiee) :  It  was  stated  on 
the  17th  of  February,  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Peebles  and  Selkirk 
(Mr.  Thorbum),  that  the  Amendment 
of  die  Tweed  Acts  was  under  oonsidera* 
ti(m,  with  the  view  of  making  the  law 
as  nearly  as  possible  the  same  for  the 
whole  country.  I  hope  that  a  Bill  to 
amend  and  consolidate  the  law  will  be 
brought  in  soon. 

Db.  CLABK  (Oaithness)  asked,  Whe- 
ther the  OoYomment,  pending  legisla- 
tion, would  suspend  the  granting  of 
any  further  charter  or  lease  of  Crown 
fisheries? 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD:  The 
hon.  Member  must  giro  me  Notice  of 
that  Question. 

THE  PAEKS  (METB0P0LIS)-BEGENT'8 
PARK. 

Mb.  PICKKKSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  Whether  the  revenue  derived 
from  Begent's  Park  exceeds  the  cost  of 
its  maintenance ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the 
amount  of  such  excess  ? 

The  FIBST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plusket)  (Dublin  University) :  The 
annual  cost  of  maintaining  Begent's 
Park,  including  Primrose  Hul,  is  about 
£9,600.  The  only  receipts  derived  from 
the  Park  have  been  obtained  principally 
from  grazing  rents,  and  they  amount  to 
about  £300.  It  is  understood  that  there 
is  a  considerable  estate  in  and  about  the 
Begent's  Park  belonging  to  the  land 
revenues  of  the  Crown  and  imder  the 
charge  of  the  Department  of  Woods  and 
Forests. 


BURMAH^ALLEQED  BARBARITIES. 

Db.  OAMEEON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  he  has  received  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  alleged  decapitation 
of  dead  dacoits  by  a  party  of  Anglo-Indian 
Police,  near  Bassein,  or  regarding  the 
"  practice  "  alleged  by  Th^  Timss  corre- 
spondent to  exist  among  our  Police 
Force  in  Lower  Burmah  of  '*  decapi- 
tating dead  shan  dacoits  and  carrying 
their  heads  about  the  country  ?  *' 

The  under  SECEETAET  or 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gobst)  TChatham) : 
In  reply  to  a  telegram  wbicn  was  sent, 
as  I  stated  last  week,  by  the  Secretary 
of  State,  the  following  information  has 
been  received  from  the  Viceroy : — 

"Following  from  Chief  Oommissioneri—It 
is  true  that  heads  of  three  notorious  daooits 
killed  in  a  akirmish  were  brought  into  Bassein 
for  purposes  of  identification.  Ilie  heads  were 
taken  to  wounded  men  in  hospital  who  had  been 
wounded  by  the  dacoits,  and  were  identified  by 
those  Bufierers.  The  heads  were  then  buried. 
It  is  true  that  heads  of  dacoits  who  are 
killed  are  sometimes  brought  into  head-quarters 
for  the  purpose  of  identifioation,  by  reason  of 
difficulty  or  impossibility  of  bringing  in  dead 
bodies  from  inaocessible  places.  Heads  are 
not  exposed  or  carried  about  the  country  for 
show." 

The  Secretary  of  State  has  taken  such 
steps  as  will  prevent  this  mode  of  iden- 
iifymg  dacoits  being  continued,  and  the 
Viceroy  telegraphs  that  he  has  issued 
the  necessary  orders. 

POST  OFFICE— STAMPED  TELEGRAPH 
CARDS. 
Mb.  PULESTON  (Devonport)  asked 
the  Postmaster  Gheneral  whether  he  will 
consider  the  desirability  and  convenience 
of  having  stamped  telegraph  cards  similar 
in  size  to  the  ordinary  post  card  ? 

Thb    postmaster    GENEEAL 

(Mr.  Baiees)  (Cambridge  University) : 
In  reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  I  beg  to  state  that  telegram 
cards  were  first  issued  to  the  public  in 
January,  1872.  There  was,  however, 
no  demand  for  the  cards,  and  the  De- 
partment could  not  but  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  they  were  not  required  by 
the  public.  They  became,  indeed,  so 
much  dead  stock,  Postmasters  at  last 
using  them  in  place  of  the  Is.  stamp  in 
payment  for  orainary  telegrams.  Under 
tiiese  drcnmstances,  the;^  were  with* 
drawn  after  four  years'  trial,  and  since 
the  sale  was  discontinued  there  has  been  ^ 
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Bcaroety  any  demand  for  their  restoration. 
Had  they  been  found  generally  useful, 
the  Department  would  aoarcely  have 
failed  to  hare  had  numerous  representa- 
tions on  the  subject. 

HOUSE  OP  COMMONS— MEMBERS* 
SMOKING  ROOM. 

Mr.  PULESTON  (Devonport)  asked 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
inconvenience  arising  from  the  frequently 
crowded  state  of  the  Members'  Smoking 
Boom ;  and»  whether  he  can  take  steps 
to  increase  the  accommodation  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONEE  (Mr. 
Plukket)  (Dublin  University)  :  I  am 
well  aware  of  the  inconvenience  caused 
by  the  insufficient  Smoking  Boom  accom- 
modation provided  for  Members  of  this 
House,  and  I  have  been  doing,  and  I 
shall  do,  what  I  can  to  meet  the  diffi- 
culty, 

ADMIRALTY-NAVAL  GUNS  AND  AM- 
MUNITION—PAPERS AND  CORRE. 
SPONDENCE. 

SiE  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wolver- 
hampton, W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  with  reference  to  the 
Surveyor  Oeneral's  opposition  to  the  pro- 
duction of  Papers  and  Correspondence 
regarding  alleged  deficiencies  m  naval 
guns  and  ammunition,  amounting  to  up- 
wards of  £1,250,000,  Whether  any  Cor- 
respondence has  taken  place  between  the 
War  Office  and  Admiralty  as  to  the 
amounts  necessary  to  be  provided  for  the 
supply  of  guns,  ammunition,  and  warlike 
■tores  for  naval  purposes  in  the  immediate 
future ;  if  so,  is  there  any  objection  to 
lay  this  Correspondence  upon  the  Table ; 
or,  failing  this,  to  give  Members  access 
to  it  on  application  at  the  Admiralty  ? 

The  FIBST  LOKD  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  jEaling) :  No- 
thing is  known  at  the  Admiralty  as  to  the 
allegations  that  deficiencies  amounting 
to  upwards  of  £1,250,000  have  occurred, 
nor  is  there  any  correspondence  on  the 
subject.  The  Surveyor  General  of  Ord- 
nance has,  in  an  answer  given  the  other 
day,  denied  the  truth  of  any  such  asser- 
tion. Delays  in  the  delivery  of  guns 
have  occurred  which  it  is  understood 
from  the  War  Office  have  been  unavoid- 
able. As  regards  the  latter  part  of  the 
Question,  it  is  undesirable  to  produce 
these  Papers,  forming  as  they  do  part  of 
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an  Inter-Departmental  Correspondence 
between  the  Admiralty  and  War  Office 
and  Treasury ;  but  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  statements  relating  to  Army  and 
Navy  Expenditure  to  be  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  and  mrNU 
will  give  the  hon.  Baronet  some  of  the 
information  he  asks  for. 

ADMIRALTY-SUBSCRIPTIONS  TO  THE 
IMPERIAL  INSTITUTE. 
Mb.  OONYBEARE  (Oomwal!,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  Admiral  WiHw 
has  recently  issued  to  the  officers  com- 
manding Her  Majesty's  ships  on  the 
Portsmouth  station  a  "General  Memo- 
randum "  requiring  them  to  collect  sub- 
scriptions from  the  men  under  their  com- 
mand for  the  Imperial  Institute;  whe- 
ther the  following  passage  occurs  in  sudi 
General  Memorandum : — 

*' All  persons  who  wish  to  subsmbe  to  the 
funds  required  to  establish  this  Inatitate  should 
do  so  in  the  manner  required  by  the  RegulatieQS 
contained  in  Article  1^,  Addenda  1BS4.  In 
addition  to  the  lists  required  by  tJtat  Article, 
another  in  the  accompanying  form,  giving  the 
names  of  all  the  subscribers,  and  the  amount 
Bubsoribed  by  each,  is  to  be  sent  to  my  oftee  by 
the  10th  March  for  transmisnoii  to  His  Boyal 
Highness ; '' 

whether  the  said  Article  1365  provides 
as  follows:— 

'*  When  the  sums  subscribed  (for  charitable 
or  other  purposes)  are  partly  in  cash  and  partly 
charges  against  wages  ....  the  captain  is  to 
cause  a  li^  of  subscribers  to  be  made  out,  and 
signed  by  each  indiridual  against  the  Man  he 
contributes  .  .  .  ." 

but, 

"  when  the  subscriptions  are  wholly  in  cash, 
a  detailed  subscription  list  is  mot  required  in 
office;" 

whether  the  said  addenda  can  be  super- 
seded or  altered  by  any  persons  other 
than  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  ;  whe- 
ther they  are  to  be  obeyed  by  all  officers 
of  Her  Majesty's  Service ;  by  whose  au- 
thority, and  for  what  reasons,  is  the 
latter  provision  of  Article  1365  super- 
seded in  the  above  *'  General  Memo- 
randum"; and,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
statements  which  have  been  made  in  the 
public  Press,  that  the  men  fear  the  con- 
sequences of  not  subscribing,  he  will 
take  any  steps  to  reassure  them  on  the 
suWect? 

Tba  EIBST  LOBD  (Lord  GheonaB 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  The 
quotations  from  the  General  Order  issued 
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bj  Sir  Qeorge  Willes,  and  also  from  the 
Addenda  to  the  Admiralty  Instructions, 
are  correct.  The  Addenda  cannot  be 
altered  by  any  person  other  than  Lords 
of  the  Admiralty,  and  the  Begulations 
contained  therein  have  not  been  in  any 
way  superseded  at  Portsmouth,  Officers 
and  men  have  been  invited  to  subscribe. 
The  usual  and  recognized  mode  of  col- 
lecting the  money  has  been  followed ;  and 
the  only  pressure  put  upon  them  has  been 
by  a  suggestion  that  suoscriptions  should 
be  limit^  to  the  amount  of  half-a-day's 
pay.  A  special  list  of  subscribers  was 
called  for  solely  to  enable  the  promoters 
of  the  Institute  to  carry  out  their  ex- 
pressed wibIi  to  record  each  individual 
subscription.  The  men  of  Her  Majesty's 
Navy  are  too  independent  and  much  too 
wellinformed  to  be  misled  by  the  state* 
meuts  referred  to  in  the  Question. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOB  (Donegal, 
E.) :  May  I  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether 
the  money  is  to  be  obtained  by  stopping 
the  pay  of  the  men,  or  whether  they  are 
themselves  to  pay  it? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  I  tbink 
the  hon.  Gentleman  antici^tes  what  my 
answer  is«  The  men  will  bring  the 
money  tbemselves. 

PRIVATE  BILL  LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  CRAIG  SELLAR  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasuiy,  When  the  Bill,  promised  in 
the  Queen's  Speech,  for  improving  and 
cheapening  the  process  of  Private  Bill 
Legislation  in  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland  will  be  submitted;  and,  whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  pressure  of 
Business  in  this  House,  he  will  consider 
the  expediency  of  having  the  Bill  intro- 
duced in  the  other  House  of  Parliament? 

The  FIBST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Skith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  have 
to  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  hoped  to  introduce  the  measure  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  in  this 
House ;  but  if  the  state  of  Public  Busi- 
ness prevents  us  from  doing  so,  the 
Buggeetion  of  the  hon.  Member  will 
receive  careful  consideration. 

THE    EXECUTIVE    (IRELAND)  —  THE 

NEW  CHIEF  SECRETARY. 

Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  asked. 

When  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

would  be  in  his  place  ? 

,    The  first  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 

8TJRY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
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Westminster) :  I  have  every  reason  to 
hope  that  he  will  be  in  his  place  on 
Friday  next;  but  I  am  not  able  to  go 
further. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  —  THE 
QUEEN  F.  DILLON-SAFETY  OF  THE 
DISSENTING  JUROKS, 

Colonel  SAXJNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  Whether  the  attention  of  the 
Government  bad  been  directed  to  a  list 
published  in  United  Ireland  of  Saturday 
last,  purporting  to  giTo  the  names  of 
those  jurors  who  voted  for  the  acquittal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon)  and  his  colleagues;  and, 
whether  the  Government  would  take 
steps  to  secure  the  personal  safety  of 
those  jurors  whose  names  were  not  in- 
cluded in  the  list  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity):  My  attention  was  not  drawn 
to  this  matter  until  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  gave  me  private  Notice  of  his 
Question  since  I  entered  the  House ;  and 
I  must,  therefore,  ask  him  to  put  his 
Question  upon  the  Paper. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OP  THE 
HOUSE. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Bark- 
caldy,  &c.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  amnio  notice  would 
be  given  to  the  House  before  the  Sup- 
plementary Estimates  for  Egypt  were 
submitted ;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment could  give  any  indication  as  to 
when  they  would  be  likely  to  introduce 
the  Supplementary  Army  Estimates  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  or  the  TREA- 
STJRT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  It  is  intended  to  set 
down  the  Army  and  Navy  Supple- 
mentary Estimates,  including  the  Esti- 
mates for  Egypt,  for  consiaeration  on 
Thursday  next.  The  Estimates  them- 
selves will  be  distributed  to-night,  or 
to-morrow  morning. 

Ma.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  asked,  whetber  the  rigbt  hon. 
Gentleman  adhered  to  the  statement  he 
made  on  Friday,  about  the  necessity  of 
finishing  the  Supplementary  Estimates 
before  the  dose  of  the  sitting ;  whether 
that  was  rendered  necessary  by  the  state 
of  the  law,  or  merely  to  meet  the  ar- 
rangements of  the  Government  ? 
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Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  It  is  the  fact 
that  the  state  of  the  law  requires  that 
tlie  Supplementary  Estimates  should  be 
passed  by  the  2l8t  of  March,  and  all  the 
Estimates  for  which  provision  has  to  be 
made  in  the  Appropriation  Act  must  be 
passed  by  that  date.  The  hon.  Gbntie- 
man  is  aware  that,  in  addition  to  the 
CSvil  Service  Supplementary  Estimates, 
ihere  are  the  Army  and  Navy  Supple- 
mentary Estimates ;  Votes  to  be  taken  on 
account  of  the  Army  and  Navy  Services ; 
and  also  a  Vote  on  Account  for  the  Civil 
Services,  by  the  2Ut  of  March,  at  latest 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  also  aware  that, 
as  regards  the  Army  and  Navy  Esti- 
mates, it  is  permitted  to  Members  to 
move  Amendments  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee. Under  these  circumstances.  Sir, 
I  feel  it  necessary  to  ask  the  House  to 
dispose  of  the  Sup]plementary  Civil  Ser- 
vice Estimates  which  are  on  the  Paper 
to-day.  The  hon.  Gentleman  remarks 
that  they  might  be  taken  on  some  other 
day.  Sir,  the  House  is  aware  that  the 
Government  have  only  control  over  the 
Business  on  Mondays  and  Thursdays; 
but  on  other  days  Motions  may  be  taken 
on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply — 
Motions  raised  by  any  Member  in  any 
part  of  the  House.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  Government  do  not  feel 
that  it  would  be  fitting  to  permit,  so  far 
as  we  are  able  to  prevent  it,  further 
delay  in  the  consideiation  of  these  Esti- 
mates. In  regard  to  several  of  them, 
they  are  simply  automatic — that  is  to 
say,  they  simply  carry  out  the  law 
where  insufficient  provision  has  been 
made  in  the  Estimates  for  the  year.  As 
regards  others  of  the  Estimates,  there 
are,  no  doubt,  questions  which  invite 
and  demand  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  And  I  should  wish  to  appeal  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  that  they  should  approach  the 
consideration  of  the  Estimates,  which  do 
not  demand  the  consideration  to  which 
I  have  referred,  with  as  much  self- 
restraint  as  may  permit  them  to  arrive 
at  other  Estimates  which,  undoubtedly, 
demand  consideration  in  sufficient  time 
and  under  conditions  which  will  permit 
of  their  discussion  in  a  seemly  manner, 
and  in  a  manner  which  will  conduce  to 
the  dignity  of  this  House.  I  make  that 
appeal.  Sir,  because  the  arrangement 
which  has  been  made  is  one  which  I 
believe  is  necessary  to  enable  the  House 


to  gire  due  consideration  to  the  Esti- 
mates which  are  before  it. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE(Edinbargh, 
Mid  liothian) :  It  is  not,  of  course,  possi- 
ble to  give  an  absolute  engagement  with 
respect  to  a  great  number  of  the  Votes 
in  the  same  clear  and  positive  manner 
as  where  a  single  subject  is  being  dealt 
with;  still,  so  far  as  one  can  give  a 
judgment,  I  do  not  think  the  appeal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aa  unfair 
one.  I  hope,  Sir,  it  will  be  found 
possible  to  dispose  of  the  remainder  of 
the  Supplementary  Civil  Servioe  Esti« 
mates  to-night. 

Mr.  ARTflURO'CONNOE  (Donegal, 
E.)  asked  why  it  was  necessary  to  hm 
the  Vote  on  Account  before  the  21st  of 
March?  Wouldnot  the  dlst  of  Mareh 
do? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  the  Votes 
on  Account  must  be  included  in  the 
Appropriation  Bill,  which  most  be 
passed  so  as  to  render  the  money  avail- 
able for  the  Public  Servioe  by  the  30th 
of  March. 

ORDERS    OF   THE   DAT. 


SUPPLY-CIVIL  SERVICES  (SUPPLE- 

MENTARY  ESTIMATES,  188S-7)* 

Supply — eomideredia  (Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

OiiABS  IV. — Editoation,  Soibhoe,  asd 

Akt. 

(1.)  £10,560,  Supplementary,  Science 
and  Art  Department  for  the  United 
Kingdom. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUAET  (Shoreditdi^ 
Hoxton) :  I  do  not  intend  to  trespass  on 
the  good  temper  of  the  Committee  for  any 
lengthened  period  in  discussing  this 
Vote,  and  I  thank  the  right  hon.  G^i* 
tleman  the  Leader  of  the  House  for 
having  afforded  us  an  opportunity  of 
entering  into  the  consideration  of  it  at 
an  early  period  of  the  evening.  I  called 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  the  necessity  for  doing  so  a  few  even* 
ings  ago,  and  I  reminded  him  that  the 
Education  Vote,  in  regard  to  which  this 
Supplementary  Estimate  is  about  to  be 
taken,  was  passed  at  3  o'clock  in  the 
morning  in  some  day  in  August  or  Sep- 
tember last,  and  that  unless  some  ojppor- 
tunity  was  given  for  the  consideration  ol 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1418    Supphf-^ Civil  Servim,      {Mabch  7,  1887}     i^e.JB9iimate9,\%^M.      1414 


theYote  on  this  occasion,  it  would  be 
impossible  for  any  debate  to  have  oc- 
curred at  all  this  jear  upon  the  Educa- 
tion Estimates.  I  am  sure  it  is  not  out 
of  place  t»  say  that  this  Vote  in  the  Edu- 
cation Estimates  must  be  regarded  not 
so  much  as  a  Party  question,  as  a  ques- 
tion of  great  and  increasing  national  im- 
portance. I  am  well  aware  that  the 
subjects  connected  with  education  gene- 
rally, wWch  are  dealt  witb  in  this  Sup- 
fementary  Vote,  are  very  restricted,  and 
shall  not  endeavour  to  go  beyond  the 
limits  of  the  Vote  that  is  before  us  at  this 
moment.  Any  reference  that  I  may  make 
beyond  the  immediate  subject  of  the 
Vote  will  be  to  points  that  have  a  bear- 
ing upon  it,  and  are  directly  connected 
witb  them.  The  first  item  in  this  Vote 
represents  an  additional  sum  for  the 
payment  of  results  in  connection  with  the 
Science  Schools,  and  I  wish  particularly 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentieman  at  the  head  of  the  Depart- 
ment to  the  fact  that,  while  the  most 
laudable  efforts  are  being  made  by  die 
GK)vemment  of  the  country  to  extend  the 
system  of  Science  Schools— for  I  gather 
that  in  tbe  Estimates  that  are  coming, 
there  will  be  a  still  larger  grant  for  this 
purpose — a  great  deal  of  the  utility  which 
must  be  derived  from  Science  Schools 
and  from  the  Cbvemment  money  which  ^ 
is  devoted  to  them,  must  depend  upon 
the  manner  in  which  the  students  have 
been  sufficiently  ground  in  elementary 
education  i^  order  to  enable  them,  when 
they  come  afterwards  to  the  Science 
Schools,  to  take  full  and  adequate  advan- 
tage of  the  provision  made  for  them.  I 
will,  therefore,  make  this  suggestion, 
that,  \nth  a  view  of  utilizing  this  Vote, 
the  Gbvemment  should  take  into  con- 
toderation  whether  they  will  not  be  pre- 
panBd  to  give  greater  facilities  for  the 
teaching  oi  science  in  the  day  schools 
and  in  the  preparatory  evening  schools. 
At  present  it  is  well  known  that 
under  the  system  of  elementary  edu- 
cation the  instruction  which  is  given 
is  in  connection  with  what  are  called 
the  Standards,  and  that  although  certain 
Science  Schools  have  been  established 
here  and  there  by  the  school  boards, 
they  have  been  established  under  a 
Series  of  evasions  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment which  I  think  is  scarcely  proper 
or  suitable  in  this  country  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  On  the  contrary,  I  am  of 
opinion  that  the  Government  would  do 


well  if  they  would  endeavour  to  legalize 
the  power  that,  in  some  instances,  the 
school  boards  have  taken  upon  them- 
selves to  exercise ;  and  perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed  to  express  a  hope  that  the 
school  boards  may  receive,  by  the  pass- 
ing of  some  Act  or  other,  pow^r  to  pro- 
vide  and  maintain  schools  and  classes 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  instruction  in 
the  elements  of  such  branches  of  science 
as  are  likely  to  do  good  to  artizans  and 
others  engaged  in  industrial  occupations. 
I  cannot  doubt  that  by  the  establish- 
ment of  such  schools  throughout  the 
country  generally,  for  which  I  believe 
the  country  is  fairly  ripe,  the  Science 
Schools  referred  to  in  the  Vote  would 
become  considOTably  more  utilized.  I 
would  also  urge  on  the  Government  the 
propriety  of  adding  preparatory  evening 
schools  to  the  Science  Schools,  in  which 
the  school  boards  may,  at  any  rate,  have 
power  to  establish  classes,  not  necessarily 
bound  by  the  limitation  that  those  who 
attend  them  shall  have  passed  in  parti- 
cular Standards.  When  I  make  this 
suggestion  to  the  Government,  I  am  per- 
fectly well  aware  that  I  may  be  met  by 
a^  similar  rejoinder  to  that  which  was 
given  to  an  hon.  Gentleman  at  Question 
time— namely,  that  regard  must  be  had 
to  the  expense  that  would  be  entailed. 
In  treating  with  this  matter  of  Science 
Schools,  I  hope  I  may  be  allowed  very 
briefly  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
we  are  very  far  behind  our  own  Oolonies 
in  this  matter.  I  do  not  propose  to 
range  over  the  whole  surface  of  the 
globe,  because  I  wish  to  be  very  brief 
in  my  observations ;  but  we  have  now 
to  contend  against  our  own  Oolonies  in 
the  competition  of  the  race  for  life.  I 
might  refer  to  many  of  our  Oolonies, 
but  I  will  not  do  m6re  than  refer  to  the 
Oolony  of  New  Zealand.  In  that 
Colony  there  are  97,000  children  of 
school  age,  and  I  have  here  in  my  hand 
a  list  of  the  number  of  those  children 
attending  classes  strictly  preparatory  to 
admission  to  such  Science  Schools  as 
are  now  under  discussion.  The  Oom- 
mittee  must  bear  in  mindthatthe  number 
— 97,000 — is  the  total  number  of  chil- 
dren of  school  age — that  is  to  say,  under 
15.  Of  that  number,  there  are  2^9,000 
children  attending  drawing  classes,  and 
no  fewer  than  74,000  receive  object 
lessons.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
to  go  into  more  minute  details  than  that 
as  to  the  condition  of  elementary  educa- 
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tion  in  tbat  Colony ;  and  I  believe  it  ie 
not  widely  different  from  that  in  the 
other  Australian  Colonies.    The  whole 
of    the  children  in  those  Colonies  are 
gradually  raised  up  with  the  extended 
knowledge   of  elementary  science.  ^  I 
hare  indicated  my  object  in  bringing 
these  facts  before  the  Committee :  it  is  to 
press  upon  the  Government  the  desira- 
bility of  introducing  the  same  rule  into 
our  primary  schools  here  with  a  view  of 
making  the  money  voted  more  usefully 
spent  by  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment of  the  United  Kingdom.    I  would 
also  urge  upon  the  Government  the  ne- 
oeesity  of  extending  Science  Schools  in 
the   evening,    so    as   to    cover    other 
branches    di    learning.      The  money 
asked  for  under  this  particular  Vote 
includes   the   teaching  of  Art;    but  I 
do  not   see  why   the   evening  classes 
of  this  country,   to  which  mis  Vote 
applies,    should   not    include,    among 
the  other  subjects  with  which  they  deal, 
what  are  commonly  called  literary  sub- 
jects.   There,  again,  I  would  refer  the 
Committee  to  the  action  of  the  Colony 
of  New  Zealand.    In  that  Colony  his- 
tory is  taught  in  the  elementary  schools 
to  nearly  40,000  of  the    pupils,    and 
taking  the  neighbouring  Colony  of  New 
South  Wales  there  are  8,000  children 
out  of  a  population  of  less  than  1,000»000 
attending  classes  on  the  history  of  Aus- 
tralia,   showing   the    minuteness  with 
which  these  subjects  are  taught  in  that 
Colony.    I  may  perhaps  be  told  that  it 
would  be  difficult  for  the  Government 
to  organize  and  carry  out  examinations, 
and    the  general  organization  of    the 
literary  development  of  the  schools  to 
which  this  Vote  applies ;  but  let  me  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  there  is  to  be, 
no  further  off  than  the  day  after  to- 
morrow, an  important  conference  in  the 
Senate  of  the  University  of  Cambridge; 
one  of  the  objects  of  which  is  to  consider 
this  very  point — namely,  what  the  Uni- 
versities may  do  in  the  direction  of  in- 
troducing a  uterary  element  in  the  even- 
ing schools,  such  as  the  study  of  French, 
German,  history,   and  geography.      I 
would  therefore  suggest  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  would  find  the  old  Uni- 
versities not  unwilling  to  co-operate  with 
them  in  a  movement  of  this  kind  for 
extending  the   general  advantages  of 
both  literary  and   scientific  education 
very  widely  to  the  people  by  means  of 
evening  schools,  or  by  means,  as  they 

Mr,  Jamfs  Simrt  ' 


may  fairlv  h»  called^  of ,  continiu^g 
schools.  1  do  not  desire  to  weary  the 
Committee  by  going  over  all  that  might 
be  done  in  the  evening  schools ;  but  I 
will  allude  to  a  matter  more  closely  con- 
nected with  the  Vote  immediately  under 
discussion  —  namely,  the  questioa  of 
evening  technical  schools.  I  have  often 
wondered  why  more  endeavour  has  not 
been  made  by  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment to  start  something  of  tLat  kind. 
Efforts  of  a  j>rivate  nature  have  be«iL 
made  in  various  parts  of  the  conntryy 
and  as  long  as  ai^  effort  is  made  to  pro- 
vide purely  technical  education — ^IspeaJc 
of  technical  education  for  workman. — ^I 
think  it  should  be  xosde  as  cheap  aa  pos- 
sible for  those  who  belong  to  any  par- 
ticular trade ;  but.  at  the  same  time,  a 
higher  fee  dxoula  be  chained  to  those 
who  belong  to  the  trade,  so  that  we  m^ 
avoid  the  great  mistake  we  might  other- 
wise make  of  converting  our  wodoaen 
into  Jacks-of-all-trades,  and  preventiiig 
them  from  concentrating  their  attenuon 
upon  any  one  particular  trade.  But 
there  ought  to  be  no  difficulty  in  en- 
abling a  man  to  study  all  the  branches 
of  a  particular  trade  in  the  workdiops. 
I  believe  that  the  Government,  or  the 
Local  Authorities,  in  oo-oneratiQa  with 
the  working  classes,  would  be  able  to 

Sain  experience  of  what  is  wanted  for 
xe  development  of  the  Science  fi^h^s 
referred  to  in  this  Vote  in  the  directipoi 
of  technical  instruction.  I  forbear  from 
referring  to  the  question  of  local  Col- 
leges, because  that  is  the  subject  whieh 
was  referred  to  to-day  at  Question  time, 
and  I  wiU  not  therefore  trespass  upon 
the  indulgence  of  the  Committee  upon 
it.  But  I  have  one  practical  ^^gy^'ftiijin 
to  make  with  reject  to  the  carryinfl'  on 
of  the  Science  Schools,  and  it  is  thia-*- 
the  head  of  the  Department  ia  aware 
that  means  are  now  being  employed  in 
the  ri^ht  direction  to  provide  examina- 
tions in  chemistry  in  the  Science  Schools. 
If  those  examinations  were  made  of  a 
practical  kind,  instead  of  being  in  book- 
work  and  on  paper,  I  think  that  more 
satisfactory  results  would  be  achioTed. 
Now,  the  whole  of  physical  aoienoe  ia  a 
contest  of  man  upon  the  powers  of  na> 
ture,  and  it  altogether  depends,  not  on 
book  learnings  but  on  actoal  manipula- 
tion; and  every  branch  of  science  we 
conquer  in  education  in  the  matter  of 
bringing  it  within  the  limits  of  maiopu* 
lation  is  a  great  conquest  for  the^weU* 
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llemg  of  education.    Therefore,  I  will 
urge  on  the  GK)yernment  that  the  time  is 
now  come  in  connection  with  what  are 
tunally   called  physics  and  mechanics 
upon    which  a    sufficient    number    of 
experiments  hare  been  taken — the  time 
is  now  come  when  we  ought  to  lay  down, 
more  or  less,  in  connection  with  physics 
and  mechanics,  the  same  requisition  for 
nmnipulation  and  experiment  in  elemen- 
tary work  as  we  have  laid  down  with 
iroeh  advantage  in    chemistry.     With 
regard  to  the  scholarships,  local  exhibi- 
tions, and  prizes,  I  only  wish  to  make 
thia  remark,  that  in  the  Colony  of  New 
Zealand  there    are  no  less   than  111 
^holarships  held  by  boys,  and  52  held 
by  girls,  or  163  in  all;  the  scholarships 
l)ein^  of  the  annual  value  of  £4,995. 
This  is  made  the  means  of  carnring  on 
the  education  of  these  children  n'om  the 
elementary    schools    to    the    advanced 
schools,  or  the  literary  schools,  such  as 
we  dd  not  possess  here.    If  we  were  to 
multiply  these  scholarships  so  as  to  give 
the  number  which  would  be  required  in 
England,  on  the  same  scale,  we  should 
find  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  allocate 
'no  less  than  £250,000  in  England  to 
thai  purpose.    And  in  a  new  country 
like  New  Zealand  there  are  no  endow- 
ments, such  as  there  are  in  such  multi- 
tnde  in  this  country.    The  only  remark 
I  would  make  upon  that  point  is  that 
the  grants  I  have  indicated  in  New 
Zealand  go  directly  and  almost  wholly 
to  the  poorer  classes ;  whereas  the  en- 
dowments of  this  country  are  a  constant 
source  of  trouble,  and  I  do  not  know  by 
Wbat  exact  process,   but,  somehow  or 
-other,  they  have  failed  to  meet  the  re- 
quirements of  the  country.     I  am  sorry 
Aat  I  should  have  detained  the  Com- 
mittee so  long  ,*  and  I  thank  it  for  the 
patience  with  which  it  has  listened  to 
me.    As  this  is  the  onlj  opportimity  we 
have  had  during  the  year  of  dealing  with 
this  matter  at  all,  I  have  endeavoured  to 
4eal  with  some  points  connected  with  it, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  to  keep  as  far 
within  the  bounds  of  a  discussion  upon 
the  absolute  Votes  submitted  to  us  as 
was  possible. 

SiK  HENET  EOSCOE  (Manchester, 
B.) :  Bir,  I  desire  to  offer  a  few  remarks 
upon  this  Vote.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
Incely  to  be  any  opposition  in  the  Oom- 
mittee  to  the  sum  now  asked  for.  I  have 
had  some  experience  in  regard  to  the 
working  of  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 


ment, and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  money 
which  has  been  voted  this  year  for  the 
purpose  of  the  Science  and  Art  instruc- 
tion of  the  country  is  money  well  spent. 
I  entirely  agree  with  the  remarks  that 
have  been  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Shoreditch  (Mr.  James 
Stuart),  The  importance  of  scientific 
and  technical  education  in  this  country 
cannot  be  over-rated ;  and)I  wish  to  point 
out  that  the  Science  and  Art  Department 
is  in  a  position  to  assist  and  carry  out  in 
every  way  the  requirements  of  the  coun- 
try on  this  subject.  My  hon.  Friend  has 
rOTerred  to  the  question  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  practical  examinations  in  Science, 
and  in  that  respect  I  am  entirely  at  one 
with  him.  There  is,  however,  one  im- 
portant matter  to  which  the  Science  and 
Art  Department  has  not  yet  devoted  its 
attention.  It  is  one  which,  I  think, 
deserves  the  attention  of  the  Oommittee 
— namely,  the  question  of  manual  in- 
struction— instruction  in  the  use  of 
tools. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member,  and  also  to  other 
hon.  Members,  that  it  is  not  competent 
to  discuss  generally  the  work  of  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  upon  this 
Vote,  but  only  the  special  sums  asked 
for  in  connection  with  that  Department 
in  regard  to  results,  and  scholarships, 
and  exhibitions. 

Sir  HENBY  EOSCOE :  With  regard 
to  the  special  sums  asked  for  in  the  Vote, 
there  is  an  item  of  £8,600  for  the  results 
of  the  Science  Schools ;  and  it  is  stated 
that  that  sum  is  required  on  account  of 
the  increased  number  of  students  who 
have  come  up  to  the  classes  in  the  past 
year.  I  think  the  Committee  is  to  be 
congratulated  upon  the  amount  of  in- 
creased work  which  has  been  done.  If 
I  am  in  Order,  I  should  like  to  supple- 
ment the  remarks  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Shoreditch  by  reminding 
the  Committee  that  not  only  in  our  Colo- 
nies, but  on  the  Continent  especially,  the 
evidence  obtained  by  the  Koyal  Com- 
mission, of  which  I  had  the  honour  to  be 
a  Member,  and  which  was  presided  over 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Northern  Oxfordshire  (Sir  Bernhard 
Samuelson),  shows  us  very  plainly 
what  may  be  done  by  consolidation. 
I  trust  that  the  Committee  will  pass  the 
Vote  as  the  beginniog  of  a  what-we- 
may  hope  to  get  in  fuU  in  some  f  utu  i  e 
time. 
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Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gatesbead) : 
Sir,  I  wish  to  put  a  Question  to  the 
right  Lon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  upon 
a  subject  on  which  I  asked  a  Question 
a  few  days  ago.  I  presume  I  shall  be 
in  Order,  as  the  Question  has  reference 
to  the  Boholarships.  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  aware,  the  Report  issued 
by  the  Science  and  Art  Department  last 
year  gave  the  number  of  scholarships 
provided  by  the  Department  of  the  value 
of  £50  at  16— of  which  £25  was  given 
by  the  Department  and  £25  contributed 
by  the  locality.  The  elementary  scholar- 
ships amounted  to  the  smaller  sum  of 
£10  each,  of  which  £5  was  given  by  the 
Department  and  £5  contributed  by  the 
locality.  These  amounted  to  116.  Now, 
I  think  that  such  a  number  of  scholar- 
ships are  inadequate  for  the  general  de- 
mands of  the  country,  and  that  it  is  im- 
possible for  them  to  do  much  for  the 
ocienoe  and  Art  education  of  thepeo^de. 
This  is  a  point  which  interests  a  good 
many  persons  in  my  own  locality,  and 
there  is  a  general  impression  that  if  the 
amount  towards  these  scholarships  con- 
tributed by  the  Department  be  some- 
what reduced  in  amount,  and  a  smaller 
amount  contributed  by  the  locality, 
making  the  maximum  limit  of  each 
scholarship,  say,  £lO,  a  much  larger 
number  of  scholarships  might  be  given. 
I  should  therefore  like  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of.  Council  to 
give  the  Committee  some  information 
as  to  whether  the  amount  of  these  scho- 
larships might  not  be  reduced  to  £9  for 
the  Department,  with  a  similar  amount 
from  the  locality.  There  is  one  con- 
dition attached  to  the  higher  grade 
schools  in  which  excellent  education  is 
given  above  that  of  elementary  science, 
and  that  is  the  payment  of  a  small  sum 
— ^I  believe  1#.  a-week.  Now,  I  think 
that  if  children  passing  out  of  elementary 
schools  could  obtain  a  scholarship— say, 
of  the  value  of  £5 — to  enable  tnem  to 
study  in  the  higher  grade  schools,  they 
would  have  the  advantage  of  much 
higher  training.  What  I  ask  is  that 
£10  should  be  the  maximum  amount  of 
each  scholarship ;  and  I  should  like  to* 
know  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Vice  President  whether  it  is  not  pos- 
sible to  reduce  the  amount  now  given, 
so  as  to  give  facilities  for  a  general 
increase  in  the  number  of  scholar- 
ships? 


Mh.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)-. 
There  are  one  or  two  points  in  con- 
nection with  this  Vote  upon  which  I 
should  like  to  dwell,  and  I  hope  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  will  be  able  to  give  some  infor- 
mation in  regard  to  them.  I  want  to 
know  what  have  been  the  oaaaes  whiok 
have  made  the  results  so  much  better  cls 
to  involve  sueU  a  large  additional  Vote^ 
because  we  have  no  particulars  ^aced 
before  us  to  show  ns  why  tills  lai^  in- 
crease in  the  amount  of  the  Vote  dhovld 
have  been  incurred.  I  think  it  is  only 
reasonable  and  proper  that,  when  a 
large  additional  Vote  is  wanted,  we 
should  have  full  informatioa  as  to  the 
improved  results  of  the  last  ezamini^ 
tion  on  which  these  extra  payraonts  are 
made,  and  which  took  plaoe  in  May  Jasi. 
There  are  several  points  in  eonnectioti 
with  this  Vote  upon  which  I  should  like 
to  ask  for  definite  information.  I  do  not 
wish  in  any  way  to  oppose  the  Vote;  bn^ 
on  the  contrary,  I  trust  the  Vote  may  be 
extended  if  it  can  be  made  of  use  to  the 
artisan  classes.  In  the  first  item — ^wfaidi 
is  for  increased  payments  on  results  in 
connection  with  the  Science  Sdiools— the 
iuOTeased  estimate  is  for  £6,800  in  ad- 
dition to  £72,000  voted  last  year.  That 
is  purely  for  the  results  of  Science  teach- 
ing, and  it  shows  an  increase  of  about 
10  per  cent.  Then  I  find  that  the  Vote 
for  Art  teaching  is  increased  by  J£  1,840, 
upon  a  sum  of  £35,000  already  voted, 
showing  an  increase  of  5  per  cent ;  while 
the  additional  Vote  for  scholarshipsylooal 
exhibitions,  and  prizes  amount  to  neariy 
£2,000,  and  show  an  increase  of  nearly 
20  per  cent  upon  the  sum  already  to  ted. 
Therefore,  although  the  results  have  in 
Science  been  only  10  per  oent  better,  and 
in  Art  but  6  per  oent  better,  yet  tiie 
actual  result  of  the  competitiona  has 
been  so  very  much  better  as  to  require 
a  20  per  cent  increase  to  the  prizes,  d^ 
I  think  I  am  entitled  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  what  have 
been  the  actual  results,  and  why  this 
large  additional  amount  is  asked  fbr  Art 
prizes  and  exhibitions,  when  the  results 
in  connection  with  the  Art  schools  have 
been  so  comparatively  small  ?  The  real 
question  at  issue  is,  however,  whether  tiie 
country  is  getting  full  value  for  the  mousy 
Toted ;  and  it  turns  really  on  the  question 
raised  by  the  noble  LOTd  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Baud<^ph 
Churchill)— namely,  whether,  with  ^s 
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ever-mcreasiog  Vote,  we  are  really  doing 
anj  oonaiderable  amount  of  good,  and 
are  educating  our  artizans  in  technical 
and  scientific  knowledge  ?  The  Science 
and  Art  Vote  has  increased  since  1867, 
when  it  stood  at  £64,000,  to  nearlj 
£500,000 — that  is  to  say,  nearly  seven- 
fold in  the  present  year.  What  I  want 
to  know  is,  whether  the  money  voted 
really  goes  to  improve  scientific  and  tech- 
nical education  throughout  the  country. 
I  believe  that  a  great  deal  has  been  done 
during  the  last  30  years,  and  I  speak  with 
some  knowledge  of  the  subject,  I  have 
had  a  great  deal  of  connection  with  it,  but 
I  am  afraid  we  are  not  getting  the  work 
done  so  much  among  the  artizan  classes 
as  we  ought,  and  as  we  want.  There  is 
one  subject  which  I  should  much  like 
to  bring  before  the  Committee— namely, 
the  circulation  of  Art  objects.  I  know 
that  that  is  not  strictly  connected  with 
this  Yote;  but  I  think  it  would  be  re- 
gular to  allude  to  it  in  connection  with 
the  subject  of  Art  education,  seeingthat 
it  is  sdmost  part  and  parcel  of  the  vote. 
The  subject,  however,  we  shall  have  to 
debate  later  on,  when  the  Estimates  for 
the  year  are  laid  before  the  Committee, 
and,  therefore,  I  will  not  further  refer 
to  it  now.  Now,  what  has  been  the 
eSsGt  of  the  payments  by  results  in  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  during  last 
year  ?  The  last  Beport  of  the  Depart- 
ment for  1886  contained  some  remark- 
able statistics,  from  which  I  find  that  only 
4,500  of  the  elementary  day  schools  in 
the  country  out  of  a  total  of  19,000--or 
not  quite  one-fourth — are  receiving 
instruction  in  the  simplest  rudiments 
of  Art,  namely,  first  grade  drawing. 
That  is  to  say,  only  one-fourth  of  our 
dementary  day  schools  receive  even  the 
smallest  homoeopathic  dose  of  Art  edu- 
oation^  The  number  of  children  re- 
ceiving this  instruction  is  only  71,000 
out  of  8,500,000.  I  am  sure  that  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
will  agree  with  me  that,  with  the  keen 
competition  now  ffoing  on  with  foreign 
countries,  it  is  of  the  highest  importance 
that  our  artizan  classes  should  get  real 
instruction  in  what  we  believe  will  be  of 
so  much  benefit  to  them  hereafter.  The 
only  way  in  which  they  can  be  protected 
against  foreign  competition  is  by  having 
the  same  education  that  foreigners  have. 
Are  we  to  be  satisfied,  then,  to  find  that 
only  one  inuseven  of  the  children  in  our 
elementary  schools  is  receiving  even  this 


small  homodopathio  dose  of  Art  instruc- 
tion ?  In  regard  to  the  Art  and  Science 
classes,Ifindthereareonly  150,000  yoimg 
men  and  women  who  are  receiving  any 
education  whatever  in  the  more  advanced 
branches  of  Science  aud  Art,  or  only 
one  in  10  of  those  who  ought  to  be  in 
those  schools.  When  I  refer  to  past 
history  what  do  I  find  ?  I  find  that,  in 
1874,  in  the  Schools  of  Art,  there  were 
24,000  pupils;  and  in  1884  the  number 
had  increased  to  37,000,  or,  roundly 
speaking,  an  increaseof  about  50  percent. 
In  the  Art  classes  in  1874  there  were 
22,000  students,  and  in  1884,  10  years 
afterwards,  there  were  only  24,000,  show- 
ing merely  an  increase  of  2,000  ;  and  yet 
the  Yote  this  year  has  been  increased 
by  a  very  large  sum.  On  referring  to 
the  third  item,  I  find  the  case  even 
worse,  for,  at  the  present  time,  the  total 
number  of  persons  taught  drawing, 
painting,  and  modelling  through  the 
agenq^  of  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment IS  absolutely  fewer  than  it  was  in 
the  year  1882.  The  figures  are  these: 
In  1882  there  were  909,216  pupils 
under  a  course  of  instruction,  and  at 
the  present  time — or,  rather,  at  the  time 
of  the  last  Eeport->the  number  was 
879,000— that  is  to  say,  that  in  spite  of 
the  large  increase  that  has  taken  place 
in  the  amount  of  the  Vote— namely,  be- 
tween £70,000  and  £80,000  in  four  years 
— there  are  absolutely  fewer  pupils  under 
instruction  than  there  were  at  the  be- 
ginning of  this  period.  I  ask  whether 
that  is  a  satisfactory  state  of  things  in 
these  days  of  keen  competition,  and  with 
ever-increasing  Votes  r  If  I  enter  into 
details,  I  find  that  the  results  are  even 
more  unsatisfactory.  One  of  the  sub- 
jects upon  which  we  are  asked  to  sup- 
plement this  Vote  for  technical  edu- 
cation, is  the  teaching  of  agricul- 
ture. Now,  I  take  it  that,  at  the 
present  time,  there  are  millions  of 
persons  employed  at  agriculture  in  this 
country ;  but  how  many  does  the  Com- 
mittee suppose,  a  the  present  moment, 
are  under  instruction  in  practical  agri- 
culture ?  I  venture  to  say  that  there  are 
very  few  indeed.  Under  theoretical  agri- 
culture— that  is  to  say,  chemical  science, 
and  so  on,  in  the  whole  of  the  United 
Eongdom  there  are  only  5,404  persons 
under  such  instruction .  In  Ireland  alone, 
I  am  sure  there  ought  to  be  a  great 
manv  more  than  that  under  agricul- 
tural instruction,  in  order  to  learn  the 
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Art  and  Science  Department  oug^t  to 
extend  its  operations  downward,  as  well 
as  upward.  The  time  has  come,  in  my 
opinion,  when  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment should  give  some  assistance  to 
the  numerous  erening  schools  which 
have  been  started  all  over  the  country 
by  voluntary  support,  for  the  purpose  <rf 
giving  a  simple  teehnical  eduoation  to 
the  cMldren  of  the  poor.  In  tti©  <Sty  of 
London,  at  the  present  time,  there  aM 
84  evening  schools,  entirely  siipported 
by  voluntary  eflPort,  costing  £1,500  a- 
year.  I  happen  to  know  that  consider- 
able difficulty  has  been  experieneed  in 
raising  adequate  funds  for  the  anpport 
of  these  schools,  and  that  some  of  them 
are  likely,  in  consequence,  to  be  given 
up.  Surely  the  schools  in  question  ars 
doing  the  work  which  the  Science  and 
Art  Department  ought  to  do  themselvee, 
for  the  oenefit  of  the  large  class  of  per- 
sons who  are  not  covered  by  the  higher 
Science  and  Art  Schools,  ^e  object  of 
Uiese  schools  is  to  get  hold  of  tte 
children  of  the  poor  as  they  leare  the 
day  school  after  school  age  is  passed, 
and  to  maintain  a  hold  upon  them  daring 
the  next  two  or  three  years  of  their 
lives,  during  which  time  their  charac- 
ter is  undergoing  the  process  of  for- 
mation. The  education  given  in  these 
night  schools  is  largely  technical— that 
is  to  say,  it  is  simple,  manual  training,  so 
as  to  fit  children  for  useful  empIoym^itB 
in  after  life.  When  we  look  at  the  im* 
mense  number  of  persons  in  the  large 
towns  who  are  destitute  of  instruction 
and  totally  unfitted  for  the  ordinaiy 
pursuits  of  life- 


elements  of  the  art  of  better  working  the 
land.  In  machine  drawing,  there  are 
only  14,000  students  under  instruction; 
in  building  construction,  7,600 ;  in  me- 
chanics— ^in  this  great  mechanical  coun- 
try— the  Science  and  Art  Department 
have  only  got  4,200  under  instruction  ;  in 
mining,  H85 ;  in  metallurgy,  523 ;  in  prac- 
tical metallurgy,  only  218.  These  are  the 
number  of  people  who  are  under  instruc- 
tion, not  in  the  higher  grades  of  these 
subjects,  but  only  under  instruction  in 
elementary  knowledge;  and  I  say  empha- 
tically that  this  is  not  a  satisfactory  state 
of  affairs,  considering  that  we  are  at 
the  present  moment  spending  something 
like  £500,000  upon  these  matters. 
No  doubt,  we  have  done  something  in 
the  past ;  but  I  venture  to  think  that 
with  all  our  trouble  we  are  as  yet  only 
entering  on  the  threshold  of  our  battle. 
We  are  not  competing  in  any  way  with 
other  countries.  If  we  refer  to  the 
institutions  for  technical  education  estab- 
lished elsewhere,  we  shall  see  distinctly 
that  we  are  far  behind  in  the  race ;  and 
I  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  to  the  fact  that, 
if  we  are  to  hold  our  own  in  this  great 
contest,  our  object  must  be  to  make  the 
artizan  and  operative  entirely  a  better 
workman  and  artificer,  and  that  unless  we 
do  this,  the  enormous  sums  of  money  we 
are  voting  will  notdothat  amountof  good 
in  the  country  which  they  are  intended 
to  do.  I  am  quite  prepared  to  vote  for 
any  reasonable  increase  in  the  Estimates 
for  the  Science  and  Art  Department; 
because  I  am  sure  the  only  way  in  which 
we  shall  ever  be  able  to  get  our  artizans 
trained  up,  so  as  to  be  able  to  compete 
with  other  nations,  is  by  providing  them 
with  scientific  and  technical  instruction ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  we  must  be  satis- 
fied that  every  shilliog  we  spend  is  used 
in  the  best  possible  way  so  as  to  bring 
home,  in  the  dense  districts  of  our  popu- 
lation in  England,  Ireland,  and  Scot- 
land, that  Science  and  Art,  a  technical 
education,  which  will  tend  to  make  them 
better  workmen,  and  not  merely  spend 
it  upon  one  or  two  huge  Institutions 
which  are  too  much  crowded  already, 
and  which  can  be  alone  of  but  little 
advantage  to  the  country  generally. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire) : 
I  should  also  like  to  say  a  few  words  in 
support  of  the  remarks  which  have 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Islington  (Mr.  Bartley).     I  think  the 

Mr,  Bartley 


The  OHAIBMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  disregarding  the  ruling  which  I  have 
already  laid  down.  It  is  impossible  to 
discuss  the  general  working  of  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  under  this 
Vote;  but  the  discussion  must  be  con- 
fined to  the  special  sums  asked  for. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH :  I  was  afraid 
that  I  was  extending  my  remarks  a 
little  too  far,  in  my  desire  to  call  atten- 
tion to  these  matters.  I  will  not  detain 
the  Oommittee  further  than  to  express  a 
hope  that  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment will  see  its  way  to  enlarge  its 
scope,  so  as  to  become  more  practical 
and  useful  to  the  masses. 

Sir  BERNHARD  SAMUEMOK 
(Oxfordshire,  N.) :  The  demand  now 
made  upon  the  Oonmiitted  is  for  in- 
creased grants  in  connection  with  fbet 
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ject  which  ought  to  be  more  fully  con- 
sidered. 

Mr.  riCTON  (Leiceater) :  The  hon. 
Member  for  Shoreditch  (Mr.  James 
Stuart)  has  stated  that  the  money  we 
are  about  to  vote  has  shown  no  signs  of 
produciug  the  full  value  that  was  ex- 
pected from  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Islington  (Mr.  Bartley)  said,  that 
out  of  so  yast  a  population  in  the  Science 
Classes  we  vote  the  publio  money  to 
support  and  provide  for  so  very  few. 
Both  of  these  observations  point  to  the 
same  defect-*-namely,  that  these  Science 
Classes,  like  a  great  many  other  branches 
of  our  educational  system,  are  detached. 
They  are  not  part  of  an  organic;  whole. 
There  is  no  sufficient  preparation  made 
for  them  in  the  earlier  eaucation  of  the 
children,  nor  have  the  children,  in  their 
earlier  instruction  in  the  schools,  been 
taught  to  look  forward  to  such  instruct* 
tion.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Council  has  only  re- 
cently accepted  his  responsible  Office, 
and  I  trust  that  I  shall  not  be  deemed 
out  of  Order  if  I  suggest  to  him  that  he 
would  very  greatly  benefit  not  only  the 
Science  Classes,  but  also  other  parts  of 
our  educational  system,  if  he  would 
direct  his  attention  to  some  effort  to 
mould  them  into  one  organic  whole.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch  has  spoken 
of  the  number  of  children  receiving 
object  lessons  in  New  Zealand.  I  dare- 
say that  all  the  children  in  our  own 
elementary  schools  receive  object  les- 
sons of  some  sort  or  other;  but  what 
I  should  like  to  see  is  that  the  object 
lessons  are  so  directed  and  so  framed 
that  they  should  gradually  lead  the  chil- 
dren to  the  details  of  scientific  study. 
That  is  the  case  in  Germany,  as  anyone 
•who  will  read  Mr.  Matthew  Arnold's 
Beport  will  see.  The  child  begins  with 
the  ordinary  details  of  life,  and  he  is 
gradually  brought  into  a  knowledge  of 
technical  science.  That  is  what  we  want 
to  see  in  this  country,  and  if  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  will  look  into 
the  matter  he  wUl  do  a  very  great  ser- 
vice to  the  oountiy. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  William  Hakt  Dykb 
(Kent,  Dartf ord) :  I  think  that  the  cause 
for  which  I  make  this  increased  demand 
upon  the  Committee  in  connection  with 
this  Vote  is  of  the  simplest  possible  na- 
ture, and  is  uniform  throughout  the  three 
branches  of  the  increase.    The  increase 


for  reeultfl,  and  for  scholarships,  exhibi- 
tions, and  prizes.  I  should  certainly 
like  to  have  some  information  as  to  the 
actual  results  which  have  been  obtained. 
I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Ishngton  (Mr.  Bartley),  that  the  vote  of 
this  money  would  be  most  valuable,  if 
we  could  be  convinced  that  the  country 
is  getting  results  in  accordance  with  the 
money  spent.  I  have  always,  however, 
entertained  doubts  in  regard  to  that 
pdat.  My  hon.  Friend  has  referred  to 
the  payments  which  have  been  made  for 
instruction  in  agriculture.  May  I 
point  out  that  the  instruction  given  in 
agriculture,  instead  of  being  given  in 
agricultural  towns,  has  not  unfrequently 
been  given  in  large  centres  like  London ; 
and  in  that  way,  I  think,  there  has 
been  a  eonsiderable  misapplication,  in 
many  instances,  of  funds  which  might 
be  used  with  very  considerable  advan- 
tage. Beferenoe  has  also  been  made 
to  the  very  small  number  of  young  per- 
sons educated  in  the  mechanical  sub- 
jects. If  a  comparison  is  made  between 
the  number  of  students  in  these  branches 
and  in  animal  physiology,  a  still  greater 
discrepanpy  will  be  found  to  exist. 
These  payments  by  the  Science  and 
Art  Department  are,  in  a  great  mea- 
sure, made  merely  by  way  of  a  subsidy 
to  the  salaries  of  the  elementary  school- 
masters. So  long  as  that  is  the  case, 
whatever  else  the  result  may  be,  I  main- 
tain that  the  oountry  is  not  receiving 
from  the  funds  the  advantage  which  it 
believes  it  is  receiving.  Hitherto,  in 
these  discussions,  the  question  has  been 
whether  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment should  be  altogether  condemned, 
or  whether  it  should  receive  unqualified 
praise.  In  my  opinion,  neither  of  those 
courses  is  the  proper  course.  What  we 
want  to  see  is  that  we  are  getting 
money's  worth  for  our  money,  and  I 
fear  that,  as  far  as  Science  and  Art 
are  concerned,  we  are  not  getting  the 
value  of  our  money.  I  should  be  glad,, 
indeed,  if  we  were ;  and  I  think  the  ad- 
nnnistration  of  the  Department  requires 
investigation,  so  that  we  may  ascertain 
whether  the  system  of  payment  by  re- 
sults is  altogether  satisfactory,  and  whe- 
ther it  really  secures  the  purpose  for 
which  the  Department  was  originally 
founded — namely,  the  promotion  of  the 
industry  of  the  country.  I  believe  that 
that  is  not  the  case  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, and  I  maintain  that  it  is  a  sub- 
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extends  to  Votes  1 ,  3,  and  6.  In  regard 
to  the  first  sub-head,  the  demand  for  the 
increase  is  owing  to  the  fact  that  a  larger 
number  of  students  have  applied  for  ex- 
amination than  had  been  estimated  by 
the  Department  when  the  Votes  were 
originaUy  framed.  With  regard  to  the 
next  head — namely,  the  Art  Schools,  the 
same  cause  has  operated  to  increase  the 
expenditure — a  far  larger  number  of 
candidates  having  appli^  for  examina- 
tion than  was  counted  on  when  the  Esti- 
mates were  first  framed.  As  in  the 
Science  Schools,  so  also  in  regard  to  the 
Schools  of  Art ;  and  the  Estimates  have 
swollen,  and  swollen  considerably,  not 
only  on  account  of  the  nomber  of  students 
who  have  been  examined,  but  also  on 
account  of  the  excellence  of  their  work. 
I  may  also  say,  in  passing,  that,  in  re- 
gard to  the  estimate  of  the  number  of 
students  likely  to  come  up  for  examina- 
tion, it  is  not  always  an  easy  one  to 
arrive  at.  An  estimate  can  only  be  made 
by  taking  the  existing  number  of  schools, 
and  then  striking  an  average,  and  by 
that  means  endeavouring  to  ascertain 
how  many  are  likely  to  come  up  for  ex- 
amination. As  to  the  third  head,  the 
same  cause  also  operates  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  estimate.  A  larger  number 
of  students  have  succeeded  in  winning 
scholarships,  exhibitions,  and  prizes  than 
was  estimated.  Although  it  is  never  a 
very  pleasant  duty  to  rise  in  this  House 
to  defend  a  Supplementary  Estimate, 
yet  I  think  hon.  Members  will  admit 
that  there  is  a  bright  side  to  the  picture, 
in  the  knowledge  that  the  increase  in 
our  demands  is  occasioned  by  the  suc- 
cess of  the  students  who  have  been  ex- 
amined. I  must  say  that  I  take  a  most 
sanguine  view  of  the  results  of  the  work- 
ing of  the  Science  and  Art  Department. 
While  I  was  prepared  for  some  dis- 
cussion in  regard  to  these  three  items 
which  appear  in  the  Vote,  I  hope  I  may 
be  excused  from  going  closely  into  these 
questions,  because  they  are  matters  in- 
volving technical  details  and  considerable 
responsibility  to  myself  and  the  Depart- 
ment with  which  I  have  so  very  recently 
become  connected.  With  regard  to  the 
chief  points  of  the  discussion,  I  may  say 
generally  that  no  one  is  more  aware 
than  I  am  of  the  growing  feeling  that 
exists  in  favour  of  technical  education. 
In  fact,  it  is  no  Party  question.  I  do  not 
think  at  this  moment  it  is  possible  to  hit 
on  a  question  on  which  there  is  greater 

Sir  William  Hart  Dyke 


unanimity  than  in  regard  to  this  matter 
of  technical  education.  The  question, 
however,  is  one  of  great  difficoliy.  How 
difficult  it  is  I  may  point  out  by  an  iiioi* 
dent  which  happened  thia  evening  in 
reference  to  a  Question  which  was  put 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Manches- 
ter (Sir  Henry  Boscoe)  as  to  the  accom- 
modation at  South  Kensington.  That 
is  a  very  important  question,  and  a  very 
old  question.  I  think  it  is  something 
like  30  years  since  a  promise  was  made 
that  there  should  be  an  addition  to  the 
buildings  at  South  Kenaing^n.  The 
answer  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to-night 
was  that  there  is  not  a  Buperflnitj  oi 
money  in  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  at 
this  moment  to  enable  him  to  take  a 
sanguine  view  of  the  matter.  The  ques- 
tion is  not  only  a  very  large  one  as  regards 
finance,  but  it  is  somewhat  fallaeions  to 
argue  it,  as  was  done  by  the  late  Mr. 
Forster  in  introducing  the  EdocatioB 
Bill — ^namely,  that  it  would  only  eost  so 
much  to  carry  into  efiBect  any  particu- 
lar scheme  concerning  the  question  of 
technical  education.  It  is  t«7  easy 
to  ui^e  that  a  scheme  may  be  launched 
on  this  great  subject;  but  vriuit  Her 
Majesty's  Treasury  have  to  donsider, 
and  what  I  am  bound  also  to  consider 
is,  not  what  such  a  scheme  might  east 
this  year,  but  what  the  ultimate  resolt 
of  such  a  scheme  may  be  if  it  becomes 
popular  in  the  country  and  is  carried  to 
a  successful  issue.  I  will  only  point  out 
now  what  an  enormous  sum  we  are  pay- 
ing for  national  education  in  oompaiison 
with  the  amount  we  started  with  origin- 
ally in  1857.  The  hon.  Member  has 
alluded  specifically  to   the    contracted 

?osition  OI  affairs  in  South  Kensington, 
have  entered  on  the  task  whidi  lies 
before  me  with  no  prejudice  in  favour  ef 
any  Department.  I  am  one  of  those 
who  have  always  beliered  in  adi^ting  a 
department  to  the  wants  and  ciream- 
stances  of  the  age.  An  hon.  Member 
opposite  has  mentioned  the  desirability 
of  mquiring  now  as  to  whether  we  should 
not  adapt  South  Kensigton  so  as  to 
render  it  more  able  to  cope  with  the  new 
questions  of  technical  education  which 
are  rising  among  us.  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  not  only  look  at  the  question 
without  prejudice,  but  with  an  honest 
and  sincere  desire,  if  possible,  by  inquiiy 
or  otherwise  to  adapt  not  only  the  build- 
ing  but    the    Department    at    South 
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Kensbgton  more  and  more  to  the  oir- 
eumstanoes  of  the  age,  and  specifically 
in  regard  to  the  great  advantages  of 
teehnioal  education.  The  hon.  Member 
for  G^ateshead  (Mr.  W.  H.  James)  has 
Buggeated,  in  reference  to  the  soholar- 
Bhips,  that  it  would  be  advisable  to 
reduce  the  sums  now  given  by  the 
Department  in  connection  with  scholar- 
iBhips.  The  hon.  Member  ia  aware  that 
the  enms  now  given  are  allocated  by  the 
J>epartment  for  three  years— namely,  £4 
in  the  first  year,  £7  in  the  second,  and 
£10  in  the  third.  Therefore,  with  the 
local  oontributioD,  a  scholarship  is  worth 
£9  in  the  first  year,  £12  in  the  seoood, 
and  £16  in  the  third.  My  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member,  when  he  asks  if  it  is  not 
desirable  to  reduce  the  sum  given  to 
these  scholarships,  is  that  if  you  reduce 
it  to  a  small  amount  you  would  entirely 
destroy  the  present  scope  of  the  grants. 
At  present  they  are  made  to  apply  not 
only  to  education,  but  to  maintenance. 
No  one  would  be  more  glad  to  see  them 
increase  than  I  should,  if  I  had  the 
means ;  but  if  you  reduce  them  to  very 
ssdmII  sums  they  will  not  answer  the 
pvrpose  for  which  they  are  intended; 
and,  therefore,  I  cannot  give  any  promise 
to  reduce  the  sums,  because  I  think  that 
if  that  were  done  the  effect  would  be  to 
destroy  their  scope  and  object.  I  am 
aware  that  I  have  not  dealt  with  all 
the  questions  which  have  been  raised  in 
the  course  of  this  discussion,  especially 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Shoreditoh 
(Mr.  Jamee  Stuart),  who  urged  the  great 
importance  of  elementary  education  qua 
Science  instruction  in  the  schools.  The 
point  of  the  hon.  Member  is,  that  at 
present  there  are  children  in  the 
elementary  schools  who  are  not  in  a  fit 
condition  to  understand  or  appreciate 
scientific  instruction.  The  hon.  Member 
farther  urges  that  the  children  should 
be  admitted  into  night  schools,  and  that 
there  should  be  adequate  instruction  on 
special  subjects  in  addition  to  the  Stan- 
dards. [Mr.  James  Stuart:  That  was 
part  of  the  suggeslaon  I  made.]  I  do 
not  think  that  it  would  be  possible  to 
relinquish  the  Standards  altogether.  In 
conclusion  I  hope  hon.  Members  will 
understand  why  it  is  that  I  have  not 
dealt  more  specifically  with  some  of  the 
questions  which  have  been  raised.  I 
would  again  urge  this  Vote  upon  the  at* 
tentioa  of  the  O^mmittee  on  the  groimd 


that  the  increase  has  been  caused  by  an 
unlooked-for  success. 

Mk.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side):  I  should  not  have  thought  it 
necessary  to  say  anything  to  supplement 
the  remarks  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  remarks  which  fell  from 
the  hon.  Oentleman  who  spoke  before 
him  (Mr.  Picton)  in  reference  to  this 
Vote.  The  sum  asked  for  is  £  10,600  in 
excess  of  the  amount  asked  for  last  year, 
and  it  is  the  result  of  the  automatic  in« 
crease  in  which  every  Member  who 
has  spoken  ought  to  rejoice.  One  hon. 
Member,  however,  seems  to  think 
that  the  iocrease  has  only  been  in  the 
Vote  and  not  in  the  absolute  results 
obtained. 

Mr.  BABTLEY  :  What  I  stated  was, 
that  the  same  relative  increase  in  re- 
sults had  not  been  obtained  as  compared 
with  the  increase  of  the  cost,  and  I 
showed  that  the  number  of  students 
taught  drawing,  painting,  and  model- 
ling throu^  the  agency  of  the  Science 
and  Art  I)epartment  since  1882  has 
fallen  off. 

Mb.  MXJNDELLA  :  I  presume  that 
the  recent  transfer  of  some  of  the  ele- 
mentary teaching  to  the  Education  De- 
Eartment  accounts  for  the  difference; 
ut  I  still  maintain  that  the  increase 
has  been  large  and  very  rapid.  Anyone 
who  knows  anything  of  the  work  going 
on  now  in  the  coimtry  in  connection  with 
the  Science  and  Art  Department  must 
admit  that  there  neyer  was  so  much 
work — and  never  as  good  work— as 
is  being  doiie  at  this  moment.  In 
1875  the  total  number  of  pupils,  includ- 
ing the  Science  and  Art  Elementary 
Schools  in  every  branch  of  art  instruc- 
tion, was  444,000,  while  in  1885  the 
number  had  increased  to  883,000,  or 
nearly  double.  There  may  have  been  a 
slight  diminution  in  the  Art  classes ;  but 
the  hon.  Gentleman  knows  the  ad- 
vantage of  transferring  the  Art  classes 
to  Art  Schools,  and  there  has  been  a 
large  increase  of  Art  Schools,  and  the 
work  is  very  much  better  done  in  the 
Art  Schools  than  in  the  Art  Glasses.  I  am 
quite  sure  that  it  is  the  desire  of  the 
Committee  that  this  work  should  extend 
to  children  in  our  elementary  schools. 
Everyone  above  the  infant  schools  should 
be  taught  drawing,  which  is  an  essential 
part  of   an   industrial  education.    No 
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greater  mistako  can  be  made  tkan  not 
to  make  the  teaohing  of  drawing  obliga- 
tory. I  hope  the  time  is  not  far  distant 
when  tre  shall  make  drawing — the  use 
of  the  pencil  for  indnstrial  purposes,  not 
for  art  purposes— necessary  in  all  our 
schools.  It  is  a  deplorable  thing  to  go 
from  school  to  school  in  Germany  and 
see  the  wonderful  facility  every  German 
child  possesses  in  the  use  of  the  pencil, 
and  then  to  come  to  Euglish  schools, 
some  of  the  best  in  the  country,  and  to 
find  that  becauee  the  teacher  is  not  paid 
sufficiently  well,  or  because  he  has  not 
been  sufficiently  well  initruoted  himself 
to  be  able  to  teach  the  children,  nearly 
one-fourth,  certainly  much  less  than  one- 
sixdi,  of  the  children  in  the  elementary 
schools  at  present  receive  no  instruction 
whatever  in  drawing.  What,  after  all, 
such  a  change  means  is  increased  ex- 
penditure— a  swelling  of  the  Vote  for 
the  Science  and  Art  Department.  Large 
as  the  Estimates  are  as  compared  with 
25  or  80  years  ago,  and  as  compared 
with  the  small  grant  Sir  Henry  Oole  ob- 
tained from  this  House  for  the  good 
work  of  art  instruction,  as  contrasted 
with  the  grants  in  other  countries  simi- 
larly situated  to  ourselves,  our  Estimates 
are  a  disgprace  to  ns.  What  is  the  whole 
expenditure  on  education  in  England  ? 
It  IS  less  than  5  per  cent  of  the  whole 
expenditure  of  the  country;  whereas 
there  are  some  countries  whose  expenses 
for  education  form  one*third  of  their 
whole  expenditure.  [An  hon.  Msmber  : 
Where  ?!  In  Switzerland  it  is  more  than 
one-thira,  I  believe,  while  in  this  country 
in  1887,  the  Science  and  Art  Expenditure 
only  reaches  £129,000— a  sum  hardly 
more  than  two  or  three  institutions  on 
the  Oontinent  expend  annually.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  expenditure  at  Oharlot- 
tenburg,  AixJa-Ohapelle,  and  Zurich  is 
quite  as  much  on  Science  and  Art  as  we 
spend  altogether  in  this  country.  If 
any  hon.  Member  thinks  that  this  money 
is  wasted  I  should  like  him  to  visit  a 
few  of  our  own  schools,  such  as  that  at 
Bradford,  the  school  in  the  little  town 
of  Keighley,  and  the  Central  School  in 
Manchester.  In  Manchester,  one  out  of 
65  of  the  population  is  receiving  a  grant 
from  the  Science  and  Art  Department ; 
whereas  in  the  Metropolis  only  one  in 
1,000  is  receiving  it.  London  is  a  long 
way  behind  many  of  the  towns  in  the 
North  of  England,  and  compares  very 
unfavourably  in  the  cause  of  education. 
J£r.  Mundetta 


The  hon.  Member  for  ShoreditA  (Mr. 
James  Stuart]  called  attention  to  the 
case  of  New  2^aland.  Yes;  but  we 
cannot  hope  to  compare  with  our  Oolo* 
nies,  if  we  are  to  confine  our  expendi- 
ture to  such  modest  sums  as  we  have 
here.  The  money  voted  in  New  Zealand 
goes  to  the  whole  of  the  children,  and 
all  classes  go  to  the  same  schools.  There 
are  graded  schools,  and  from  top  to 
bottom  all  of  them  are  free  schoob,  the 
expenses  being  paid  by  the  State.  My 
hon.  fVtend  the  Member  for  North 
Oxfordshire  (Sir  Bemhard  Samuehon) 
said  he  thou^t  tiiat  some  of  otir  Sdenoe 
teadiing  is  given  in  a  wrong  manner, 
and  in  wrong  places.  I  must  remind 
him,  that  when  he  speaks  of  agticniture 
being  taught  fn  large  towns,  he  is  la*^ 
bounng  under  a  considerable  error.  I 
remember  when  I  was  at  the  Committee 
of  Oounoil,  that  we  made  a  rule  fis- 
tinotly  against  such  teadiing  m  Qie 
large  towns;  and  that  the  grants  have 
been  cut  off  wherever  ttiere  has  been 
agricultural  teaching  in  large  centres. 
There  have  been  complaints  upon  this 
matter  at  various  times.  I  remember 
that  at  Cambridge  it  was  stated — "We 
have  people  coming  in  from  the  loctdi^ 
who  are  entitled  to  be  taught  agricm- 
ture,  because  Oambridge,  af^  all^  is  an 
agricultural  centre."  I  do  not  think, 
alter  all,  that  anything  could  be  mord 
judiciously  appfied  than  money  grven  in 
this  way.  I  have  spoken  upon  the  subr 
jeet  with  my  right  hon.  IViend  the  Se- 
cretary for  the  Oolonies  (Sir  Henry 
Holland),  who  administered  the  Depart- 
ment with  so  much  ability  during  the 
time  it  was  under  his  control,  and  he 
knows  that  there  is  no  Department  of 
the  State  at  this  moment  where  every 
farthing  is  so  closely  and  car^uSy 
looked  after  as  in  the  Science  and  Art 
Department  at  South  Kensington.  No 
doubt,  the  Treasury  thinks  tbat  it  can 
govern  the  world,  and  that  it  knows 
everything  in  connection  with  these 
matters  a  great  deal  better  than  fitd 
Minister  of  Education  or  anybody  ebe; 
but  all  its  business  is  to  keep  down  die 
expenditure.  I  believe  there  will  bono 
real  good  done  in  this  matter,  and  no 
really  good  government  of  the  country, 
until  the  expenditure  upon  education  is 
largely  increased.  I  am  afraid  T  ^n 
now  going  into  general  questions ;  but 
when  the  next  opportunity  ^torites  I 
shall  have  to  speak  much  more  strongly 
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oathja  ^aegtion  of  education*  AU  I 
can  Bay  now  is  that  I  rejoice  ia  the  in- 
crease of  this  Vote.  I  hope  the  Com- 
mittee will  grant  it  without  demur ;  and 
I  also  hope  that  the  Vote  will  go  on 
annually  increasing. 

Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan) :  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  allow  me  to  say  a 
few  words  on  this  suhject  before  we 
pass  away  from  it.  I  trust  that  no  one 
^ill  think  that  Members  on  the  Minis* 
tonal  side  of  the  House  regard  a  Yote 
of  this  aharacter  with  any  grudging 
spirit.  If  any  hoa.  Member  does,  he 
greatly  mii^udges  the  sentiments  of 
mose  who  sit  near  me.  On  the  con- 
trary, we  are  of  opinion  that  the  Vote 
is  one  of  the  highest  importaooe,  and 
that  the  increased  attention  of  the 
country  ought  to  be  directed  both  to 
scientific  and  technical  education.  In 
reference  to  what  has  been  stated  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Bright- 
fiide  Division  of  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mun* 
deQa)  with  regard  to  drawing,  I  sin- 
cerely hope  that  drawing  will  be  taught 
to  every  child  in  the  country,  whatever 
may  be  the  class  to  which  he  belongs 
or  the  nature  of  the  instruction  given. 
I  might  probably  be  departing  from  the 
rule  which  has  been  laid  down  iu  regard 
to  this  discussion  if  I  were  to  enlarge 
upon  this  subject ;  but  I  think  I  am  en- 
titled to  say  that  every  quality  which  a 
citizeu  ought  to  have  may  be  produced 
by  teaching  the  child  drawing.  It  teaches 
him  acouracyi  skill,  application,  and 
knowledge  of  form,  all  of  which  must 
he  of  service  to  him  in  his  future  career. 
In  regard  to  evening  schools,  there  is 
no  subject  more  important.  If  we 
could  secure  the  establishment  of  well- 
arranged  evening  schools,  I  am  satis- 
ded  thioit  great  advantage  would  arise ; 
but  if  sucL  schools  are  conducted  in  a 
loose  manner,  and  the  instruction  is  not 
complete,  then  our  efforts  would  pro- 
bably be  wasted,  and  disappointment 
would  result.  With  regard  to  the  large 
sums  spent  in  technical  education  in 
foreign  countries,  as  compared  with  that 
which  is  spent  in  our  own,  it  must  be 
remembered  that  foreign  countries,  for 
the  most  part,  have  their  education 
based  on  public  grants  ^  whereas,  in  this 
country,  we  have  not  only  public  grants, 
but  school  fees,  which  amount  to  a  large 
sum,  paid  by  the  parents;  local  endow- 
ments, benefactions  bequeathed  by  our 
fprefathere ,  and  also  magnificent  insti- 


tutions which  are  suf^orted  by  volun- 
tary subscriptions.  Taking  these  ad* 
ditional  sources  of  income  into  con- 
sideration, I  believe  that  if  we  draw  a 
comparison  between  the  public  grants 
of  foreign  countries  and  the  four  items 
of  income  I  have  mentioned^  we  should 
find  that  our  expenditure  for  education 
is  equal  to  that  of  foreign  ooimtries/ 
and  not  so  inferior  to  them  aa  some 
persons  may  infer.  I  rose  to  make 
these  few  remarks^  because  hon.  Mem* 
hers  on  this  side  have  taken  very  little 
part  in  the  discussion,  and  I  thought  it 
would  not  be  right  that  there  should  be 
any  misapprehension  as  to  their  views. 
I  only  wish  to  add  my  complete  con- 
currence with  those  who  w^come  Uiw 
grant  without  grudging  it,  and  who 
rejoice  at  the  increase  it  displays  year 
after  year. 

Ma.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.)  :  I 
wish  to  make  an  observation  in  connec- 
tion with  the  items  showing  an  increase 
in  the  payments  for  results.  I  think  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  is  about 
the  best  advertised  Department  in  the 
State.  We  have  the  contractors  of  that 
Department  advertising  various  things 
in  connection  with  it,  and  also  bringing 
their  own  personality  before  the  public. 
Colonel  Donnelly,  the  director,  has  re- 
cently issued  a  circular  containing  cer- 
tain paragraphs  which  are  not  only 
vague  but  contradictory  in  terms.  The 
object  of  the  circular  appears  to  be  to 
lower  the  salaries  of  the  teachers  to 
prevent  the  same  satisfactory  results 
from  being  obtained  as  hitherto,  and  to 
bring  upon  the  teachers  a  loss  of  repu- 
tation. In  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
circular  we  are  told  that  the  work,  in 
order  to  be^  satisfactory,  should  be  well 
executed  from  examples  of  a  good  work 
in  the  section  of  study  through  which 
the  student  is  passing. 

Thb  CHAIBMAN:  That  circular 
refers  to  the  Estimate  of  next  year,  and 
does  not  refer  to  the  expenditure  of  the 
current  year  in  respect  of  which  this 
Supplementary  Estimate  is  presented. 

Mb.  CONWAY:  Is  not  the  principle 
of  the  circular  open  to  observation? 
The  circular  itself  states  that  the  pupils 
are  to  send  in  the  results  of  their  studies 
before  May. 

Thb  CHAXEMAN:  It  would  be  quite 
irregular  to  discuss  the  expenditure  of 
next  year  in  connection  with  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  for  this  year. 
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Mb.  CONWAY :  Has  not  tbis  money 
to  be  voted  f 

Thb  GHAIEMAN:  It  lias  already 
been  spent. 

Dk.  tanner  (Oork,  Mid) :  In  rising 
to  say  a  few  words  aboat  the  Vote,  I  do 
not  wisb  it  for  an  instant  to  be  under- 
stood that  I  desire  in  any  sense  to  object 
to  any  item  which  may  be  brought  for- 
ward in  any  of  tbe  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates about  to  be  placed  before  the 
Oommittee,  and  especially  in  reMrd  to 
this  Estimate.  On  the  contrary,  i  think 
that  this  important  Department  of 
Sotenoe  and  ^t  ought  to  receive  the 
fullest  attention,  and  that  it  should  be 
thoroughly  looked  into  by  the  Com- 
mittee ;  but  I  think  it  has  been  clearly 
shown  by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Brightside  Diyision  of 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella)  that  there  are 
many  points  in  connection  with  this  Esti- 
mate for  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment which  might  be  rectified  for  the 
great  benefit  of  the  country;  and  notably 
in  connection  with  the  question  of  free- 
hand drawing,  which  does  not  appear  to 
have  received  that  amount  of  deliberate 
attention  which  its  importance  deserves. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  showed  that 
in  other  countries,  where  it  has  received 
adequate  attention,  very  good  results 
have  been  produced.  Now,  I  happen 
to  know  something  about  the  German 
schools,  having  been  brought  up  in  some 
of  them,  and  I  know  personally  the 
great  importance  which  is  attached  to 
this  subject  by  the  Government  of  Ger- 
many— a  Government  which  is  obsequi- 
ously followed  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  many  other  departments-^ 
notably,  that  of  war.  It  is  very  well 
known  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  largely  attempted  to  carry  out  the 
German  methods  of  education  in  connec- 
tion with  the  war  department ;  and  if 
they  desire  to  carry  it  out  successfully  in 
oonnectiott  with  that  all-important  De- 
partment of  Science  and  Art,  it  will  be 
necessary  for  us  to  take  steps  for  securing 
adequate  instruction  in  our  sdiools  in 
free-hand  drawing.  The  original  Esti- 
mate for  the  Department,  which  has 
already  been  passed,  was  £104,000,  and 
a  sum  of  £10,500  is  now  required  in 
addition.  In  the  South  of  Ireland — in 
the  city  to  which  I  am  proud  to  belong — 
namely,  the  City  of  Cork— a  native  of 
which  built  the  House  in  which  we  are 
now  assembled,  and  adorned  the  cor- 


ridors through  which  we  pass — the  Buh- 
ject  of  Science  and  Art  nas  been  etn^ 
ously  neglected  by  the  Department.  It 
was  not  until  a  native  or  the  City  of 
Cork— Mr.  Crawford — put  hie  hand  into 
his  own  pocket 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  confine  his  observations  to  the 
sums  specifically  asked  for  in  this  Sup* 
piementary  Estimate. 

Db.  tanner  :  I  apprehend  that  a 
portion  of  the  sum  has  been  used  in 
connection  with  the  buildings  which  hav^ 
been  erected  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
instruction  in  Science  and  Artque^ons. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN :  It  is  obvious  that 
no  portion  of  this  Vote  has  been  used  in 
that  way,  seeing  that  it  is  simpYy  for 
payment  for  results. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Then,  I  witt  pM« 
from  that  point  and  come  to  another  one. 
I  always  have  paid  the  greatest  posttble 
deference  to  any  opinion  yon  may  ex- 
press, and  I  desire  to  confine  myself,  ss 
much  as  possible,  to  the  Yote  wh^  is 
now  brought  under  our  consid^ra^oii.  As 
an  Irish  Protestant,  and  as  an  Xrish  Pro- 
testant Member  of  a  Party  which  is 
mainly  Catholic  in  Ireland,  I  desire  to 
call  attention  to  two  institutions  which 
are  doing  admirable  work  in  the  promo- 
tion of  Science  and  Art — naomy,  the 
Artane  School,  in  Dublin,  andtheCSir»- 
tian  Brothers'  School  at  Cork.  Notwith- 
standing the  attention  paid  to  Sdenee 
and  Art  in  those  schools,  they  get  no 
payment  for  results;  and  they  are  doing, 
practically  speaking,  the  work  that  cmgfai 
to  be  done  by  this  Department.  If  &e 
GK)vemment  desire  to  act  in  a  right 
manner,  and  in  a  generous  spirit,  It^ik 
they  ought  to  tc^e  these  instxtutions 
into  account ;  and  grant  some  portion  of 
this  money  to  institations  such  as  these^ 
which  are  trying  to  do  a  good,  usefol, 
and  noble  work,  so  as  to  aid  them  in 
promoting  the  welfare  of  Ireland,  and, 
in  so  doing,  to  promote  the  welfare  of 
Oreat  Britain  and  the  country  generally. 

Me.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.): 
I  have  had  some  connection  with  load 
schools,  in  which  an  attempt  has  been 
made,  as  far  as  possible,  to  develop,  fbr 
the  sake  of  the  people  in  the  distaricft, 
some  practical  knowledge  of  agriculture 
— that  being,  of  course,  the  great  in- 
dustry of  Ireland.  Agricultore  repre- 
sents in  Ireland  exactly  that  ti%ich,  hi 
your  technical  schools,  yon  are  seeking 
to  develop  here ;  and  if  some  teaching 
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were  ffhren  in  Ireland  in  reference  to 
agricmture,  it  would  represent  in  that 
oonntry  the  manual  instruction  you 
desire  to  extend  to  the  artizans  of  this 
country.  I  have  endeavoured  to  ascer- 
tain how  much  of  the  public  money  is 
devoted  to  agriculture,  and  the  teaching 
in  the  board  schools  of  Ireland ;  and  I 
find  that  it  does  not  reach  the  sum  of 
£5,000 — the  gross  vote  being  somewhere 
about  £10,000,  and  the  return  in  the 
shwe  of  money  received  from  the  pupils 
ana  from  the  schools  amounting  to  some- 
thing over  £5,000  ;  so  that  the  great  in- 
dustry of  an  entire  country,  on  the  pros- 
perity of  which  it  has  to  depend,  is 
actually  starving.  In  any  further  deal- 
ing with  the  extension  of  technical 
schools,  I  would  ask  the  President  of 
the  Council  to  endeavour  to  make  up 
for  this  great  deficiency  in  Ireland.  I 
believe  that  probably  a  great  amount  of 
the  deficiency  hitherto  found  to  exist  in 
the  successful  management  of  farms  in 
Ireland  arises  from  the  continual  neglect 
of  the  technical  education  of  the  people 
who  have  to  depend  upon  them.  I  would 
therefore,  ask  liie  Vice  President  of  the 
Oooiunl,  if  it  is  not  possible  to  extend  in 
some  way,  in  the  same  manner  where 
a  desire  has  been  expressed  to  extend 
technical  education  in  this  country,  as- 
sistance to  Ireland  in  the  shape  of  prac- 
tical instruction  in  agriculture, 

Mr.  BAETLEY  :  I  will  only  detain 
the  Oommittee  for  one  moment.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Brightside 
Division  of  Sheffield  seems  to  question 
the  statement  I  made  concerning  the 
reduction  of  the  number  of  students 
taught  Art  during  the  last  few  years.  I 
have  here  the  i^tums  of  the  Depart- 
ment ;  and  I  find  that  the  grand  total  of 
persons  taught  drawing,  painting,  and 
modelling  through  the  agency  of  the  De- 
partment was,  in  1882, 909,216 ;  in  1883, 
843,135  ;  in  1884,  851,805;  and  in  1885,' 
879,000.  Therefore,  I  was  strictly  accu- 
rate when  I  stated  that  since  the  year 
1882  there  has  been  a  decrease  of  the 
number  of  pupils  under  instruction.  The 
point  I  complain  of  is,  that,  although  the 
grants  are  Lstrger,  the  number  of  pupils 
taught  has  been  absolutely  less. 

Mb.  SOLATEB- BOOTH  (Hants,, 
N.,  Basingstoke) :  I  fall  to  see  why  it 
is  that  the  Oommittee  is  asked  to  go 
into  these  questicms  of  education  at  this 
moment.  I  think  it  would  have  been 
better  if  the  discuseion  had  been  post- 


poned until  the  Education  Estimates  for 
the  year  are  brought  forward  soon  after 
Easter.  It  does  not  appear  that  the 
Vote  now  before  the  Committee,  although 
not  unimportant  in  amount,  is  anything 
more  than  the  excess  inciured  over  the 
original  Estimate;  and  the  House  of 
Oommons  possesses  machinery  by  means 
of  which  the  excesses  on  the  Votes  can 
be  commented  on  and  discussed.  It  will 
be  the  duty  of  the  Controller  and  Auditor 
General,  and  of  the  Committee  on  Public 
Accounts,  to  present  a  Eeport  upon  them ; 
and  the  proper  opportunity  will  then 
arise  for  discussing  them.  It  would  be 
improper,  by  taking  the  discussion  upon 
a  Supplementary  Estimate,  to  withdraw 
the  excesses  from  the  Controller  and 
Auditor  General,  and  the  Committee  on 
Public  Accounts;  and  such  a  practice 
would,  in  my  opinion,  be  most  unfortu-* 
nate.  It  would  cause  the  House  to  discuss 
the  same  subject  twice  over;  whereas 
once  is  quite  sufficient  in  the  same  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament ;  and  it  would  inter- 
fere  with  the  proper  method  by  which 
excesses  of  expenditure  on  the  part  of  a 
Department  are  brought  home  to  the 
Treasury  and  the  House.  I  have  often 
made  this  observation  before,  and  suc- 
cessive Secretaries  of  the  Treasury  have 
agreed  with  me  in  principle,  but  have 
conveniently  fc^got  it  when  it  was  con- 
sidered desirable  to  revert  to  the  old 
practice  in  order  to  shield  themselves  by 
the  action  of  a  Supplementary  Estimate 
from  the  ordinary  consequence  -of  an 
excess 

SmJOHN  LUBBOCK  (University 
of  London) :  I  think  it  would  be  an  un- 
fortunate and  a  retrograde  step  if  the 
Department  were  to  adopt  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down.  Whenever  the  De- 
partments find  that  the  Estimates  are 
likely  to  be  exceeded,  it  is  their  duty 
to  come  to  Parliament  for  a  Supple- 
mentary Vote.  These  Supplementary 
Estimates  are  for  expenditure  which  is 
being  actually  incurred  in  the  current 
year;  excesses  over  the  amounts  over 
and  above  the  Votes.  Now,  if  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  are  not  presented, 
the  result  would  be  to  withdraw  that 
expenditure  from  the  cognizance  of 
Parliament.  The  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee, to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  referred,  has  always  been 
anxious  to  keep  down  excesses — that  is 
to  say,  expenditure  above  both  the  £s- 
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titnate  and  the  Supplementary  Estimate 
— as  much  as  possible ;  and  last  year,  I 
am  happy  to  say,  that  object  was  at- 
tained, and  there  were  no  excesses. 
The  discussion,  though  interesting,  has 
travelled,  perhaps,  rather  beyond  the 
Vote,  into  a  general  discussion ;  and  I 
will  not  contribute  further  to  it  than  to 
make  one  remark  on  the  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Yice  President  of 
the  Council — namely,  that  I  hope  he 
will  not  look  merely  to  the  expenditure 
which  any  given  change  may  involve, 
but  rather  to  the  result  which  it  is  likely 
to  attain,  and  the  advantage  which  the 
country  will  derive  from  the  expendi- 
ture. 

Mb.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.) :  So  far 
as  this  matter  of  Science  and  Art  in- 
struction is  concerned,  I  dare  say  the 
Committee  has  made  up  its  mind ;  but 
there  is  one  point  on  which  I  think  we 
ought  to  have  a  little  more  information 
than  is  contained  in  the  Paper  on  which 
the  Estimate  is  printed.  I  have  taken  a 
good  deal  of  interest  in  Science  and  Art 
so  far  as  the  institution  in  the  City  of 
Cork,  of  which  city  I  am  an  inhabitant,  is 
concerned;  and  I  am  not  aware  that  any 
portion  of  this  money  has,  either  directly 
or  indirectly,  been  used  in  subsidizing 
that  institution.  It  is  kept  up  by  a 
private  tax,  which  amounts  to  la.  in  the 
pound,  by  private  donations,  and  by 
private  bequests.  The  institution  itself 
is  very  flourishing  and  thriving ;  and  I 
must  say  that  the  details  given  in  this 
Vote  are  so  vague  and  ambiguous  as  to 
lead  me  to  believe  that  not  a  single 
penny  of  the  money  TOted  by  this  House 
goes  to  the  support  of  that  institution, 
which  is  found  to  be  of  such  value  and 
use  in  the  City  of  Cork.  I  dare  say  the 
same  remark  may  apply  to  similar  insti- 
tutions in  other  towns  and  cities  in  Ire- 
land. I  have  no  objection  to  a  reason- 
able expenditure  of  public  money  in  this 
direction;  but  I  should  like  to  have  a 
little  more  information  upon  matters  of 
detail.  I  should  certainly  like  to  receive 
some  information  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  or  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  that  my  native  city  is  not 
altogether  overlooked  or  ignored  as  far 
as  the  application  of  this  money  is  con- 
cerned. 

Mb.  p.  McDonald  (Sligo,  N.)  :  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Done- 
gal (Mr.  O'Hea)  has  spoken  of  the  action 
of  the  Department  of  Science  and  Art  in 
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conneoiion  with  tfxe  institotioiiibr  Scieaoe 
and  Art  in  Cork.    I  wish,  in  following 
him,  to  speak  of  its  action  in  relation  to 
the  City  of  Dublin.     In  Dublin  there  is 
a  so-called  College  of  Sdence,  which, 
in  my  opinion,  has  done   its  work  in 
the  direction  we  all  desire,  inasmueh  as 
it  has  begun  not  at  the  beginning,  bmt 
rather  at  the  end.    In  teohnioal  edoca- 
tion  the  object  we  ought  to  have  in  view 
is  to  begin  in  the  dementary  acboola, 
and  train  the  young  mind  in  the  dirse- 
tion  of  technical  knowledge,   ao  as  to 
prepare  them  for  the  superior  work  in 
which  they  may  afterwards  be  engaged. 
I  have  found  that  a  great  necessity  ex- 
ists in  Dublin  for  technical  edncation, 
and  knowing  the  inefficiency  of  the  so- 
called  College  of  Science  and  Art,  the 
people  of  Dublin  put  their  heads  to- 
gether and  established  a  teclinical  school. 
The  Corporation  has  contributed  pretty 
largely  to  the  maintenance  of  that  sebool, 
and  I  hold  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  to  give  a  helping 
hand  in  a  work  of  such  deep  importance. 
I  also  believe  that  technical  Mucation 
might  be  very  properlv  and  nsefally 
introduced  into  me  workhouse  schooU, 
so  as  to  train  up  the  young  people  in 
those  schools  with  the  object  of  render- 
ing themselves  useful  when  they  go  out 
into  the  world,  and  to  prevent  them 
from  becoming  an  incumbrance  and  a 
pest  to  society.    If  the  poor  youths  and 
girls  also  in  the  workhouse  schools  could 
be  made  useful  members  of  society,  in- 
stead of  being  chronic  inmates  of  thees 
unfortunate  institutions,  or  preying  upon 
society  when  let  loose,  the  whole  of  the 
community  would  reap  a  substantial  ad- 
vantage.   Therefore,  I  apoeal  to  H« 
Majesty's  Government  to  look  at  this 
question  in  a  practical  and  genecoos 
spirit,  especially  in  regard  to  Ireland. 
I  also  think  it  right  to  ask,  under  the 
head  of    payment  for    results    in    the 
Science  Schools  and  payment  for  results 
in  t^e  Art  Schools  and  classes,  how  muck 
of  this  mone^  goes  to  Ireland  ?     I  be- 
lieve it  is  admitted  on  all  hands  that  the 
yoimg  people  of  Ireland  evince  a  superior 
taste,  not  merely  in  Science,  but  in  Art 
I  have  seen  wonderful  results  in  r^pard 
to  Art  in  some  of  the  schools.    I  have 
seen  bare-legged  boys  and  girls  sitting 
at  the  work-table  and  reproducing  Art 
pictures  on  pottery,  such  as  would  ooii- 
mand  the  approbation  of  the  people  of 
this  country  if  they  could  be  bnmg^ 
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Tiiider  tbeir  notice.  Therefore,  I  am  of 
opinion  that  more  consideration  should 
be  given  to  us  in  the  direction  I  indicate, 
and  that,  if  possible,  a  grant  should  be 
giyen  for  Ark  education  in  Ireland. 

8iK  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE:  I 
hold  in  my  hand  the  last  Beport  of  the 
Department  of  Science  and  Art,  and  in 
that  book  will  be  found  the  exact  sums 
which  the  schools  in  Ireland  have  re- 
ceired.  The  hon.  Member  for  West 
Donegal  (Mr.  O'Hea)  will  find  that  the 
school  in  Cork  to  which  he  has  referred 
received  £151  18«.  Id, 

Mb.  0*HEA  :  I  am  glad  to  find  that 
flome  consideration,  however  trifling,  has 
been  given  to  the  important  institution 
in  Oork. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(a.)  £23,900,  Supplementary,  PubHo 
£dnoation,  Ireland. 

Mr.  TOITE  (Westmeath,  N.):  Upon 
this  Vote  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of 
tlie  Committee  to  the  unfair  treatment 
wliioh  the  Irish  National  School  teachers 
are  receiving.  The  grievances  of  the 
teachers  have  been  before  successive  GK>- 
vemments,  and  when  the  Oonservatives 
were  last  in  Office  a  deputation  which 
-waited  on  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land and  other  Members  of  the  (Govern- 
ment was  told  that  if  the  Government 
remained  in  power  the  whole  question 
of  education  m  Ireland  would  be  dealt 
with  comprehensively  and  immediately. 
I  think  it  is  a  lamentable  state  of  things 
that  nothing  has  since  been  done.  It  is 
admitted  on  all  hands  that  the  result  of 
the  system  of  education  carried  out  by 
the  National  teachers  in  Ireland  has 
been  very  good;  in  fact,  as  compared 
with  England  and  Scotland,  it  is  in  the 
highest  degree  favourable.  The  standard 
is  higher  than  in  England  and  only  a 
trifle  lower  than  in  Scotland.  Tet  it  is  a 
remarkable  fact  that  the  majority  of  the 
National  teachers  in  Ireland  receive  less 
pay  than  an  ordinary,  well-skilled 
artizan.  In  some  cases  the  salary  is  as 
low  as  £35  a-year.  The  average  is  only 
£63,  and  [comparing  that  with  the  ave- 
rage salary  received  in  England — £120 
—-the  difference  is  very  great  indeed. 
Ton  have  as  good  results  in  Ireland  as 
in  England,  and  yet  only  one-half  the 
salary  is  paid.  That  is  not  a  state  of 
things  that  ought  to  exist,  and  I  hope 
the  present  Tory  Cbvemment  that  for- 
merly promised  so  much  for  the  Na- 
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tional  teachers  will  do  something  for 
them  before  the  close  of  the  Session.  I 
regret  the  retirement  of  the  late  Chief 
Secretary,  because  I  believe  that  nobody 
understood  the  question  of  Irish  educa- 
tion better  than  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  intended  to  ask  him  this  Session 
to  carry  out  the  promise  he  had  made  to 
the  National  teachers ;  but  as  he  has  now 
resigned  the  Office,  I  trust  that  his  Sue- 
cessor  will  do  something  in  that  direc- 
tion. In  Ireland,  as  I  have  pointed  out, 
the  average  salary  of  a  male  teacher  is 
£63,  and  of  a  female  teacher  £40; 
whereas  the  average  salaries  in  England 
are  £120  for  a  male  and  £73  for  a 
female  teacher.  In  Ireland  the  standard 
of  education  is  higher  than  in  England, 
and  yet  you  will  not  give  the  teachers 
the  same  salary.  In  Ireland  the  passes 
in  reading  are  93*4  per  cent ;  in  England 
91-9 ;  and  in  Scotland  93*6.  In  writing 
in  Ireland  the  percentage  of  passes  is 
95-8 ;  in  England  83*8 ;  and  in  Scotland 
91*5 ;  while  in  arithmetic  the  percentage 
in  Ireland  is  80*7  ;  England  79*7 ;  and 
Scotland  87*5.  I  think  that  these  sta- 
tistics show  that  the  Irish  teacher  is  not 
behind  his  EngUsh  brother  in  the  power 
of  imparting  knowledge  to  his  pupils, 
and  I  think  he  ought  to  receive  the  same 
remuneration.  In  Ireland  you  restrict 
the  political  freedom  of  the  teacher  and 
make  him  the  slave  of  the  State;  in 
England  the  same  restriction  does  not 
exist.  Surely  in  Ireland,  where  he  is  so 
much  under  control,  you  ought  not  to 
make  him  depend  upon  the  whim  of  the 
Guardians.  The  result  of  your  present 
system  is  that  you  cannot  induce  young 
men  of  ability  to  enter  a  service  for 
which  you  only  oflTer  such  a  miserable 
remuneration;  and  nevertheless,  not- 
withstanding that  fact,  the  standard  of 
education  in  Ireland  is  higher  than  in 
England,  and  the  results  are  much 
better.  I  have  a  Bill  on  this  subject, 
which  stands  upon  the  Order  Book  for 
the  16th  of  March ;  but  I  do  not  believe 
it  can  be  reached,  because  there  are 
other  matters  which  are  likely  to  occupy 
the  whole  of  the  attention  of  the  House. 
My  Bill  seeks  to  remedy  the  existing 
state  of  things,  and  I  would  ask  the 
Government  if  they  are  prepared  to 
afford  any  facilities  for  bringing  on 
a  discussion  upon  its  provisions.  An- 
other point  is  that  you  do  not  allow 
assistants  the  same  salary — ^you  do  not 
extend  to  them  the  same  treatment  as 
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jon  extend  to  Dersons  in  the  same  posi- 
tion in  Enfflana.  In  all  oases  the  salary 
in  England  and  Scotland  is  much  higher, 
and  it  seems  matTellous  that  this  should 
be  the  case,  seeing  that  the  results  in 
Ireland  are  so  very  good.  I  will  not 
detain  the  Oommittee  muoh  longer ;  but 
I  make  a  final  appeal  to  the  Government 
to  do  something  in  this  matter.  The 
residences  of  the  teachers  in  Ireland  are 
miserable,  in  point  of  fact  they  are,  if  I 
may  use  the  term,  uninhabitable.  The 
teachers  are  unable  to  study  there,  and 
yet  they  are  expected  to  give  good  re- 
sults from  the  miserable  salanr  and  ao- 
oommodation  afforded  them .  1  hope  the 
Government  will  give  us  some  informa- 
tion on  this  subject,  and  hold  out  to  the 
Committee  some  hope  that  before  long 
something  will  be  done  for  those  very 
badly  paid  servantQ,  who,  for  the  salary 
they  receive,  yield  such  excellent  re- 
sults. 

The  ATTOHNET  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmbs)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity^ :  The  Committee  will  perceive 
that  tnere  is  an  increase  on  several 
items  in  this  Vote  which  is  due  to  the 
laudable  efforts  of  the  teachers  to  im- 
prove their  qualifications  and  become 
entitled  to  increased  salary,  as  well  as 
to  the  neoessity  of  making  a  further  pro- 
vision on  account  of  the  salaries  of  moni- 
tors. The  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary 
(Mr.  J.  O^Connor^  has  referred  to  the 
condition  of  the  Irish  National  School 
teachers,  and  the  position  which  my 
right  hon.  Eriend  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  took  up 
with  regard  to  it.  I  can  assure  hon. 
Members  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has  been  working  assiduously  for  some 
time  on  several  matters,  in  fulfilment  of 
his  nromise  to  attend  to  this  subject.  He 
has  left  the  result  of  his  work  for  his  Suc- 
cessor, and  I  am  certain  that  there  will 
be  no  default  in  this  matter  on  the  part 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour). 

Mb.  MOLLOT  (King's  County) :  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
explained  the  reasons  for  the  demand 
for  a  Supplementary  sum  under  this 
Estimate,  but  he  has  scarcely  addressed 
himself  to  the  point  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  referred.  He  calls  the  increase 
which  has  taken  place  an  automatic  in- 
crease, but  that  is  not  the  case,  inas- 
much as  it  is  due  to  an  effort  on  the 
2Ir.  Tuite 


part  of  the  teachers  to  attain  a  big^her 
class  of  results.  The  sums,  therefore, 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man has  referred  to  as  evidence  of  the 
fulfilment  of  the  pledges  of  the  Govern- 
ment, given  on  so  many  occasions,  is  no 
evidence  of  fulfilment  at  all. 

Mr.  HOLMES  :  I  did  not  say  that 
they  had  been  fulfilled,  I  said  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  in  fulfilment  of  bis 
promise  to  carefully  consider  the  snb- 
Iject,  had  been  engaged  diligently  in 
trying  to  settle  certain  branches  of  it. 

Mb.  MOLLOT  :  Exactly.     The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman   has  ad- 
mitted that  pledges   were  g^ven,  and 
that  they  have  not  yet  been  fuLfiDed; 
No  complaint  has  been  made  with  refbr- 
ence  to   the  increase  of  the  ^Estimate; 
the  complaint  is  that  the  increase  whidi 
has  occurred  has  not  been  occasioned 
by  any  benefit  that  has  been  done  to  the 
teachers  beyond  that  which  has  been 
due  to  their  own  action.    The  reason  of 
the  increase  was  not  the  improred  status 
of  the  National  School  teachers  in  L^- 
land ;  my  desire  is  to  impress  upon  the 
Committee  that  the  improved  status  of 
the  teachers  is  not  due  to  any  action  of 
the  Government,  but  to  the  exertions  of 
the  teachers  themselves.  Thepledgeshave 
been  made  for  so  many  years  that  I  am 
becoming,  I  confess,  a  little  sceptical  on 
the  subject  of  their  fulfilment,  ^uie  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  regrets  that 
the  Ohief  Secretary  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  has  resigned  his  position,  and  I 
can  assure  him  that  no  one  regrets  that 
resignation  more  than  we  do.     The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  stated 
that  the  late  Chief  Secretary  had  pre- 
pared a  Bill  and  made  provision  ibr  sa 
mcrease  of  the  salaries  of  teachers  In 
Ireland.  The  whole  story  has  been  gone 
into  so  often  by  my  hon.  Friends  that  I 
will  not  deal  with  it  at  lenglii  now ;  but 
I  wish  to  point  out  that  not  only  are  the 
National  School  teachers  in  Ireland  re- 
ceiving little  more  than  half  the  salaries 
received  by  the  National  School  teachers 
in  England,  but  that  the  latter  hare  not 
done  their  work  half  so  well.     In  many 
cases  the  Irish  School  teachers  walk  six 
or  seven  miles — Irish  miles,  which  are 
considerably  longer  than  EngKsh  miles 
— to    and  from    school  ;    thej    cannot 
afiford  to  take  out  of  their  small  salaries 
a  sum  sufficient  to  provide  them  widi  com- 
fortable lodgings,  and  the  consequence 
is  that,  as  a  rule,  they  have  to  get  lodg- 
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ibgs  in  tlie  houses  of  the  small  farmers, 
very  often  at  a  considerable  distance 
from  the  schools  which  they  attend,  and 
they  have  to  take  these  long  journeys  in 
good  weather  and  bad— in  snow  and  rain. 
Bat  yet  in  spite  of  all  that,  the  results 
they  have  achieved  have  been  better  than 
the  results  produced  by  the  school 
teachers  in  this  country.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  referred  to 
a  scheme  which  has  been  prepared  by  the 
kte  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  I  do 
not  say  it  is  a  Bill  which  he  has  pre- 
pared, 

Mr.  holmes  :  I  said  nothing  about 
a  Bill.  I  said  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
had  been  engaged  on  several  matters 
connected  with  this  subject. 

Mr.  MOLLOY:  I  understood  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  say 
that  the  late  Chief  Secretary,  who  took 
a  great  interest  in  the  subject  of  educa- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  who  was  undoubt- 
edly well  qualified  in  this  respect,  had 
made  preparations  for  introducing  a 
measure  to  deal  with  the  case  of  the 
Irish  National  School  teachers.  If  that 
is  not  the  case,  I  am  sorry  for  it.  He  said 
that  the  new  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  would  take  up  the 
work  where  it  had  been  left  off  by  the  late 
Chief  Secretary.  I  point  out  to  the 
Committee  that  the  Government  have 
again  this  year  given  us  a  pledge  that 
the  matter  is  in  hand,  and  that  prepara- 
tions have  been  made  to  do  what  it  would 
be  a  national  grievance  to  leave  undone. 
Well,  Mr.  Courtney,  I  hope  these  addi- 
tional pledges  will  culminate  in  some- 
thing more  than  they  have  during  the 
last  six  years. 

Mb.  H.  J.  GILL  (Limerick) :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Government  for  some  infor- 
mation with  regard  to  model  schools. 

Thb  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
cannot  discuss  the  (^^uestion  of  model 
schools  on  this  Vote. 

Mr.  H.  X  GILL :  Am  I  not  to  under- 
stand that  in  this  Vote  provision  is  made 
for  salaries  connected  with  the  teachers  in 
model  schools  ? 

The  chairman  :  Even  if  that  were 
the  case,  it  would  not  be  in  Order  to  dis- 
cuss the  organization  of  model  schools  in 
connection,  with  this  Vote. 

Me.  J.  O'CONNOE  (Tipperary) : 
In  conjunction  with  my  Oolfeagues,  I 
desire  to  express  mr  very  great  regret 
that  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireknd 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  is  not  in  a 


sufficient  state  oif  health  to  be  in  hia 
place,  and  state  what  he  has  done  with 
regard  to  carrying  out  the  good  inten- 
tions which  he  had  with  reference  to 
the  National  School  teachers  in  Ireland. 
I  believe  that  the  late  Chief  Secretary 

Eossessed  good  intentions  in  that  respect, 
ut  I  certainly  have  a  fear  that  the  work 
which  he  left  was  not  in  a  very  advanced 
state ;  and  I  think,  therefore,  that  it  is 
very  natural  that  we  should  seek  for  some 
information  as  to  the  items  of  this  Vote. 
We  have  every  reason  to  be  satisfied 
with  the  explanation  which  the  right  hon, 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Holmes) 
has  given  of  the  items.  I  cannot  see, 
however,  how  the  removal  expenses  in 
respect  of  new  districts  affect  the  general 
position  of  the  National  School  teachers 
of  Ireland.  That  the  increased  expen* 
diture  is  the  result  of  classification  is  a 
revelation  to  me,  because  I  have  always 
been  under  the  impression  that  no  matter 
what  the  classification  might  be^  no  aug* 
mentation  of  salaries  woiHd  take  place ; 
and  that  a  man  who  was  a  first-class 
teacher  would  only  have  the  pay  of  a 
second-class  teacher,  according  to  the 
scale.  The  explanation  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  although 
candid  and  fair,  does  not  appear  to 
me  to  go  to  the  root  of  the  question. 
I  do  not  wish  to  go  at  length  into  this 
matter,  but  I  may  point  out  that  last 
year  I  happened  to  be  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  which  it  was  thought  fit  to  bring 
forward  to  rectify  the  many  grievanoes 
which  this  long-suffering  class  have  to 
bear.  At  that  time  I  entered  pretty  ex- 
tensively into  the  question,  and  I  have 
no  desire  whatever  to  repeat  the  speech 
I  made  on  the  occasion  ;  but  I  propose 
to-night,  by  way  o(  impressing  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government  the  ne- 
cessity of  carrying  out  the  inten- 
tions which  I  believe  were  possessed 
by  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, to  emphasize  a  few  of  the  facts 
which  have  been  already  stated  by  my 
hon.  Friend  who  has  raised  this  ques- 
tion to-night.  It  is  dear,  from  the 
figures  which  he  has  stated,  that  the 
National  School  teachers  of  Ireland  are 
worse  paid,  although  they  produce  better 
results,  than  their  brethren  in  England 
and  Scotland.  The  average  pay  of  the 
National  School  teacher  in  Ireland  is 
£57  9s.  a-year,  as  compared  with  the 
much  larger  sum  which  has  been  shown 
by  my  hon.  Friend  to  be  the  pay  of  the 
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teachers  in  England  and  Sootland. 
Without  dwelling  at  length  upon  his 
figures  I  may  say  that  they  amount  to  a 
statement  of  facts  which  ought  to  weigh 
with  Her  Majesty's  Oovernment  when 
they  come  to  consider  this  question ;  and 
when  they  put  into  shape  the  proposals 
which  they  tell  us  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  late  Chief  Secretary  left  in  a 
crude  state  in  the  pigeon-holes  at  Dublin 
Castle  or  at  the  Insh  Office.  I  also  wish 
to  point  out  as  a  matter  of  business  that^ 
when  they  bring  forward  their  Bill, 
there  should  be  in  it  a  clause  to  com- 
pel landlords  to  give  sites  for  buildings, 
I  believe  that  m  many  cases  no  great 
amount  of  compulsion  would  be  neces- 
sary ;  but  there  are  others  which  ren- 
der it  desirable  that  some  such  clause 
as  I  have  suggested  should  find  a  place 
in  the  proposal  which  they  may  bring 
forward.  Now,  the  position  of  the 
National  School  teachers  in  Ireland  has 
been  for  a  longtime  considered  a  sort 
of  last  resort,  and  no  one  who  can  do 
anything  else  will  take  up  the  position 
of  teacher.  I  can  safely  say  tnat  the 
position  of  the  policeman  is  vastly 
superior  to  that  of  those  persons  to 
whose  hands  the  education  oi  the  chil- 
dren of  the  country  is  entrusted.  I 
have  not  the  least  wish  to  disparage  the 
Irish  policeman  on  the  present  occasion, 
but  still  I  point  out  to  the  Committee 
that  in  point  of  remuneration,  prospects, 
and  pension  the  policeman  is  far  beyond 
the  National  School  teacher  in  Ireland; 
and  that  being  so,  I  think  the  position 
and  prospects  of  that  deserving  class 
merit  all  the  attention  which  we  are 
told  so  often  that  the  Qovemment  are 
going  to  bestow  upon  it.  As  the  Com- 
mittee may  have  forgotten  some  of  the 
facts  bearing  on  this  question,  I  shall 
briefly  refer  to  a  few  of  them,  for  the 
Burpose  of  making  the  position  of  the 
National  School  teachers  in  Ireland  as 
clear  as  possible  to  hon.  Members.  In 
1878  a  Resolution  was  brought  forward 
in  this  House  on  the  subject ;  that  Be« 
solution,  which  was  unanimously  passed, 
was  to  the  effect  that  the  National 
School  Teachers  of  Ireland  Act  of  1875, 
and  the  other  means  adopted  by  the  Go- 
vernment, having  failed  to  satisfy  the 
just  demands  of  the  Irish  School 
teachers,  the  House  was  of  opinion  that 
the  position  of  the  Irish  National  School 
teachers  called  for  the  immediate  atten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with  a 
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viewtotbesatiBfactoTyadjastoientoftbeiv 
claims.    As  I  have  said,  that  IRe^lution 
was  unanimously  passed  by  the  House, 
and  it  is  almost  unnecessary  to  point  oat 
to  the  Committee  how  little  Has  been 
done  to  carry  it  into  effect  dnce  then^ 
that  is  to  say,  to  enhance  the  position  oi 
the  National  School  teachers  of  Ireland. 
There  was,  I  believe,  set  aside  the  sum 
of  £46,000  to  improve  their  position, 
but  it  was  made  conditional  that  they 
should  pay  away  £12,000  of  that  money 
in  the  shape  of  premiums  to  the  pension 
fund.     Again,   the  result  fees   having 
fallen  from  £20,000  to  £15,000.  thero 
has  been  a  loss  in  this  way  of  £5^000, 
which,  added  to  the  £12,000  for  pre- 
miums to  the  pension  fund,  represents 
a  loss  to  the  teachers  of  £17,000:  sotiiat 
out  of  the  £46,000  I  have  mentioned  as 
having  been  set  aside  for  the  purpose 
of  improving  their  condition,  they  only 
get  the  benefit    of  £27,000.     Beyond 
that  I  say  that  nothing  has  been  dose 
to  carry  out  the  Resolution  which  was 
agreed  to  by  this  House  in  1878.  Then, 
in  1883,  the  then  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  stated  in  this  House  that  he 
was  strongly  impressed  with  the  state- 
ment   made    by    a    deputation  whidi 
waited   upon  mm   in  connection  with 
this    subject,   that    he    thought    im- 
mediate action  ought  to  be  taken  by 
the  Government,  if  possible,  to  increase 
the  teachers'  salaries,  and  he  added  that 
he  recognized  the  pledges  which  had  been 
given  on  the  subject.  The  right  hon.Geu- 
^eman  who  is  now  Member  for  the  Stir- 
ling Boroughs  (Mr.  Oampbell-Banner- 
man)  was  then  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, and  he  said  that  he  recognized  Uie 
Eledffe  given  in  Parliament  in  1875 ;  that 
e  admitted  likewise  that  the  measures 
taken  by  the  Government  ;n  redemption 
of  the  pledge  had  been  only  of  a  tem- 
porary nature ;  and  that  he  should  be 
extremely  fflad  to  introduce  a  measore 
at  once  to  deal  with  the  subject,    finch 
was  the  statement  of  the  Chief  Secretaiy 
for  Ireland  in  1883,  and  we  have  to-nigM 
another  statement  from  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General.     Why, 
Sir,  this    House   passes  a  Besolution. 
Chief  Secretary  after  Chief  Secretarr 
prepares  or  promises  to  prepare  a  Biu 
to  deal  with  the  matter  m  this  House; 
but  year  after  year  passes  away  notwith- 
standing, and  nothing  is  done  whatever 
to  improve  the  position   of  the  Lish 
National  School  teachers  in  the  slightest 
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degree.  Although  I  am  not  one  to  fail 
in  using  every  opportunity  to  bring 
forward  the  daims  of  this  deserving 
class  of  men ;  yet  I  should  pref er,  if  the 
Government  will  give  us  a  positive 
assurance  which  we  may  convey  to  the 
National  School  teachers  that  something 
will  be  done  to  place  them  in  the  same 
position  as  their  brothers  in  England  and 
Scotland,  to  allow  the  matter  to  rest 
there  for  the  present,  and  allow  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  the  amount  of  this 
Supply  Estimate.  I  should  be  anxious 
to  postpone  this  discussion  until  the  Main 
Estimates  come  forward,  when  I  shall  be 
again  prepared  to  press  uponthe  Govern- 
ment the  consideration  of  these  claims. 
I  have  reason  to  believe  that  the  dis- 
casaion  which  we  had  last  year  was  fruit- 
less, and  I  have  reason  to  know  that 
very  few  inquiries  have  been  made  as  to 
the  operation  of  the  Act.  I  give  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  every  credit  for  his 
statement,  and  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
every  credit  for  his  good  intentions,  but 
I  am  still  unable  to  believe — taking  into 
account  the  promises  made  to  the 
National  School  teachers,  and  the  entire 
absence  of  the  results  f^om  those  pro- 
mises— that  the  measure  intended  by 
Qovemment  will  go  to  anything  like  the 
extent  to  which  the  just  necessities  of  the 
case  demand.  I  have  no  desire,  as  I 
stated  at  first,  to  prolong  the  discussion 
of  this  question.  I  accept  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  but  I  ask  how  far 
the  measure  he  has  indicated  is  in  a 
state  of  preparation  ?  I  should  like  to 
know  what  is  contained  in  the  measure 
the  Government  intend  to  propose; — 
whether  they  intend  to  increase  the 
salaries  of  the  National  School  teachers 
in  Ireland ;  whether  they  intend  to  do 
anything  to  encourage  the  building  of 
residences ;  whether  it  is  their  intention 
to  provide  for  pensions  —  in  short, 
whetner  they  are  going  to  bring  forward 
a  measure  that  will  make  the  Irish 
National  School  teachers  comfortable  in 
their  position  ?  Will  the  Government 
make  the  position  of  this  long-sufifering 
class  Buoh  that  any  man  in  the  country 
may  desire  it ;  and  will  they  relieve  this 
Committee  from  the  reproach  of  discus- 
sing this  Vote  year  after  year,  and 
indeed  twice  a  year,  in  order  to  force 
upon  their  attention  the  just  demands  of 
the  Nafioual  School  teachers  of  Ireland? 


Mr.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne) : 
May  I  be  allowed  to  say  in  reply  to  what 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gontleman 
opposite,  to  whom  I  listened  last  year 
with  very  great  pleasure,  that  there  is  a 
very  strong  impression  now  among  hon. 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House,  that 
the  condition  of  the  National  School 
teachers  of  Ireland  is  not  satisfactory. 
Having  heard  the  discussion  v^hich  took 
place  upon  this  question  last  year,  I  was 
very  much  struck  with  the  reality  of  the 
grievances  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Friends  put  forward.  It  does 
seem  to  some  of  us  on  these  Benches 
quite  shocking  that  so  usefiil  a  body  of 
men,  and  doing  their  du^  so  efficiently, 
should,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  haa 
pointed  out,  be  in  a  position  worse,  both 
as  regards  salary  and  pension,  than  an 
ordinary  policeman  in  Ireland.  I  re- 
member the  promise  made  to  hon.  Gentler 
men  opposite  in  this  House,  that  some- 
thing would  be  done  in  this  matter ;  and 
I  desire  to  say  that  if  the  Government 
will  undertake  the  introduction  of  a  Bill 
to  deal  in  a  liberal  spirit  with  the  National 
School  teachers  in  Ireland,  they  wiH 
gratify  a  large  number  of  Members  who 
sympathize  with  the  teachers,  and  espe- 
cially those  Members  who  are  connected 
with  the  county  in  which  is  situated  the 
borough  I  have  the  honour  to  represent. 

Mr.  p.  McDonald  (siigo,  n.)  :  i 

am  glad,  to  hear  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  saying  these  words  with 
reference  to  this  hardly-used  and  yet 
deserving  class  of  public  servants  in 
Ireland ;  and  I  desire,  also,  to  state  my 
entire  concurrence  with  the  views  ppt 
forward  on  this  question  by  my  Col- 
leagues in  the  course  of  this  discussion. 
This  question  has  been  often  referred  to 
in  Committee,  and  I  have  been  pleased 
when  I  found  during  each  of  the  last 
two  Sessions  that  assurances  were  given 
by  the  Representatives  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  something  would  be  done  in 
the  very  near  future  to  ameliorate  the 
condition  of  this  most  deserving  class. 
I  wish,  together  with  my  hon.  Friend, 
to  express  regret  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet who  lately  held  the  Office  of  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  has 
not  been  permitted,  by  the  state  of  his 
health,  to  be  present  here  this  evening 
to  state  to  the  Committee  the  views 
which  we  had  hoped  he  would  have 
been  able  by  this  time  to  have  put  into 
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a  practicable  shape.  I  hope,  neverthe- 
less, that  those  right  bon.  (Gentlemen  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  will  take  cogDizance 
of  what  we  on  this  side  of  the  House 
say  on  the  Question  of  the  Irish  National 
School  teachers.  There  are»  on  the  part 
of  these  teachers,  three  great  causes  of 
complaint — first,  as  to  saliEury ;  secooidly, 
as  to  the  want  of  residence;  and,  thirdly, 
with  regard  to  the  inadequacy  of  pension. 
The  pensions,  according  to  the  present 
scale,  are  utterly  insufficient  for  tne  pur- 
pose; andwithregardtothesaliiries,itha8 
been  admitted  over  and  over  i^ain,  not 
only  to-night  but  in  former  Oommittees, 
that  in  this  respect  the  Irish  National 
School  teacher  is  far  below  the  teacher 
in  England,  Wales,  and  Scotland.  It 
is  clearly  admitted  that  the  literary 
49tatus  of  these  men  is,  if  anything, 
higher  than  that  of  their  brethren  m 
this  country.  Why,  therefore,  do  you 
pay  for  a  higher  class  of  work  in  Ire- 
Lind  less  than  you  pay  for  the  work  in 
tliis  country  ?  I  do  not  know  that  the 
necessaries  of  life  are  a  bit  cheaper  in 
Ireland  than  anywhere  else.  I  do  not 
know  that  clothing  is  less  expensive  in 
Ireland  than  it  is  elsewhere.  These 
men  and  women — the  National  School 
teachers  of  Ireland — have,  in  fact,  just 
the  same  expenses  as  the  teachers  of 
England  ana  Scotland.  Why,  there- 
fore, should  they  not  be  paid  at  the 
same  rate  for  the  same  work  ?  But 
that,  Sir,  is  not  the  entire  grievance.  I 
have  already  stated  that  one  of  the  chief 
grievances  of  the  Irish  National  School 
teachers  is  that  they  have  very  insuffi- 
cient residential  accommodation.  In  fact, 
in  the  greatest  number  of  cases  there 
are  no  residences  at  all.  It  has  been 
stated  already  that  some  of  the  Irish 
teachers,  especially  the  females,  have  to 
walk  five  miles  to  their  schools— they 
have  to  do  this  in  the  morning  and  then 
to  walk  five  miles  back  at  night — that 
is,  in  the  course  of  the  day,  10  Irish 
miles,  which,  I  suppose,  are  equivalent 
to  12  or  13  Engbsh  miles.  That  is  a 
labour  in  itself,  and  a  labour  quite  suffi- 
cient for  a  man,  but  still  worse  for  a 
woman.  How  can  you  expect  propw 
respect  to  be  paid  to  the  teachers  of  the 
country,  whether  male  or  female,  if  their 
social  and  domestic  status  is  of  such  a 
character  P  The  last  of  the  grievances 
of  which  they  complain  is  that  of  insuf- 
ficient pensions,  or  retirement  allow- 
ances.    Now,    at   present,    retirement 
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allowances  are  given  <mly  at  tho  ages  of 
60  years  for  females,  and  65  for  males* 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Such  an  expea- 
diture  can  only  be  discussed  on  the  Vote 
for  the  Teachers'  Pension  Fund. 

Mr.  p.  MoDONALD:  I  vriU  pass 
from  that  to  another  question — namely, 
the  question  of  the  monitor&  I  believe 
there  are  not  sufficient  so-called  moni- 
tors ;  they  are  commonly  aasjstait 
teachers,  they  do  very  good  and  ndefol 
work,  and  tliey  go  through  a  ooucse  d 
training  which  befits  them  far  emfk&y- 
ment  later  on  as  teachers.  I  am  avaze 
that  complaints  have  been  made^-and 
they  are  strong  complaints — as  to  the 
illiberal  manner  in  wiiich  the  Natirasl 
Board  of  Education  treat  aome  of  their 
managers  in  respect  to  monitorB,  I 
have  had,  within  the  last  month  or  two, 
several  letters  from  the  very  rey.  gentle- 
man the  manager  of  one  of  the  It^otioiiial 
Schools  in  Sligo,  complaining  of  ths 
action  of  the  National  Bocurd  in  this 
respect.  Although  the  rev.  gentlemaa 
has  communicated  with  the  Board  oa 
the  subject  very  often,  he  has  not,  as 
vet,  received  a  satisfactory  reply.  Ha 
has  shown — to  his  satisfaction  at  leas^ 
and  I  may  add  to  mine — that  his  oause 
was  a  very  good  one.  He  has  sfao  vd,  by 
comparison  with  schools  in  the  town  and 
in  the  district,  that  he  has  equal  daia»| 
yet  the  National  Board  have  not  met 
him  in  the  generous  spirit  in  which  tbOT 
ought  to  have  done.  I  certainly  think 
that  a  little  more  liberality  might  have 
been  expected  from  the  National  Board 
under  circumstaoces  of  this  nature.  la 
conclusion,  I  appeal  to  the  Govenunent^ 
as  I  have  done  on  two  previous  occa- 
sions, to  favourably  consider  the  posi- 
tion of  these  hard-working  but  ill-paid 
public  officials — for  public  offidala  they 
are.  They  are  doing  public  duty  ia 
educating  the  people ;  and  I  belierO)  Sir, 
it  will  be  conceded  they  are  edncating 
them  in  a  right  and  proper  dlreotioBtp  in 
the  direction  of  making  the  rising  jG^idk 
of  Ireland  good  members  of  society,  and 
a  useful  portion  of  the  population  otti» 
British  Empire. 

Oaftain  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlet% 
Bow,  &c.) :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  hare  gre«t 
pleasure  in  supporting  the  cause  of  ^ 
mtional  School  teachers  of  Ireland^  I 
consider  that  the  <^uegtioQ  c^  educational 
teachers  is  one  of  very  vital  ioi^rtipDp 
to  the  future  of  Ireland. "  ^[^  j^  ijf 
the  teachers  is  inadequate,  the  pensions 
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are  inadequate,  and  tBere  is  not  suf- 
ficient provision  for  residences.  I  trust 
that  -when  the  Government  approach 
the  question  of  residences  they  will  not 
make  it  a  question  of  house  accommo- 
dation alone,  but  that  they  will  go  a 
little  wider  and  give  a  garden  or  a  small 
farm.  I  think  there  is  one  point  that  has 
not  been  alluded  to  in  this  House  up  to 
&e  present,  but  which  has  a  most  detri- 
mental effect  upon  the  in^rest  of  edu- 
cation, and  that  is  that,  though  these 
National  School  teachers  are  paid  ser- 
vants of  the  State,  they  are  really  at 
the  mercy  of  private  individuals.    Their 

KDsion  and  their  salaries  are  not  certain, 
cause  they  can  lose  both  at  the  arbi- 
trary will  of  the  manager,  who  is  a  private 
individual.  I,  therefore,  trust  that  the 
Government  will  approach  this  ^question 
in  a  broad  spirit,  and  I  can  only  say 
that  I  shall  give  such  action  my  most 
cordial  support. 

Mr.  OTEANLON  (Oavan,  E.)  :  I  de- 
sire,  Mr.  Courtney,  to  support  what  has 
been  said  in  regard  to  the  National 
School  teachers  of  Ii*eland.  Meetings 
of  the  teachers  have  been  held  from 
time  to  time,  and  deputations  after 
deputations  hare  waited  upon  the  Go- 
vernment and  State  officials  in  Ireland, 
and  I  am  happy  to  say  that  to-night  I 
find  more  sympathy  with  the  cause  of 
the  Irish  teachers  from  Gentlemen  repre- 
Bonting  !Bnglish  constituencies  than  I 
do  from  Irish  Bepresentatives  sitting  on 
the  Conservative  side.  It  is  a  fact  that 
many  teachers  in  Ireland  have  to  travel 
six  miles  to  school  and  six  miles  back 
again  in  the  evening,  and  this  in  itself 
is  justly  considered  a  great  grievance. 
I  consider  it  a  great  loss  to  the  children, 
because  no  person  who  has  to  travel  six 
miles  before  commencing  upon  his  duties 
can  be  considered  in  a  fit  state  of  health 
to  do  the  work  which  a  teacher  is  called 
upon  to  perform.  On  this  account  I 
consider  Uiat  provision  ought  to  have 
been  made  in  this  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate for  the  erection  of  additional  resi- 
dences for  teachers.  I  am  afraid  I 
should  be  trespassing  upon  the  Rules  of 
the  Oommittee  if  I  said  anything  about 
the  eondition  of  the  schools  themselves 
in  Ireland.  I  do  not  wish  to  so  tres- 
pass, and  I  am  very  sorry  that  I  have 
not  an  opportunity  of  saying  something 
about  the  schools,  and  the  insufficient 
accommodation  for  the  children  which 


they  afford.  We,  of  course,  all  regret 
the  absence  of  the  rig^t  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach) ;  but  we  naturally 
expected  that,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man found  his  health  would  not  permit 
him  to  be  present,  the  regulations  he 
has  framed  would  have  been  put  into 
the  possession  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes),  so  that  he 
could  have  communicated  them  to  the 
House.  If  the  Government  want  us  to 
believe  ^at  good  intentions  are  to  do 
everything  for  Ireland— we  have  heard 
from^  time  to  time,  and  we  are  tired  of 
hearine,  of  the  good  intentions  towards 
Ireland— -we  should  like  to  learn  from  a 
responsible  Member  of  the  Government 
that  something  is  likely  to  be  done,  and 
done  in  the  near  future,  in  behalf  of  the 
poor  children  of  Ireland.  The  children 
of  Ireland  have  no  chance  whatever  in 
the  world  unless  they  get  a  proper  edu- 
cation, and  it  is  impossible  under  the 
existing  condition  of  things  for  an  ordi- 
nary Irish  child  to  be  properly  trained 
or  educated.  They  are  thrown  on  the 
world  and  come  to  England,  and  you 
blame  them  because  they  are  ignorant. 
Who  keeps  them  ignorant  ?  Certainly 
not  the  Irish  people,  for  many  of  them 
would  almost  starve  themselves  in  order 
to  give  their  children  a  good  education. 
Unfortunately,  this  is  not  within  their 
reach.  The  English  Government  hold 
the  resources  so  closely  in  their  own 
hands  that  they  do  not  give  the  teachers 
and  children  of  Ireland  a  fair  chance. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  travelling  ex- 
penses under  this  Vote,  I  think  the  sums 
set  down  for  such  expenses  are  rather 
high.  I  would  much  rather  the  Govern- 
ment had  consulted  some  Irish  Members 
with  regard  to  the  travelling  expenses, 
and  they  might  thus  have  been  able  to 
have  seen  a  way  of  setting  apart  a  por- 
tion of  the  sum  taken  for  travelling  ex- 
penses for  the  fund  of  the  teachers. 
Now,  with  respect  to  the  salaries  of 
schoolmistresses  in  workhouses,  I  hap- 
pen to  be  a  member  of  a  Poor  Law 
Board,  and  I  know  a  good  deal  about 
the  position  of  workhouse  schoolmis- 
tresses. Of  all  teachers  in  Ireland  there 
is  no  worse-paid  class  than  the  teachers 
in  the  workhouses. 

Thb  chairman  :  There  is  nothing 
about  such  teachers  in  this  Vote. 
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Mr.  O'HANLON  :  I  must  apologize 
to  you,  Mr.  Courtney  ;  I  certainly 
thought  that  the  workhouse  school- 
mistresses were  provided  for  in  this 
Vote.  I  suppose,  at  all  events,  they 
oome  under  the  head  of  teachers,  and  I 
mast  say  that  of  all  teachers  in  Ireland 
tiiere  is  no  class  more  miserably  paid 
than  the  workhouse  schoolmistresses. 
Something,  too,  I  think,  may  be  added  to 
tiie  Vote  in  respect  of  the  monitors,  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  the  monitors  a 
better  chance  of  beine  trained,  and  of 
some  day  becoming  schoolmasters.  The 
whole  future  prospect  of  the  Irish  people 
depends  upon  education.  You  cannot 
expect  anything  from  the  industries  or 
from  any  source  in  the  country  whatever, 
unless  the  education  of  the  people  is  im- 
proved. There  is  nothing  oefore  many 
people  now  but  emigration,  unless  it  be 
to  obtain  a  post  in  the  Constabulary. 
The  Constabulary  is  the  only  paying 
business  in  Ireland,  and  I  am  airaid  that 
we  have  already  got  a  sufficient  number 
of  that  class  of  men  in  the  country.  I 
trust  that  some  Gentleman  on  this  side 
of  the  House  will  propose  that  this  Vote 
be  increased,  because  at  present  it  is 
quite  insufficient  for  the  purposes  of 
giving  to  the  children  of  Ireland  a  good 
education,  and  for  providing  the  teachers 
with  proper  remuneration. 

Mb.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.):  I  do  not 
intend  to  occupy  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  for  man^  minutes.  Firstly, 
because  I  do  not  wish  to  trespass  upon 
your  kind  indulgence,  Mr.  Courtney,  in 
having  already  fdlowed  the  discussion  to 
travel  rather  wide  of  the  limits  of  the 
Vote ;  and,  in  the  seoond  place,  because  I 
believe  that  there  is  a  die^sition  to  re- 
dress the  grievances  of  which  the  Irish  Na- 
tional School  teachers  complain.  There 
have  been  a  great  many  discussions  in 
this  House,  both  before  the  whole  House 
and  before  the  Committee,  and  represen- 
tations have  frequently  been  made  to 
Her  Majesty's  (Government  on  the  occa- 
sions when  they  have  been  waited  upon 
by  deputations  of  Irish  Members,  and 
also  deputations  of  the  teachers  them- 
selves, so  that  if  the  matter  has  not  been 
thoroughly  understood  up  to  now  it  has 
not  been  for  the  want  of  discussion.  I 
^ould  like  to  say  a  few  words  upon  the 
subject  of  the  difficulty  the  Government 
will  find  itself  placed  in  in  settling  this 
question.  It  strikes  me  the  difficulty 
arises  from  the  fact  that  they  will  per- 


haps meet  with  opposition  in  this  House 
from  English  Members,  who  may  think, 
looking  at  the  proportion  of  money 
grant^  from  the  Imperial  Treasury  for 
educational  purposes  in  Ireland,  and  the 
sum  of  money  granted  for  like  purposes 
in  England,  that  Ireland  has  got  aa  ad- 
vantage already.  Now,  there  is  no 
parallel  whatever  between  the  position 
of  National  education  in  England  and  dl 
National  education  in  Ireland,  and  for  this 
reason,  that  in  England  National  educa* 
tion  is  under  the  control  of  looal  bodies 
who  represent  the  people.  Mr.  Oourt- 
ney,  I  will  not  follow  that  line  of  argu- 
ment. Now,  Sir,  I  have  listened  with 
interest  to  the  statement^whidi  was  made 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes)  upon  this  extra  Yote.  With 
regard  to  the  travelling  expeoees  of 
In^>ectors  he  pointed  out  that  tiie  addi- 
tional sum  of  £400  arises  fronx  the  fact 
that  some  changes  have  been  made  in 
the  geo^phicfd  boundaries  of  the  dis- 
tricts. I  should  have  been  glad  if  he 
had  been  able  to  point  out  to  the  Oool« 
mittee  that  the  changes  whioh  have 
been  made  will  result  in  eoonomy  in 
this  item  of  travelling  expenses  ;  be- 
cause it  certainly  does  strike  anyone 
who  knows  anything  at  all  about  Ire- 
land as  remarlntble  that  a  sum  of  very 
nearly  £12,000  should  be  reqnbed  1^ 
the  Inspectors  of  the  Irish  Naticmal 
Schools.  It  certainly  would  occur  to 
one  that  if  the  Schools  of  Ireland  are 
not  over-taught  they  are  at  least  over- 
examined.  Now,  upon  the  question  of 
monitors,  I  must  say  that,  although  I 
have  got  a  pretty  fair  acquaintance  with 
the  matter,  I  cannot  agree  with  a  remaii: 
that  fell  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  hx  Ire- 
land— namely,  that  the  extension  of  Uie 
monitorial  system  in  Ireland  is  any  veiy 
great  advantage  to  the  cause  of  educa- 
tion. Hon.  Members  of  the  Committee 
will  be  able  to  imderstand  this  better 
when  they  take  into  account  the  fact 
that  monitors  are  appointed  at  a  very 
tender  age — at  an  age  when  they  should 
be  improving  their  own  minds,  and  when 
they  can  eive  very  little  time  wiUi  ad- 
vantage either  to  themselves  or  to  their 
fellow-pupils  iu  the  matter  of  education. 
It  sometimes  happens  that  in  schools  in 
Ireland  where  monitors  are  employed, 
that  by  the  time  the  monitors  reach  the 
age  at  which  they  may  be  expected  to 
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become  teachers  they  are  quite  wearied 
out  with  the  work  they  have  been 
obliged  to  perform.  I  know,  from 
many  oonversations  I  have  had  on  the 
subject  with  schoolmasters  in  Ireland, 
that  they  would  very  much  prefer  to 
hare  the  aid  of  properly  qualified  assist- 
ants. But  this  difficulty  steps  in,  that 
tiie  Board  lays  it  down  as  a  rule  that 
there  must  be  a  high  average  attend- 
ance at  a  school  in  order  that  the  ser- 
yices  of  an  assistant  may  be  secured. 
The  condition  of  the  country  militates 
▼ery  greatly  against  a  high  average  at« 
tendainoe,  and  for  this  reason,  that  in 
the  agricultural  districts,  where  these 
National  Schools  are  mostly  to  be  found, 
the  number  of  children  sent  to  school  at 
one  season  of  the  year  is  not  more  than 
30  or  40 ;  while  at  another  season  of  the 
year,  when  the  work  in  the  fields  is  at 
an  end,  the  number  of  pupils  sent  daily 
to  school  runs  up  perhaps  to  100  or 
more.  Therefore,  the  staff  which  is 
fully  adequate  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  a  school  at  one  time  of  the 
year  is  much  too  small  to  meet  the  re- 
quirements at  another.  I  think  that  in 
any  scheme  for  improving  National  edu- 
cation in  Ireland  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  may  frame  this  system  of 
averaging  the  attendance  ought  to  be 
looked  into,  so  as  to  allow  of  an  assist- 
ant being  appointed  for  the  higher  at- 
tendances at  least.  Now,  Sir,  with  re- 
gard to  the  position  of  the  teachers 
throughout  the  country,  I  have  only 
to  unite  with  my  hon.  Friends  upon 
these  Benches  in  saying  that  the  posi- 
tion of  the  teachers  is  anything  but 
satisfactory;  and  that  I  am  sure  that 
tiie  teachers  in  Ireland,  as  well  as  the 
bulk  of  the  people  in  that  country,  wiU 
be  very  much  pleased  when  they  learn 
tiiat  non.  Members  opposite  fully  re- 
cognize the  situation,  and  unite  with  the 
Representatives  of  Irish  constituencies 
in  urging  upon  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment the  necessity  for  improving  the 
present  state  of  things. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Glass  V. — ^Foreign  and  Colonial 

SSRTIOSS. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£16,786,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment daring  the  year  ending  on  the  3 lit  day 


of  March  1887,  for  the  Expenses  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Embassies  and  Missious  abroad.** 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northampton): 
We  have  already  voted  a  sum,  as  you 
will  see,  of  £12,000  for  telegrams  for 
the  Diplomatic  Services,  and  we  are 
now  called  upon  to  Vote  an  additional 
sum  of  £7,800.  I  do  not  quite  under- 
stand how  these  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates are  arranged,  because  these 
charges  are  only,  as  hon.  Gentlemen 
will  see,  no  doubt,  for  the  telegrams 
coming  in  from  Foreign  Legations  and 
Missions  abroad  to  this  country,  but  for 
every  telegram  which  comes  in  we  may 
fairly  suppose  that  another  goes  out. 
We  did  vote  £12,000  last  year,  and,  if 
I  remember  right,  we  voted  some 
Supplementary  sum.  How  is  it  that  in 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  in  this 
House  we  are  asked  to  vote  £7,800,  in 
addition  to  what  we  have  already  voted 
for  the  telegrams  coming  in,  and  nothing 
for  the  telegrams  going^  out  ?  If  anyone 
looks  through  the  recent  Blue  Books, 
especially  that  in  regard  to  Bulgarian 
affairs,  they  will  see  that  there  has  been 
a  very  vast  number  of  telegrams  from 
the  different  Ministers  abroad.  I  pre* 
sume,  therefore,  that,  in  point  of  fact, 
we  shall  have  to  pay  at  some  time  or 
other  an  additional  sum  of  some  £7,000 
or  £8,000  for  telegrams  from  the  Foreign 
Office  to  Missions  abroad.  Now,  last 
year,  when  this  question  of  telegrams 
was  raised  on  the  Estimates,  there  was 
an  animated  disonssion,  and  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Bryce),  who  was  then  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  admitted 
that  reductions  ought  to  be  made  in 
these  Estimates.  That  was  the  feeling 
entirely  in  the  House ;  but,  instead  of 
any  reduction  taking  place  in  conse- 
quence of  such  a  geneAl  expression  of 
opinion,  we  find  that  there  has  been  no 
reduction ;  and,  indeed,  we  very  often 
find  that  even  when  the  House  does 
express  its  opinion  strongly  upon  exces- 
sive expenditure  the  amounts  are  the 
same,  if  not  more.  I  am  inclined  to 
think  that  this  Vote  is  rather  more  than 
the  Vote  submitted  last  year.  Now,  I 
do  think  that  £12,000  is  quite  sufficient 
for  telegrams  to  the  Foreign  Office  with- 
out the  addition  of  £  1 2,000  for  telegrams 
from  the  Foreign  Office.  The  system,  at 
present,  seems  to  be  that  every  Minister 
of  Foreign  Affairs,  and  every  man  in 
the  Foreign  Office^  and  every  Foreign   . 
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Minister  thinks  that  when  he  has  got 
some  yerj  foolish  information  to  trans- 
mit that  he  might  yery  well  send  through 
the  Post  Office,  he  must  send  it  in  a 
cypher  telegram,  and  telegrams  in 
cypher  cost  more  than  ordinary  tele- 
grams. I  think  there  ought  to  be  a 
protest  made  against  the  cost  of  these 
telegrams.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
eountry  gains  any  advantage  by  the 
spending  of  something  like  £30,000  per 
annum  ioi  telegrams  from  our  Foreign 
Legations  to  the  Foreign  Office,  and  I 
wi^  to  accentuate  the  view  many  hon. 
Members  of  the  House  entertain  upon 
this  point  by  moving  the  reduction  of 
this  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £3,000,  which  I 
hope  will  bring  home,  not  only  to  the 
Foreign  Office,  but  also  to  Foreign 
Ministers,  that  they  must  do  their  best 
to  send  their  communications  through 
the  post  or  by  Queen's  Messenger, 
except  where  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  they  shoxdd  be  sent  by  telegraph. 
At  present,  Bepresentativei  abroad  send 
many  telegrams  which  they  might  very 
well  send  through  the  post  or  by 
Queen's  Messenger.  I  beg  to  move  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
£8,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That the  Item  of  £7.800  (Telegrams),  be 
reduced  by  the  sum  of  £3,000.' *^(Jfr.  Lahou» 

eh$r$.) 

The  under  SEOEETAEY  of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jahbs  FERGUSsoir)  (Manchester,  N.E.) : 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  must,  of  course,  give 
the  Oommittee  some  explanation  of  the 
reason  of  this  additional  expenditure. 
The  sum  expended  upon  telegrams  for 
theDiplomatic  Servicesis  about  £19,800, 
and  the  main  items  are  for  telegrams 
in  regard  to  Egypt,  Ohina,  Japan,  and 
Persia.  For  instance,  the  charge  in 
respect  of  Ohina  and  Japan  is  £7,765; 
the  cost  of  telegrams  from  Oairo  £4,200, 
and  other  places  £7,835,  making  a  total 
of  upwards  of  £19,000.  This  is  a  very 
large  sum,  and  all  I  can  say  is  that  great 
eflforts  have  been  made  to  induce  Her 
Majesty's  Representatiyes  abroad  to 
curtail  their  telegrams  as  much  as  pos- 
sible. Within  my  knowledge  exception 
has  been  taken  to  telegrams  unneces- 
sarily long,  and  a  Circular  has  been 
addressed  to  Her  Majesty's  Representa- 
tives abroad  calling  upon  them  to  use 
the  greatest  economy  practicable  in  the 

Mr,  Lahoucher$ 


writing  of  telegrams.  But,  Sir,  it  must 
be  remembered,  when  important  matters 
have  to  be  brought  to  tibie  notice  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gk>vemment,  the  Repreeenta- 
tives  naturally  wish  to  be  perfectly  dis- 
tinct, because  a  little  undue  shortening 
of  a  telegram  may  lead  to  serious  mis- 
conception. The  Oovemment  are  well 
aware  of  the  importance  of  not  ezeeed- 
ing  the  Original  Estimate  in  the  matter 
of  telegrams,  as  in  everything  else ;  but 
this  Supplementary  Estimate  has  been 
absolut^y  necessarv.  The  only  effiact  of 
the  hon.  Member's  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
Amendment  would  be  to  cause  a  eeiiain 
amount  of  embarrassment,  because  if  ex- 
penditure is  incurred,  it  has  to  be  paid. 
Therefore,  I  hope  that  the  Committee 
will  not  consent  to  the  proposed  reduc- 
tion. 

De.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  It 
appears  to  me,  Mr.  Courtney,  that  this 
is  simplv  a  matter  of  common  sense. 
Practically  speaking,  when  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment  get  into  a  mee^  as 
they  appear  to  have  got  into  a  mees  cm 
the  question  which  has  necessitated  this 
item  being  brought  forward  for  our  con- 
sideration, they  at  once  take  tlio  most 
expensive  mode,  at  the  cost  of  ^e  nn* 
fortunate  taxpayer,  of  solving  the  ques- 
tion. Now,  Sir,  it  is  not  for  mo  at  the 
present  time  to  raise  the  point  as  to  how 
this  item  was  incurred.  We  all  know 
very  well  how  it  was  incurred — namely, 
in  connection  with  Prince  Alexander  of 
Bulgaria — in  trying  to  keep  his  High- 
ness upon  his  Throne.  We  have  got  a 
sort  of  answer  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  James  Fergusson),  who 
adorns  the  po&t  he  now  fills.  But  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  taking 
into  account  that  his  words  go  before 
the  country,  and  taking  into  acconnt 
that  the  country  carefully  examine  all 
these  items  of  expenditure,  will  admit 
that  at  least  an  item  of  this  character 
oug^t  to  be  satisfactorily  explained.  Up 
to  the  present  it  has  not  been  explained 
and,  therefore,  as  a  Member  occupying  a 
seat  in  the  quarter  of  the  House  I  do, 
and  regretting  deeply  that  there  is  not 
more  independence  of  spirit  shown 
among  Members  on  the  Ministexial 
Benches — and  there  are  many  bon. 
Members  in  that  quarter  of  the  House 
who  ought  to  know  something,  at  any 
rate,  about  Eastern  affairs — ^f  desire  to 
enter  my  protest  against  this  e»ei^« 
ture,  and  to  express  the  pleasure  I  shall 
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h$.ve  i^  i^Qg  into  the  Lobby  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouohere). 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
Will  the  right  hoQ.  Gentleman  say  how 
much  of  this  item  is  due  to  Egyptian 
telegrams  ? 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUS80N:  In  the 
year,  the  telegranui  from  the  British 
Agency  at  Cairo  wiU  reach  a  sum  of 
£4,200, 

Dr.  TANNER:  How  much  money 
was  spent  upon  telesrams  in  eonnection 
with  the  Btilgarian  business^  directly  or 
indirectly  ? 

SrB  JAMES  FEEGUSSON:  I  am 
afraid  I  cannot  tell  the  hon.  Member. 
I  really  do  not  know  how  much  was 
expended  in  this  way. 

Dr.  TANNER:  How  much  was  spent 
on  tete^ams  to  Constantinople?  How 
much  was  spent  on  telegrams  to  Sofia  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  has  only  referred  to  tele- 
:grams  in,  and  said  nothing  about  tele- 
grams out. 

Sir  JAMES  FEEGUSSON:  I  under- 
stand there  is  no  excess  over  the  money 
taken  for  telegrams  out ;  such  telegrams 
are  very  much  shorter  than  those  which 
oome  in. 

Qeestion  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  91 ; 
Noes  140:  Majority  49.— (Div.  List, 
No.  43.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  liABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
I  believe  that  an  Amendment  is  likely 
to  be  moved  upon  this  Vote,  and  cer- 
tainly it  does  seem  to  me  to  require 
-some  sort  of  supervision  in  order  to 
justify  this  very  large  payment.  I  see 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  who 
h  going  to  move  the  Amendment,  has 
just  entered  the  House,  so  that  I  will 
resume  my  seat. 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
In  opposing  this  Vote  for  a  Supplemen- 
tary Grant  to  Sir-  Henry  Drnmmond 
Wolff's  Special  Mission  to  Constanti- 
nople and  Egypt,  I  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  when  I  opposed  a  simi- 
lar Yote  last  year,  I  pointed  out  that 
then  the  first  Mission  to  Constantinople 
had  been  utterly  worthless,  and  that  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff  had  failed  in 
every  respect  upon  which  he  bad  received 
instruetions^  and  had  only  succeeded  on 
ik^  points  on  which  his  instructions  dif- 


fered. I  was  then  told  that  his  success 
at  Cairo  would  make  up  for  what  he 
had  not  succeeded  in  at  Constantinople. 
I,  therefore,  want,  before  the  Committee 
pass  this  Yote,  to  have  some  information 
as  to  why  this  Supplementary  Estimate 
is  submitted  to  us  at  all.  There  have,  no 
doubt,  been  special  expenses  in  conneo- 
tion  with  the  festive  scenes  which  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff  has  held  at 
Cairo,  but  which  ought  hardly  to  be- 
come a  charge  against  the  country ;  and 
I  should  like  the  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment answerable  for  this  Yote  to  distin- 
gmsh  between  the  various  branches  of 
expenditure  which  make  the  excess  now 
asked  for  as  a  Supplementary  Yote.  We 
have  been  told  that  telegrams  from 
Cairo  cost  something  like  £4,200,  and 
the  absolute  want  of  any  kind  of  neces- 
sity for  this  Mission  is  shown  when  w^e 
come  to  explain  what  has  happened  at 
Cairo  during  the  past  year.  This  coun- 
try has  been  well  represented,  both  at 
Constantinople  and  at  Cairo,  by  eminent 
gentlemen.  One  of  these,  occupying  a 
nigh  position  in  the  Diplomatic  Service, 
has  been  kept  ignorant,  as  I  will  show 
from  Blue  Books,  of  negotiations  which 
have  made  this  country  responsible  for 
the  payment  of  an  exceedingly  large  sum 
of  money.  In  Qie  debate  on  the  Address 
I  put  several  Questions  to  the  Gx>vem- 
ment  with  reference  to  the  charges  put 
upon  this  country  by  the  occupation  of 
Suakin.  Suakih  being  quitted  by 
British  troops,  the  Eepresentative  of 
England  th^e  made  this  country  liable 
to  pay  a  sum— I  am  not  certain-— but  a 
sum,  apparently,  of  £73,000  a-year ;  I 
do  not  know  for  how  many  years.  I 
do  not  know  for  what  term  ;  but  so  long 
as  it  lasts  a  sum  of  about  £73,000  a-year 
is  to  be  paid  to  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment, for  the  government  of  a  city 
with  which  we  had  no  concern  whatever, 
and  for  which  the  British  taxpayer  is  to 
remain  liable;  and  I  shall  be  able  to 
show  that  this  was  done  without  the 
knowledge  of  Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  and 
that  it  was  done  on  the  suggestion  of  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff.  This  is  shown 
by  Papers  No.  24  in  the  Book  Egypt, 
No.  5,  of  last  year.  It  is  in  these  Papers 
that  we  find  one  of  the  earliest 
despatches  &om  Lieutenant  General 
Stephenson  relating  to  the  evacuation  of 
Suakin,  and  there  is  a  phrase  in  them 
which,  by  itself,  would  not  be  complete, 
where  he  speaks  of  what  he  is  putting  to 


Digitized  by  VjXJ^J 


^le 


1463    Supply-'Cml  Senicn^       {OOMMOJtS}        ^<?.  JBi<m«^,  ld86-l      1464 

plus  such  porfcion  of  £16,640,  now  de- 
manded by  the  Egyptian  GK>Ternment," 
of  which,  up  to  that  moment,  £11,000 
was  admitted  by  ns.  But  tiiat  is  not 
enough.  The  J^l^ptians  not  only  want 
us  to  pay  for  their  men,  but  they  want 
OS  to  furnish  them  with  stores,  and  we 
absolutely  give  them  two  seta  of 
stores,  one  £9,325,  and  another  £6,07S, 
and  another  untotaled  lot  with  no  price 
put  to  them,  which  may  be  larger 
or  smaller;  and  we  have  a  modest 
demand  for  new  stores  to  be  supplied 
by  us  to  the  Egyptian  GK>yemment  at 
a  price  of  £14,660.  I  should  like  the 
Hepresentative  of  the  Gh>Yemment  io 
say  why  £15,000  worth  of  property  of 
the  British  taxpayer  was  handed  oyer 
to  the  Egyptian  GK>yemment  without 
the  Ooyemment  being  asked  to  paj  for 
it.  I  want  to  know  how  much  of  this 
£14,660  has  been  granted.  It  is  true 
that  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff 
aohieyed  some  success.  At  first,  he 
seems  to  haye  been  the  chief  negotiator 
of  that  blockade  which  injured  a  lot  of 
unfortunate  people  and  did  no  good  to 
anyone — a  blockade  which  had  ulti* 
mately  to  be  abandoned  under  presoure 
from  the  German  Goyemment  when  it 
was  found  to  interfere  with  German 
trade.  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff 
paid  no  attention  to  the  starying  inhabi* 
tants  of  the  Soudan ;  but  the  moment 
two  German  traders  remonstrated 
against  the  unfairness  of  tiiis  blockade, 
then  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff,  who 
had  insisted  on  the  blockade  in  the  first 
place,  when  it  was  suggested  that  it 
should  be  raised,  thought  that  no  great 
difficulties  would  result  from  its  aban- 
donment. I  do  not  know  that  I  hare 
any  right,  in  dealing  with  the  salary  of 
Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff,  to  refer 
to  the  efficient  manner  in  which  that 
blockade  was  carried  out  under  his 
direction.  We  sent  a  steam  cotter 
carrying  a  Gatling  gun  without  the 
GatHng.  We  sent  another  whoee  guns 
were  utterly  untrustworthy,  became 
they  brought  down  the  bow  so  miM^ 
that  they  could  not  be  used.  That  is 
part  of  the  general  efficiency  of  the 
whole  of  our  dealings  in  this  unforta- 
nate  country.  What  does  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolff  do  either  in  Cairo  or 
in  Constantinople  for  us  ?  I  can  under- 
stand what  was  done  by  the  Goyernment 
which  sent  him  out,  for  him.  I  can 
understand  that  an  efficient  proyision 


the  Goyemment  there  as  ''  suggested  by 
Wolff."  When  I  come  to  look  at  a 
later  despatch,  we  find  Sir  Eyelyn 
Baring  sending  home  for  instructions  in 
solution  of  this  matter,  as  one  of  which 
he  is  entirely  ignorant,  when  it  is  com- 
municated to  him  by  Lieutenant  General 
Stephenson.  Now,  at  first,  the  goyem- 
ment of  Suakin  is  to  cost  England 
£40,940.  The  item  keeps  jo^rowing. 
Then  there  is  to  be  £5,000  for  some 
kind  of  equipment  for  the  Egyptian 
troops.  Why  the  British  taxpayer  should 
pay  for  the  equipment  of  Egyptian 
troops  is  by  no  means  clear  to  me,  and 
I  should  like  some  information  to  be 
giyen  to  the  Ck>mmittee  on  that  subject. 
But  if  we  turn  to  a  later  Paper  in  the 
same  Book — "S^^ — we  find  Sir  Eyelyn 
Barinff  saying  this — ''General  Stephen- 
son iiuorms  me  that  the  expenses  of  this 
Force  " — that  is,  the  Force  which  is  to 
occupy  Suakin  after  the  British  troops 
haye  quitted,  the  Egjrptian  Force— **  to 
the  extent  of  £56,440,  are  to  be  met  by 
Her  Majesty's  Goyemment."  Why  is 
the  British  taxpayer  to  pay  any  of  that 
charge,  in  addition  to  £5,000,  for  the 
first  payment  f  Then  Sir  Eyelyn  Baring 
uses  this  remarkable  language — 

"  I  have  received  no  instructions  on  this  sub- 
ject from  your  Lordship,  and  have  ventored  to 
telegraph  to  your  Lordship  for  authority," 

That  was  a  despatch  to  Lord  Eosebery ; 
but  the  preyious  despatch  to  which  I 
haye  reierred  was  a  despatch  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  the  present 
Leader  of  the  House,  but  was  at  that 
time  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War.  It 
is  clear  upon  whom  the  responsibility 
for  this  transaction  lies,  and  who  is  to 
blame,  because  Lieutenant  General 
Stephenson's  term,  ''suggested  by 
Wolff,"  becomes  quite  clear  by  the 
light  of  the  declaration  of  Sir  Eyelyn 
Baring,  that  he  knew  nothing  of  it,  and 
that  he  was  not  acquainted  with  it  by 
his  colleagues.  You  haye  one  official 
Bepresentatiye  of  Great  Britain  nego- 
tiating one  state  of  things,  and  you  haye 
another  in  another  place  negotiating 
another  state  of  things,  and  you  haye  the 
accord  between  the  two  so  complete  that 
they  know  nothing  of  what  each  other 
is  doing.  And  we  get  a  little  worse  as 
we  go  on.  The  money  claimed  by  Egypt 
is  constantly  increasing.  We  find  in 
that  same  Blue  Book  that  the  Egyptian 
demands  keep  increasing  step  by  step, 
unta  at  last  we  get  the  figures  "£66,440, 
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i^ras  made  for  ev^  member  of  that 
gallant  Army — not  for  the  rank  and 
me,  for  there  was  no  rank  and  £le — but 
for  the  whole  of  the  commanding  offi- 
cers who  put  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  into  Office,  But  I  ask  this 
Committee  not  to  be  a  party  to  voting 
away  the  money  of  the  British  taxpayer 
on  any  ground  of  that  kind ;  and  I  want 
to  know  from  the  Government,  if  we  are 
to  accept  a  certain  burden  of  £66,440 
a-year  for  Suakin,  are  there  any  other 
places  we  are  going  to  accept  the  same 
certain  burden  for  ?  If  not.  Sir,  why 
is  an  ezcaption  made  in  the  case  of 
Saakin?  If  there  are  other  places, 
where  are  they?  I  ask  whether  it  ia 
not  a  monstrous  thing  to  commit  the 
country  by  way  oi  a  number  of  engage- 
ments with  reference  to  the  Qovernment 
of  Egypt  carried  on  at  a  coat  to  the 
BritielL  taxpayer  at  home  ?  If  you  are 
not  going  to  do  that,  then  the  language  of 
these  despatches  has  no  meaning  at  all. 
If  it  be  taken  from  that  language  that, 
though  the  British  Government  say 
they  are  to  undertake  these  expenses, 
you  do  not  mean  it,  it  is  a  pity  you 
said  it. 

Tab  UNDEB  SECBETAEY  for 
FOEEIQN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  Jambs  Feb- 
ousson)  (Manchester,  N.E.):  For  that 
particular  year.  There  is  na  particular 
obligation  on  us  this  year  in  that 
respect. 

Mb.  BHADLAUGH:  There  is  no 
limitation  on  you  as  to  any  year.  The 
expression  is  ^'£'56,440  per  annum;" 
and  there  is  another  statement,  either  in 
this  Book  or  in  the  Book  which  sup- 
ceeded  it,  showing  your  obligations  to 
pay.  It  is  an  extraordinary  thing  that, 
if  it  is  a  payment  for  that  one  year, 
there  is  nothing  in  the  Book  to  show  it. 
Where  is  the  explanation  of  it  ?  Why 
should  Uie  obligation  be  taken  for  that 
vear  at  all  ? 

8m  JAMES  FERQUSSON:  Will 
the  hon.  Member  give  me  that  page  to 
which  he  refers  ? 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  I  thought  I 
had  given  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
numbers  of  the  despatches,  but  I  shall 
have  great  pleasure  in  referring  to  them 
again.  The  case  is  sufficiently  dear — 
unfortunately  too  clear — and  there  is, 
therefore,  no  reason  why  I  should  con- 
ceal any  part  of  it.  My  first  suggestion 
is  that  Paper  No.  24  shows  not  an  ex- 
penditure for  one  year,  but  an  annual 


expenditure  of  £40,940.  Now,  "an- 
nual" does  not  mean  a  payment  for  one 
year,  or  a  whole  payment  that  is  to 
terminate  at  the  end  of  the  year.  The 
annual  payment  of  £40,940  means  a 
payment  which  is  intended  to  go  on  for 
a  much  longer  period ;  and  I  say,  fur- 
ther, that  this  Paper  No.  24  shows  that 
this  was  **  suggested  by  Wolff*"  The 
curtness  of  th^t  phrase  is  not  mine.  It 
is  in  the  telegraphic  enclosure.  Then 
I  say  that  the  demand  increased  to  a 
sum  of  £56,440,  and  that  there  is 
nothing  in  No.  60  which  mentions  the 
increase,  limiting  it  to  <Hie  year,  and 
that  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  is  certainly 
startled  by  the  proposition  to  take  on 
this  country  any  such  liability.  He 
knew  nothing  of  it,  and  he  says,  as  I 
already  read — 

*<  I  have  recnved  no  instructions  on  this 
subject  from  your  Lordship,  and  have  ventured 
to  telegraph  to  your  Lordship  for  authority.'' 

There  is  nothing  there  which  shows  that 
the  sum  is  limited  to  one  year.  Well, 
we  go  on  still  further,  and  we  find  that 
^'  the  yearly  liabilities  incurred  by  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment  amount,  there- 
fore, to  £56,440,"  plus  such  portion  of 
the  £16,640  now  demanded.  *'  Yearly 
liabilities"  do  not  mean  one  year's 
liability,  and  nothing  more.  Yearly 
liabilities  mean^that  is,  if  diplomatic 
language  has  any  meaning — ^yearly  lia- 
bilities. I  have  learned  f^om  an  hon. 
Gentleman  occupying  a  diplomatic  posi* 
tion,  now  on  the  same  Bench  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  a  march 
may  be  conducted  without  opposition 
when  you  kill  the  people  who  stand  in 
your  way.  I  am  quite  prepared,  there- 
fore, to  learn  that  annual  liabilities  do 
not  mean  annual  liabilities,  but  only 
mean  one  specific  payment,  made  in 
full,  of  all  liabilities.  But  if  your  eon- 
tract  with  the  Egyptian  Government 
is  to  pay  an  annual  sum  of  £56,440, 
and  you  have  no  document  specially 
limiting  it  to  one  year,  I  am  afraid  we 
shall  have  the  same  demand  on  the 
British  taxpayer  for  this  money  another 
year.  I  think  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Afi'airs  has  given  the 
Committee  the  strongest  reason  for  re- 
jecting the  Vote.  Se  says  our  special 
Itepresentative,  whom  we  sent  on  a 
spedal  mission,  is  absoluteh'  ignorant 
of  the  English  language.  This  gentle- 
man is  well  versed  in  other  languages. 
He  can  talk  French  and  Italian  to  the 
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representatives  of  those  Nfttlonalities 
with  the  greatest  fluency ;  but  when  he 
comes  to  use  his  own  language,  and 
wishes  to  make  a  payment  of  £50,440 
in  full  of  OTerything,  he  agrees  to 
pay  it  yearly.  Now,  I  am  not  a  house- 
holder ;  I  am  only  a  lodger ;  but  I  dare 
say  there  are  some  Gentlemen  on  the 
Front  Bench  who  take  house  property 
by  the  year,  and  I  put  it  to  them,  if 
they  agree  to  pay  a  yearly  rent — unless 
the  place  be  taken  for  one  year  alone — 
they  will  And  themselres  burdened  with 
more  than  ene  year's  liability.  If  the 
thing  went  on  from  year  to  year,  it 
would  be  quite  clear  that  they  would 
have  to  pay  yearly ;  and  it  is  evident, 
from  the  language  I  have  quoted,  that 
this  payment  is  to  go  on  in  that  way.  It 
says,  ''the  yearly  liabilities  incurred 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government;'^  and, 
adding  the  two  sums  referred  to  to- 
gether—  that  is  to  say,  the  £56,440 
and  the  £16,640— it  amounts  to£  73, 060. 
I  admit  part  of  this  expenditure  was  not 
assented  to  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. The  English  Government,  at 
that  time,  only  conceded  the  £56,000 
and  £11,000— that  was  £67,000;  and  I 
would  ask  now,  where  is  the  despatch 
limitinff  that  payment  to  one  year^ 
Does  it  only  esdst  in  the  hopes  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affitirs  ?  Is  it  what  he 
thinks  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff 
ought  to  have  done  ?  Is  it  what  he 
thinks  a  wise  man  would  have  done? 
If.  the  Bepresentative  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  has  made  this 
country  responsible  for  a  large  sum 
of  money  per  year,  we  ought  to  have 
further  information  in  regard  to  it.  I 
want  to  know  why  we  take  this  obliga- 
tion in  regard  to  Suakin  at  all  ?  What 
distingui^es  Suakin  that  the  English 
taxpayer  should  pay  for  its  government  ? 
What  has  the  English  Government  to 
do  with  it  ?  Why  should  we  relieve 
the  Egyptian  Government  of  this  cost  ? 
Why,  I  repeat,  should  we  find  the 
Egyptian  troops  with  ammunition  and 
arms,  and  transfer  stores  to  them? 
These  things  have  been  done  by  a 
courteous  diplomatist  to  please  the 
people  with  whom  he  is  in  contact, 
without  the  slightest  regard  to  the  tax- 
payer at  home,  whom  he  ought  to  have 
represented.  I,  therefore,  hope  we 
shall  mark  our  sense  of  this  outrageous 
Mission   from    beginning    to  end.     It 
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would  be  an  fmpertftieiice  to"  go  oveif 
the  ground  that  I  went  over  last  year; 
but  anyone  who  refers  to  Hamari  wiIT 
see  that  I  took,  step  by  step,  and  item 
by  item,  the  instructions  given  to  Sr 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff ;  and  I  showed 
that  he  had  succeeded  in  nothing  except 
in  inducing  this  country  to  reoogtiae 
the  Sultan  of  Turkey  as  the  spintnal 
chief  Of  the   Mahommeda'ns.     I  am 
sure   I   congratulate  the  Government 
on  the  proud  successes  achieved.  "Wbat' 
is   our   position    in    Telation  fo  this; 
Mission   now?      How    long  ra  it  to 
last,  and   what   is  Sir  Heniy  Drim- 
mond    Wolff    Uiere    f or  ?      6    Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  incapable;  xxt  has  Sir 
William  White  no  abiHty?    Does  the 
Government  trust  them  ?    Or  is  it  ne- 
oessary  that  a  t&ird  person  should  go  to 
these  places  for  the  purpose  of  nrnKig 
a  job  or  providing  a  place  for  a  Hooted 
adherent  of  a  Chief  who,  I  am  bbtrnJ  to 
say,  took  the  highest  pains  to  reviri 
everyone  who  was  faithful  to  himf  I 
do  not  know  that  there  has  been  nirj- 
thing  much  niore  monstrous,  ad  i^ir  as 
modem  politics  are  concerned,  tfaata  flifc 
Mission  of  Sir  Henry  Drummond  WoBt " 
What  has  he  done  with  Moukhtar  PiAaf 
What  has  he  done  with  anybody  dse 
that  gives  him  any  sort  of  daim  <k 
this  coutrtiy  ?    What  advantage  has  he 
gained  fbr  us  ?    "V^at  diflGfcuHy  hair  he 
relieved?    What  Treaty  has  he  ibadd 
— ^what  bargain-*that  advantages  ftift 
country  at  all  ?    It  is  easy  to  give  away 
money  and  to  give  away  stores.    Any 
idiot  could  do  that;  and  it  would  not  be 
necessary  for  us  to  employ  a  skilled  Be- 

Sresentative  for  that  pnrpose.  I  ttoA 
lat,  without  reference  to  politics,  Aer^ 
will  be  found  men  on  both  sides  of  lihi« 
House  to  record  their  votes  a^amst  ^ 
allowance  as  a  monstrous  thing  itght* 
through.  I  say  Sir  Henry  Drummow 
Wolff  has  not  represented  the  hononr  of 
England.  I  say,  if  you  read  the  de- 
spatches with  reference  to  the  trade  in 
the  Soudan,  you  will  find  that  delay  took 
place  in  the  settlement  of  the  ^uestioii 
because  it  did  not  suit  Sir  Henry  Dram- . 
mond  Wolff  to  attend  to  it.  Heoccn^ 
himself  with  receiving  and  attendiiig 
upon  distinguished  personages,  when  to 
ought  to  have  been  occupying  liinaelf 
with  matters  affecting  the  welfereof  tte 
poor  and  hungry  Soudanese.  Bfe  haa/ 
no  sort  Of  consideration  for  flie  Sdtt- 
danese  \  they  were  barbarians,  of  cowfio  r 
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an  inferior  raoe  to  ns.  It  was  only  when 
the  Germans  said  *' We  won't  have  it" 
— when  two  German  traders,  backed  up 
by  the  German  representatives,  remon- 
strated, and  stated  that  the  blockade  was 
destroying  their  trade,  that  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolff  found  it  convenient  to 
thmk  that  the  opening  up  of  trade  would 
pacify  the  Soudanese.  It  would  have 
been  much  better  never  to  have  closed 
the  Soudan  at  all ;  never  to  have  fought 
a  battle  in  it ;  and  never  to  have  gone 
into  it  for  the  purposes  for  which  we  did 
go  into  it.  That,  however,  is  a  much 
wider  question  than  that  we  have  to- 
night a  right  to  deal  with.  The  questions 
I  want  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  answer 
arethese-*andIwanthimto  answerthem 
from  beginning  to  end,  not  in  vaeue 
words,  nor  in  hopes  or  expectations,  but 
in  plain  words — ^What  {^vantage  has 
Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff  gained, 
either  from  the  Sultan  or  the  Viceroy  of 
Egjrpt,  in  exchange  for  the  money  we 
have  paid  him  ?  Explain  the  exact  cost 
of  the  festivities  and  balls,  and  how  much 
of  it  is  to  be  borne  by  the  British  tax- 
payer ;  say  what  is  the  real  engagements 
with  reference  to  Suakin,  and  where  it 
will  be  found  in  black  and  white.  Do 
not  tell  me  that  liabilities  do  not  mean 
liabilities,  and  that  ''annual  payments" 
mean  one  payment  in  one  1 2  months  in 
full  of  everything.  I  shall  be  boond, 
even  if  you  do  tell  me  these  things,  to 
believe  that  the  English  language  means 
what  it  says.  I  ask  the  Committee  to 
vote  againsik  this  Vote.  I  shall  challenge 
a  Division  on  it,  trusting  that  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  remember- 
ing the  misery  that  now  prevails  in  the 
oonntry  and  the  pledges  they  gave  to 
the  working-class  voters  who  returned 
them,  will  not  permit  themselves  to  be 
parties  to  this  gross  and  wanton  extra- 
vagance. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  the  Item  of  £7,000  (Special  Missions 
and  Seryices)  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £6,190.'' 
—iMr,  Bradlaugh.) 

Mb.  S.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmarnock) : 
Mr.  Courtney,  I  object  to  the  continua^ 
tion  of  this  Mission,  and  so  strong  is  the 
objection  I  have  to  it  that  I  shall  pro- 
test against  this  Vote  on  ev^  occasion, 
in  the  House  and  out  of  the  House,  until 
the  burden  of  cost  on  account  of  it  is 
removed  from  the  Estimates.  A  fort- 
night ago  I  put  a  Question  in  the  House 


with  regard  to  this  Mission,  and  I  asked 
whether  the  Government  would  consider 
the  propriety  of  bringing  it  to  an  end. 
The  answer  I  received  was  not  satisfac- 
tory. The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
at  any  rate,  gave  me  no  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  the  Government  had  any  in- 
tention to  bring  the  Mission  to  a  close. 
The  reason  he  did  give  was  that  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff  was  conduct^ 
ing  very  difficult  and  delicate  negotia- 
tions. I  find  by  the  Blue  Book,  how- 
ever, that,  speaking  figuratively,  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff  is  doinff  very 
little  of  what  is  characterized  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  as  delicate 
and  difficult.  On  the  contrary,  I  find 
that  he  has  been  doing  work  which 
ought  to  have  been  done  by  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  in  Egypt  and  our  Bepresentative 
at  Constantinople,  and  who  are  quite 
willing  and  qualified  to  do  the  wodc 
that  is  placed  in  their  hands.  Among 
other,  things,  it  would  seem  that  he 
has  been  endeavouring  to  upset  that 
which  had  been  previously  accom- 
plished, and  was  recently  exerting  him« 
self  to  procure  the  re-opening  of  the  trade, 
with  the  Soudan.  I  find  an  absurd  mix- 
ing up  in  this  Blue  Book  of  the  details  of 
matters  that  ought  to  be  dealt  with  by 
our  Bepresentatives  in  Egypt.  I  find 
that  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff  deals 
with  military  events,  and  with  questions 
of  trade;  in  short,  I  find  nothing  in 
this  Blue  Book  which  bears  out  the 
character  given  to  the  Mission  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  There  has, 
on  the  other  hand,  been  a  supersession 
of  our  agents  in  Egypt;  and  I  think 
it  must  h^  felt  by  them  to  be  some- 
thing like  attaching  a  stigma  upon 
them  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties. 
Coming  to  the  work  on  which  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff  is  at  pre*- 
sent  engaged.  What  have  we,  to  use 
the  words  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, that  is  delicate  and  difficult  in  the 
negotiations  at  Constantinople?  Is  it 
not  the  fact  that  we  have  a  most  able 
Ambassador  in  the  person  of  Sir  Wil- 
liam White  ?  We  know  that  we  have 
in  him  an  able  man,  and  that  he  can 
accomplish  those  duties  whidi  you  have 
sent  out  a  second-rate  man  to  d^harge. 
The  thing,  to  my  mind,  is  perfectly 
monstrous,  and  I  trust  that  the  Mission 
of  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff  will  be 
brought  to  an  end  without  dela^.  When 
we  find,  even  by  the  Conservative  news- 
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papers,  that  there  ia  a  suspicion  of  job- 
bery attached  to  the  Mission  of  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff,  I  think  it  is 
high  time  that  Liberals  and  Badicala 
should  iifl;  iip  their  voices  to  protest 
against  its  continuance.  Any  man  who 
has  to  face  his  constituents  and  confess 
that  he  has  recorded  his  vote  in  support 
of  this  monstrous  and  costly  Mission  of 
Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff  has,  I 
think,  an  imminent  dianoe  of  losing  his 
seat.  I  am  told  that  there  are  numbers 
of  Tory  Democrats  among  the  working 
classes,  and  I  appeal  to  every  Member 
of  the  House  to  resist  this  Vote,  which 
it  is  my  intention  to  protest  against 
until  this  iniquitous  charge  is  removed 
from  the  taxpayers  of  the  country. 

Mb.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland):  I 
think  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  haa  been 
rather  severe  on  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
"Wolff.  The  policy  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment is  not  their  policy  alone;  it 
was  the  policy  of  the  late  Government, 
who  could,  if  they  had  chosen,  supersede 
the  Mission  of  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wolff.  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
carving  out  what  is  called  a  continuous 
foreign  poliey,  and  they  have  continued 
the  Mission  of  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wolff  to  Egypt  and  Oonstantinople ; 
and  I  think,  therefore,  it  is  rather  un- 
fair to  charge  upon  them  all  the  delin- 
quencies which  are  alleged  to  have  oc- 
curred. It  strikes  me  very  forcibly 
that  the  charges  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr,  Brad- 
laugh)  as  having  been  incurred  at  Sua- 
kin,  and  which  we  are  now  asked  to 
approve  of,  are  a  legacy  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  of  which  I  am  myself  a  Member. 
My  hon.  Friend  behind  me  who  has  just 
spoken  rather  threw  out  a  threat  with  re- 
gard to  the  charge  for  Sir  Henry  Drum- 
mond Wolff's  salary,  because  he  said 
that  Liberal  and  Badical  Members  who 
confessed  to  their  constituents  that  they 
had  voted  for  this  Estimate  would  run 
the  chance  of  losing  their  seats.  But  is 
it  not  a  fact  that  tSie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone)  was  in  the  habit  of 
sending  mission  after  mission,  at  any 
amount  of  expense,  to  inquire  into  the 
state  of  affairs  in  Egypt  ?  And  is  it  not 
also  a  fact  that,  in  season  and  out  of 
season,  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  William- 
son) always  voted  for  the  demands — 
right  or  wrong — of  the  right  hon.  Gontle- 
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man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothiao  ?  Et, 
ther^ore,  should  be  the  last  man  to  taunt 
those  who  do  not  object  to  Sir  Heaij 
Drummond  WolfPs  trivial  expenses,  (b 
oneoocasion  he  sentout  LordNorthbrook; 
at  another  time  he  sent  out  the  rig^  hon. 
Grentleman  who  is  now  Chanceller  of  ^ 
Exchequer  to  Constantinople  with  re- 
gard to  Egyptian  affairs.  He  also  Mat 
Lord  Dufferin.to  inquire  into  Egyptian 
affairs,  and  a  Beport  was  made,  and, 
with  regard  to  the  necessity  there  was 
thought  to  be  of  acting  on  that  Sepot, 
I  may  remark  that  it  was  allowed  to 
remain  for  a  considerable  time  in  the 
pigeon-holes  of  the  Foreign  Offlee. 
Again,  the  Liberal  Government  seat 
out  General  Gordon.  He  seat  home 
certain  recommendations  as  to  what  he 
thought  necessary  for  the  govommeat 
of  the  8oudan ;  but  not  one  of  those 
recommendations  did  the  Government 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  eorryout.  Tb^ 
neglected  to  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tion which  General  Gh>rdon  gave  wiA 
regard  to  Suakin ;  and  instead  thereof 
they  sent  fire  and  sword  amongst  ^ 
poor  and  innocent  Arabs,  or,  as  I  ehonid 
rather  describe  them  in  the  words  of 
the  late  Prime  Minister,  as  a  peo^ 
struggling  to  be  free.  Agaio^  the  Go- 
vernment of  Mr.  Gladstone  lejeeted  his 
advice  with  regard  to  sendiag  Zehehr 
Pasha  for  the  purpose  of  putting  aa  end 
to  the  rebellion  in  that  counti^;  and 
then,  as  the  House  is  aware,  although 
urged  to  send  relief  to  save  thmr  own 
agent,  they  did  so  when  too  late.  We  find 
among  the  Members  who  supp(»ted  tbe 
policy  of  the  late  Government  my  hoa. 
Friend  behind  me,  who  gets  up  bow  and 
cavils  at  the  money  spent  by  the  pfseeoi 
Government  on  the  mission  of  Sir  Heiay 
Drummond  Wolff.  The  next  qneetiaa 
asked  is  whether  Sir  Henry  Drummoad 
Wolff  has  done  anything  at  all?  The 
hon.  Membet  for  Northampton  has  laid 
before  the  Committee  evidence  whidi} 
to  his  mind,  shows  that  what  has  beoi 
done  does  not  amount  to  very  mucL  I 
find  in  the  Blue  Book  that  Sir  Eeniy 
Drummond  Wolff  supplies  the  QoTera- 
ment  with  a  large  amount  of  valuaU* 
information  with  regard  to  the  poaitioa 
of  Egypt,  the  financial  position  of  tlis 
country,  and  that  not  omy  with  regard 
to  the  condition  of  the  Soudsin  j^ 
vinces, 
frontier. 


s,  and  also  the  present  Egyptian 
ier.     Hafing  said  thus  nracb,  I 
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oome  to  the  Mission  itself.    I  am  bound 
to  say  that  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
policy  of  which  he  is  the  exponent  at 
Constantinople  on  the  part  of  our  Go- 
vernment.   The  policy  adopted  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has,  to  my  mind, 
the  appearance  of  establishing  a  dual 
control  with  Turkey  on  Egyptian  affairs. 
Now,  if  that  is  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's CK)vemment,  it  is  entirely  opposed 
to  the  policy  followed  by  the  Governments 
of  the  Great  Powers  for  the  last  40 
years  with  regard  to  Turkey  and  Egypt, 
which  has  been  to  secure  the  autonomy 
of  Egypt    and    lessen    the   power    of 
Turkey,  which,  I  believe,  was  also  the 
policy  of  the  late  Lord  Palmerston.    I 
am  of   opinion    that  the   adoption  of 
this  policy  will,  sooner  or  later,  lead 
the  country  into  difficulty.    The  dual 
control  which  existed  between  this  coun- 
try and  France  with  regard  to  Egypt  was 
terminated   by  the  Liberal  Party  and 
the  Conservative  Party  after  the  war, 
and  yet  we  find  a  dual  control  being 
attempted  to  be  set  up  again  with  re- 
gard to  Egyptian  affturs.  What  I  would 
suggest  to  ^e  Government  is  that,  in- 
steed  of  camring  out  a  policy  of  dual 
control  with  Turkey  in  respect  of  Egypt, 
we  ^oxdd  confer  with  France,  not  in 
order  that  there  might  be  a  dual  control, 
but  In  order  that  she  might  have  a  voice 
with  regard  to  her  int^ests  in  Egypt, 
which  are  larger  than  our  own.    It  was 
not  England,  but  France,  which  con- 
structed the  Suez  Canal;  then,  again, 
France  has  much  more  capital  invested 
in  manufactures  in  Egypt,  and,  in  other 
respects,  a  larger  pecuniary  stake  than 
we  have  in  the  country.    France  has, 
moreover,  three  times  the  number  of 
her  own  people  in  Egypt  than  we  have, 
and  hence  I  think  that  the  wisest  policy 
for  this  country  will  be,  in  some  mea- 
sure, to  confer  with  France  with  regard 
to  the  future  of  Egypt.    When  we  had 
differences  with  the  proprietors  of  the 
Suez  Canal,  and  when  the  entire  country 
rejected  the  arrangement  between  the 
two  Gtnremments,  the  French  yielded 
to  the  susceptibilities  of  British  opinion, 
andgaveusalmosteverything  that  wede- 
manded  regarding  its  control.    In  a  like 
spirit  we  ought,  in  place  of  playing  with 
the  Turk,  to  meet,  as  far  as  possible,  the 
just  susceptibilities  of  France  with  regard 
to  the  future  of  Egypt.    When  we  went 
to  Egypt,  the  plea  on  which  we  went 
there  was  that  of  the  Suez  Canal.    I 

YOL.  CCOXI.        [thied  sbries.] 


think  it  is  now  agreed  that  the  Suez 
Canal  is  not  the  highway  to  India.  I 
think  it  has  been  concluded  that  the  de- 
fence of  a  line  of  6,000  miles  between 
this  country  and  her  Indian  Possessions 
would,  in  case  of  war,  be  an  act  of 
lunacy.  It  was  once  contended  that  the 
high  road  to  India  was  round  the  Golden 
Horn;  but  no  one  would  now  be  so 
foolish  as  to  say  that.  I  hold  that,  in 
the  event  of  war,  the  highway  to  India 
would  not  be  through  Egypt,  but  the 
old  road  round  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope.  Having  said  thus  much,  I  should 
like  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  a 
question  with  regard  to  the  future  of  the 
Soudan.  In  my  opinion,  the  present 
condition  of  the  Soudan  is  a  disgrace  to 
any  civilized  Power.  Judging  from  the 
Eeports  sent  home  by  Sir  Henry  Drum- 
mond  Wolff,  whose  information  is  based 
on  the  Eeports  procured  by  the  Special 
Commissioners  sent  from  Cairo ;  judging 
from  those  Beports,  and  the  statements  of 
General  Stephenson ,  we  find  that  the  num- 
ber of  insurgents  between  Wady  Haifa 
and  Dongola  amounts  to  11,000  men, 
the  majority  of  them  beine  armed  only 
with  spears.  General  Stephenson  states, 
so  far  as  Wady  Haifa  is  concerned^  that 
the  town  is  sufficiently  strong  to  resist 
attack;  but  that  the  insurgents  may 
pass  along  the  left  bank  of  Wady  Haifa, 
in  which  event  it  would  be  necessary  to 
send  up  a  flying  column  to  prevent  them 
reaching  Assouan.  If  there  is  any  dan- 
ger of  this  insurrection  passing  down 
from  the  Soudan  to  Wady  Haifa,  I  think 
it  would  be  a  wiser  and  cheaper  policy  to 
stop  it  at  Wady  Haifa  than  to  have  to 
send  a  force  from  Assouan  up  the  Nile. 

The  OHAIEMAN:  I  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  travelling 
somewhat  widely  from  the  Vote  before 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  QOUELET:  I  shall  not  pursue 
the  subject,  Mr.  Courtney,  further,  but 
will  content  myself  with  expressing  the 
hope  that  the  Government  will  make 
clear  to  this  House  and  the  country  what 
is  the  position  of  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wolff  at  the  present  moment,  and  what 
their  policy.  I  hope  they  will  state 
whether  it  is  part  of  their  policy  or  in- 
structions Uiat  he  should  endeavour  to 
bring  about  a  new  arrangement  with 
rega^  to  E^ypt  in  the  shape  of  an 
Intemationaf  neutral  policy  for  the 
purpose  of  facilitating  the  return  of  the 
British  troops  which  are  in  that  country. 

3  B 
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I  quite  think  that  the  time  has  come 
wheu  decisiTO  action  ought  to  be  taken 
by  the  Government  with  regard  to  the 
occupation  of  Egypt. 

" '     DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  An  a] 


Mb. 


was  made  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury last  Session  by  several  Members 
of  this  House  to  state  why  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolff  had  been  sent  out  to 
Egypt,  what  he  had  done  there,  and 
what  he  was  expected  to  do  there.  To 
that  Question  the  ixsual  answer  was  re- 
ceived—that  he  was  sent  out  on  im- 
portant and  delicate  business.^  Well, 
Sir,  one  important  Question  which  was 
asked  then  has  been  asked  again  to- 
night, in  very  forcible  language,  by  ttie 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlauah).  That  Question  was  not 
answered  tnen,  it  has  not  been  answered 
to-night,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  it 
cannot  be  answered.  It  is  this: — ^Is 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring  able  to  do  his  busi- 
ness or  not  ?  He  receives  a  salary  of 
£5,000  a-year;  he  is  not  there  as  the 
special  Bepresentative  of  Her  Mwesty's 
Government  only,  but  is  supposed  to  be 
an  experienced  and  able  diplomatist. 
I  would,  however,  point  out  that 
General  Gordon  entertained  a  different 
idea  of  his  ability  in  that  respect. 
But,  however  that  may  be,  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  has  resided  in  Egypt  since  the 
commencement  of  these  negotiations, 
and  if  he  is  able  to  do  the  work  at 
aU  he  ought  to  be  able  to  carry  it  out 
by  this  time.  We  are  now  building  a 
palace  for  him,  and  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  we  are  called  on  to  pay  £5,000 
a-year  we  are  also  called  upon  to  send 
out  this  other  diplomatist,  and  to  pay  for 
his  maintenance  in  Egypt  and  Constan- 
tinople. No  attempt  has  been  made 
since  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff  was 
sent  out  to  Egypt  to  reply  to  the  ques- 
tion why  both  these  gentlemen  should 
be  kept  in  Egypt  at  the  same  time.  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  perfectly  plain  that 
either  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff  or 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring  should  come  back  to 
this  country.  Which  of  them  should 
return  is  a  matter  for  the  Government 
to  decide,  although  I  believe  there  are 
many  men  in  this  country,  and  probably 
a  still  greater  number  in  Egypt,  who 
think  that  both  should  come  back.  I 
only  allude  to  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  in  con- 
nection with  this  question  incidentally, 
and  because  I  think  the  time  has  come 
when  we  should  require  that  a  distinct 

Mr.  Gourley 


pledge  should  be  given  that  eiiher  cms 
or  other  of  the  salaries  now  being  paid 
to  these  gentlemen  should  cease,  and  that 
one  or  the  other  of  them  should  retain 
to  this  country.  We  have  asked  over 
and  over  again  the  question — What  is 
the  Government  doing  in  Egypt  ?  It  iB 
very  hard  to  find,  after  all  the  despatches 
which  have  been  sent,  what  it  is  that 
Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff  is  doing.  It 
cannot  be  that  he  is  in  Egypt  for  the 

Eurpose  of  sending  home  informatioD, 
eoause  you  have  your  Agents  there  al- 
ready for  that  purpose.  We  are  told 
that  he  is  oonducting  delicate  and  diffi- 
cult negotiations.  What  are  those  nego- 
tiations? It  is  stated  in  Thi  Jimm  to- 
day in  a  tel^^am  that  the  Porte  has 
again  urged  on  Sir  Henry  DrummoBd 
Wolff  that  a  definite  date  should  befixed 
for  the  withdrawal  of  the  English  ttoopa 
from  Egypt.  If  that  is  true  I  am  not 
surprised  at  it,  in  view  of  what  has 
occurred  during  the  last  few  years.  I 
do  not  wonder  that  the  Porte  should  be 
getting  impatient  wi(h  the  continuaice 
of  English  troops  in  Egypt.  Thiaqnee- 
tion  has  been  raised  over  and  orer 
again;  and  if  the  Government  are  pre- 
pared to  say  that  their  object  in  keeping 
Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff  in  his  pre- 
sent position,  and  in  paying  him  on  an 
exceedingly  high  scale  in  that  poeitioB, 
is  to  bring  about  an  arrangement  that 
on  a  specked  day  which  shall  be  named 
the  British  troops  shall  be  withdrawn, 
I  certainly  should  not  vote  againat  the 
payment  of  his  salary.  But  when  we 
look  back  on  the  history  of  this  questioa 
I  maybe  pardoned  for  asking  thataontf 
specific  statement  should  be  made  with 
regard  to  it.  So  long  ago  as  Februaiy, 
1883,  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marqueia 
of  Hartington)  spoke  in  this  Houae,  ifl 
reply  to  a  Question  as  to  how  long  we 
were  going  to  remain  in  the  occupation 
of  Egypt,  to  this  effect — 

«« I  would  say,  without  veDturing  to  ^^ 
witii  absolute  aasa^allo^  that  the  rigW  m- 
Gentleman,  in  the  first  period  of  time  »#••«• 
gested,  has  stated  with  probable  aceuiaojr  we 
length  of  time  that  it  may  be  neoeesary  to  m 
our  troops  in  Egypt."— (8  Santari,  [27fl  ^^^'^ 

That  period,  as  stated  by  the  late  Lorf 
Iddesleigh,  then  Sir  Stafford  Northoote, 
was  six  months.  That  was  the  15th  w 
February,  1883.  Since  then  four  yea" 
have  .elapsed,  and  instead  of  ^^ 
nearer  to  the  withdrawal  of  fte  Bnti» 
troops  we  are  infinitely  further  away 
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£rom  that  end  tlian  we  were  in  the  month 
of  February,  1 883.  So  far  as  anyone  who 
has  studied  the  history  of  these  different 
transactions  can  arrive  at  a  conclusion, 
our  progress  in  the  direction  of  that  ob- 
ject, which  has  been  declared  to  be  the 
aim  of  all  Ministers,  both  Conservative 
and  Liberal,  when  in  Office — namely,  to 
get  the  British  troops  out  of  Egypt  as 
Eoon  as  possible,  has  been  backward  in- 
stead of  forward,  and  as  time  rolls  by 
the  accomplishment  of  that  end  appears 
to  become  more  and  more  hopeless.  On 
the  10th  of  August,  1883,  a  Question 
was  put  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  to  the  then  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasurv,  the  Member  for  Mid  Lotiiian 
(Mr.  ^\  E.  Gladstone).  The  right  hon. 
Genlieman  (Mr.  John  Morley)  asked 
what  chance  there  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment would^carry  out  the  pledge  given 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Ros- 
sendale  (the  Meurquess  of  Hartington) 
early  in  that  Session,  and  the  reply  of  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  extends  over  three  pages  of 
Han%ard.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
pointed  out  that  their  intention  to 
evacuate  Egypt  in  the  autumn  of  1883 
was  interrupted  by  the  advent  of  cholera, 
which  somewhat  delayed  the  re-organi- 
zation of  the  Egyptian  Army.  Well, 
the  cholera  came  and  went,  and  still  the 
British  Army  remained  there,  and  in 
that  year  the  famous  Mission  of  Lord 
Dufferin  was  sent  out ;  and  I  was  greatly 
sorpri^  to  hear  an  hon.  Gentleman 
just  now  justifying  the  present  Govern- 
ment in  continuinp^  to  waste  money  on 
the  Mission  of  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wolff,  on  the  ground  that  previous  Go- 
vernments have  sent  expensive  Missions 
to  report  and  give  advice,  and  that  they 
never  acted  on  a  particle  of  the  advice 
given.  It  is  a  fact.  Sir,  that  every 
single  one  of  the  Missions  to  Egypt 
have  ended  in  smoke,  and  how  that  can 
justify  this  Government  in  continuing 
the  present  Mission  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
understand.  Why,  Sir,  is  not  anyone, 
who  has  made  a  study  of  Egyptian 
affairs,  perfectly  aware  of  this— that 
Lord  Dufferin  went  to  Egypt  and  pro- 
duced a  most  valuable  and  detailed 
Beport  as  the  result  of  his  exertions, 
and  that,  no  doubt,  this  Committee  was 
called  upon  to  vote  large  sums  for  his 
support?  Not  one  single  part  of  that 
Beport  has  been  acted   upon.     Lord 


I  Dufferin  went  and  came,  and  when  his 
I  Beport  was  thrown  into  the  waste-paper 
basket  Lord  Northbrook  was  sent  to 
Egypt.  I  have  studied  his  Beport ;  it 
is  a  most  interesting  document ;  and  if 
it  had  been  acted  upon  it  would  have 
resulted,  unquestionably,  in  great  relief 
to  the  taxpayers  of  Egypt.  Lord  North- 
brook  also  had  to  be  paid  for ;  but  not 
one  single  representation  which  he  made 
has  been  acted  upon.  Are  we  to  be  told 
that,  because  money  was  wasted  on 
Lord  Dufferin's  Mission,  and  money  was 
wasted  on  Lord  Northbrook's  Mission, 
and  money  was  wasted  on  the  still  more 
sad  and  fatal  Mission  of  General  Gor- 
don, we  are  to  waste  money  on  a  fourth 
Mission?  If  the  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment who  is  to  defend  this  Mission 
is  able  to  stand  up  and  say  that  the 
Mission  will  be  of  anv  good  to  Egypt  or 
to  England,  there  will  be  some  ground 
for  asking  the  Oommittee  to  adopt  this 
Vote.  Unless  that  can  be  done,  it  is  a 
scandal  and  shame  that  the  evils  of  your 
administration  of  Egypt,  which  are  evils 
crying  to  Heaven  for  vengeance,  can  be 
hidden  behind  these  Missions.  We  know 
what  the  object  of  sending  Missions  to 
Egypt  is.  It  is  that  you  are  able  to  say 
that  you  cannot  give  I^arliament  any  in- 
formation about  Egypt  until  such  and 
such  a  Mission  has  come  to  a  close. 
What  about  Lord  Dufferin's  Beport; 
what  about  Lord  Northbrook's  Beport ; 
and  what  about  General  Gordon's  Mis- 
sion ?  The  result  of  Sir  Henry  Drum- 
mond Wolff's  Mission  will  be  just  the 
same  as  that  of  the  foregoing  Missions. 
If  he  makes  a  single  recommendation 
which  is  of  benefit  to  the  people,  as  soon 
as  his  Beport  is  received  you  will  send 
out  another  Oommiesioner.  I  cannot 
understand  how  the  people  of  England 
submit  to  this  kind  of  thing.  So  long 
as  they  do,  the  real  and  only  true  ex- 
planation of  these  Missions  is  to  be 
found  in  the  fact  that  this  House  under- 
takes to  govern  a  country  like  Egypt, 
and  will  not  take  the  trouble  to  stud^ 
the  question.  Hon.  Members  support 
the  Government  in  carrying  on  these 
operations  in  Egypt;  but  of  all  the 
Members  of  the  House  are  there  10 — 
well,  perhaps,  I  exaggerate  when  I  ask 
are  there  10— are  there  25 — who  have 
read  the  history  of  this  Eg^mtian  Ques- 
tion ?  How  many  have  read  Mr.  Cave's 
Beport;  how  many  have  studied  the 
particulars  of  Mr.  Goschen's  Mission;  _t 
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how  many  know  of  the  Oonvention 
which  regulates  Egyptian  finance ;  how 
many  know  of  the  London  Conference ; 
how  many  have  studied  the  long  history 
of  these  transactions  which  have  led  up, 
step  by  step,  to  the  ruin  and  bankruptcy 
of  Kgypt ;  and  how  many,  having  studied 
that  history,  have  oome  to  the  conclusion 
that  I  have  done,  that  special  Missions 
to  Egypt  are  neither  more  nor  less  than 
a  convenient  cloak  for  Ministers  to  pro- 
tect themselves  from  criticiBm  in  this 
House?  I  maintain  that  if  it  were 
possible  to  get  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, or  even  the  Members  of  this 
House,  to  study  the  Egyptian  Ques- 
tion as  they  would  study  a  question 
in  which  their  own  pockets  were 
interested  —  and,  indeea,  their  own 
pockets  are  affected  in  this  Egyptian 
matter,  if  they  could  only  realize  it — 
they  would  not  tolerate  the  present  state 
of  affairs  for  six  months,  or  would  not 
rest  satisfied  until  the  last  British  soldier 
had  left  Alexandria.  Believe  me,  that 
when  the  last  British  soldier  has  left 
Alexandria  the  whole  of  this  Egyptian 
business  will  be  condemned  on  aU  sides, 
as  the  Zulu  War  was  condemned.  I  re- 
member the  time  when  a  man  who  con- 
demned the  Zulu  Expedition  was  re- 
garded as  a  traitor ;  but  opinions  have 
altered  now.  So  it  will  be  with  respect 
to  this  Egyptian  business.  The  interests 
of  individuals  are  so  great  in  Egypt  that, 
as  long  as  you  continue  to  pay  Ambas- 
sadors these  enormous  salaries,  so  long 
will  excuse  after  excuse  be  found  for 
postponing  the  evacuation  of  Egypt. 
There  are  some  men  who  are  deter- 
mined that  the  British  soldiers  shall 
never  evacuate  Egjrpt,  in  order  that 
these  great  interests  shall  be  protected 
and  these  large  salaries  paid,  and  the 
hateful  system  maintained  of  governing 
a  far-off  country,  whose  affairs  we  can- 
not understand,  and,  therefore,  must 
hand  them  over  to  men  who  may  be 
honest  or  dishonest,  but  whom  this 
House  is  utterly  unable  to  control  or  to 
hold  responsible  for  their  actions. 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
bom) :  I  do  not  wish  to  intrude  for  more 
than  one  moment  upon  the  attention  of 
the  Committee ;  but  having  supported 
this  Vote  in  the  last  Parhament,  and 
also  in  the  first  Session  of  the  present 
Parliament,  I  desire  to  say  that  though 
I  shall  again  support  the  Vote,  because 
I  think  we  must  trust  our  Executive, 


whoever  they  are,  still  I  do  think  fbs 
time  has  come  when  we  might  minimize 
our  diplomatic  powers  in  Egypt  I  think 
that  the  retention  of  both  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  and  of  Sir  Henry  Brummond 
Wolff  is  a  superfluous  use  of  our  pover. 
It  is  immaterial  to  me  which  of  these 
gentlemen  is  retained ;  but  I  presume 
that  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolif,  of  the 
two,  has  the  greater  knowledge  of  the 
East  and  is  the  better  diplomatist.  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  is  an  eminent  financier ; 
but  we  have  already  a  great  finan- 
cier in  Egypt,  whose  name  appears  in 
connection  with  the  recent  arraogement 
of  the  financial  affairs  of  ]^gjpt— ITr. 
Edgar  Vincent.  Therefore,  I  ftink  we 
might  weU  leave  Sir  Henry  Drommond 
Wolff  alone,  or  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  might 
receive  instructions  to  devote  his  atten- 
tion to  the  sulnects  which  have  hitherto 
occupied  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff. 
I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  (Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Billon} 
as  to  the  result  of  the  various  liissionfl 
to  Effypt,  and  I  know  of  none  more  use- 
ful than  that  of  Lord  Dufferin.  Bat, 
all  the  same,  I  do  a^pree  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Dillon)  that  the 
taxpayers  of  this  country  hare  paid 
quite  enough  for  this  sort  of  double 
Mission ;  and  I  hope  Her  M^'eetj'e  Go- 
vernment, in  obtaining  this  Vote  for  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff,  will  gi?e  us 
some  assurance  as  to  when  we  shall  re- 
duce our  diplomatic  force  in  Egjpt 

Mr.  ATKINSON   (Boston):  A«  ao 
independent  Member  of  this  House,  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  seem  to  assume  that  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff  was  sent  out 
to  E^pt  without  the  Imowledge  of  tbe 
House  of  Commons,  or  of  Parliament 
generally,  or  of  the  country.  Those  who 
have  watched  the  matter  from  the  first 
know  perfectly  well  that  every  Memher 
of  Parliament,  both  in  this  and  the  other 
House,  approved  of  the  sending  oat  of 
Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff,  and  that 
if  they  disapproved  of  the  Mission  thej 
did  not  raise  their  voices  against  it 
Under  such  circumstances,  it  is  very  no- 
seemly  and  quite  out  of  date  for  hon- 
Members  opposite  to  get  up  now  and 
denounce  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff. 
They   should,    as  true  Englishmen  or 
Britons,  having  approved  the  lEsaou 
— the  migority  of  ttiem,  at  all  events 
and  i9-20ths  of  the  people  of  ths  cm- 
try  approved  the  Mission— they  shoma 
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ay  tlie  bill  and  be  quite  satisfied.     Sir 

"enry  Drummond  Wolff  does  not  re- 
quire any  words  from  me  in  vindication 
of  his  conduct ;  but  I  maintain  that  his 
conduct  has  been  satisfactory  from  the 
first.  It  is  only  a  little  waste  of  time,  or 
another  mode  of  Obstruction  for  hon. 
Gentlemen 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  rise  to  Order. 
I  desire  to  ask  the  Chairman  whether 
the  hon.  Qentleman  is  right  in  terming 
the  opposition  I  have  offered  to  this  Vote 
a  mode  of  Obstniction  f 

TnE  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  in  Order  in  imputing  motives  of 
that  kind. 

Mr.  ATKINSON :  I  beg  to  say  that 
I  do  not  impute  any  motive,  and  I  do 
not  refer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Norths 
ampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  in  any  way 
whatever.  I  listened  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's speech,  and  I  was  pleased  with  the 
manner  in  which  it  was  delivered  ;  but 
if  I  was  pleased  with  the  manner  in 
which  it  was  delivered,  I  disagreed  en- 
tirely with  the  matter  of  the  speech.  As 
my  opinions  upon  it  have  been  chal- 
lenged, I  say- — 

Thb  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  will  not  be  in  Order  in  continuing 
these  remarks. 

Mr.  ATKINSON :  Then,  how  is  it 
possible  to  debate  ?  I  suppose  I  must 
throw  myself  upon  the  Committee,  and 
Bay  that,  at  all  events,  I  have  a  right,  as 
a  taxpayer  and  as  a  Representative,  to 
express  on  behalf  of  myself  and  my 
constituents  thorough  satisfaction  with 
the  work  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff 
has  done,  and  dissatisfaction  at  the 
criticisms  which  have  been  in  such  an 
un-English  way  directed  against  the 
Mission  of  that  gentleman.  I  hope  the 
Oommittee  wiQ  vote  in  such  an  I^glish 
way  as  will  satisfy  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wolff  that  there  are  plenty  of  us  ready 
to  defend  him  in  his  absence.  I  shall 
always  be  ready  to  do  so. 

Mr.  L  ABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  some  speeches 
which  one  always  expects  to  finish  with 
**  Rule  Britannia ! "  and  to  that  class 
belongs  the  speech  which  we  have  just 
heard.  The  hon.  Qentleman  asks  how 
we  are  to  debate  in  this  House.  I  will 
tell  him.  If  he  has  nothing  pertinent 
to  say  he  had  better  not  say  anything. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  I  rise  to  Order, 
Mr.  Chairman  ;  I  think  that  that  is  very 
impertinent. 


Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  Now,  Sir,  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  argument  is  that  be- 
cause there  is  no  protest  a^inst  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff's  (fomg  out  to 
Egypt,  we  ought  consistently  to  pay  a 
salary  of  £12,000  year  after  year  to  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff.  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolff  went  out,  as  the  hon. 
Member  and  all  of  us  know,  on  a  tem- 
porary Mission.  It  was  fully  understood 
in  all  parts  of  the  House  that  it  was  a 
temporary  Mission.  At  the  same  time,  if  I 
remember  rightly,  when  Sir  Henry  Drum- 
mond Wolff  did  go  out  there  was  no 
Ambassador  at  Constantinople,  bat  only 
a  Charg6  d' Affaires.  We  cannot  extend 
a  temporary  Mission  year  after  year  at 
this  very  great  cost  to  the  country.  I 
fully  acknowledge  that  Sir  Henry  Drum- 
mond Wolff  is  a  very  able  diplomatist, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  he  will  render 
good  services;  but  surely,  if  the  Govern- 
ment think  that  he  is  worthy  of  some- 
thing being  done  for  him,  tliey  ought 
not  to  allow  him  to  go  on  in  this  way 
cadging  on  the  Treasury,  but  appoint 
him  to  some  permanent  place  abroad.  I 
hope  we  shaU  have  some  distinet  under- 
standing that  this  temporary  Mission 
will  cease,  because  it  is  becoming  a  per- 
manent one.  We  have  an  Ambassador 
at  Constantinople,  and  a  Consul  Genial 
at  Cairo.  Both  of  these  officials  are  very 
highly  paid.  Sir  William  White  has 
the  reputation  of  being  a  gentleman  who 
thoroughly  understands  Eastern  affairs, 
and  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  we  have  heard 
again  and  again  praised  in  this  House. 
It  is  clear  tnat  if  we  have  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  at  Cairo,  and  we  have  Sir 
William  White  at  Constantinople,  we 
really  do  not  want,  notwithstanding  his 
great  abilities.  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wolff  gravitating  from  one  to  the  other. 
There  is  no  use  crying  over  spilt  milk. 
We  shall  divide  as  a  protest.  At  the 
same  timo,  we  ought  to  have  a  dear 
understanding  that  this  Mission  will 
cease,  and  that  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wolff,  if  the  Government  think  it  right 
that  he  should  be  provided  for,  shall  be 
provided  for  by  his  appointment  to  some 
position  which  will  be  chargeable  to  the 
ordinary  Estimates. 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AJS'FAIRS  (Sir 
Jahbs  Eerqusson)  (Manchester,  N.E.): 
Mr.  Chairman,  the  discussion  has  tra- 
velled some  way  firom  the  Supplementary 
Vote  for  Sir  Henry  Df ummond  Wolff's 
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Mission  At  tlie  same  time,  I  certaislj 
must  refOfrnize  t^  at  there  is  hardly  any 
part  of  the  Egyptian  Uuestion  which  has 
arisen  since  this  Mission  which  may  not 
be  in  some  way  identified  with  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  WolflTs  work.  And  if  I 
am  sucoetsful)  as  I  hope  I  shall  be,  in 
satisfying  the  Committee  that  the  time 
of  Sip  Henry  Drummond  Wolff  has  not 
been  wasted,  but  ooonpied  with  reaUy 
most  important  affairs  which  are  likely 
to  produce  rery  valuable  results,  I  tiiink 
that  neither  the  Committee  nor  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff  himself  will 
have  any  reason  to  complain  of  the  dis- 
cussion on  this  Vote  havina^  been  some- 
what extended.  I  think  it  due  to  the 
hon.  Members  who  have  spoken  to  notice 
the  different  points  which  they  have 
taken  np.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  who  n>oke  first, 
asked  why  there  are  Supplementary 
Votes.  In  some  cases  Supplementary 
Votes  are  necessary,  because  unexpected 
circumstances  have  occurred;  but  m  this 
case  a  Supplementarv  Vote  is  necessary, 
because  the  Mission  nas  extended  over  a 
longer  period  than  was  provided  for 
originally.    We  shall  have  presently  to 

five  some  reasons  why  the  Mission  of 
ir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff  has  been 
extended  beyond  what  was  at  first  con- 
templated. It  must  be  evident  to  the 
Oommittee  that  since  the  Mission  has 
been  extended,  we  are  obliged  to  ask 
for  more  money  in  respect  of  it.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  asked  a  question  of  some 
importance,  and  one  which  he  is 
thoroughly  justified  in  asking,  having 
vegard  to  the  Papers  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment upon  the  affairs  of  Egypt.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  some 
despatches  in  a  Blue  Book  of  last  year 
which  appeared  to  show  that  a  further 
expenditure  had  been  contemplated  in 
connection  with  Suakin,  and  that  this 
expenditure  was  expressly  approved  of 
by  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff.  It  is 
true,  Sir  Frederick  Stephenson  contem- 

Slated  the  existence  of  a  special  force  in 
efence  of  Suakin,  and  that  the  expenses 
connected  with  a  part  of  that  force  were 
to  be  borne  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. It  is  also  true  that  the  dien 
Secretary  of  State  acknowledged  the 
intention  of  undertaking  that  Uability. 
That,  of  course,  took  place  in  a  former 
Administration ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
the  position  is  quite  plain.    In  the  first 

Sir  James  Fergusson 


place,  at  that  time  the  frontiers  of  f  irrpt 
required  a  much  larger  defensive  fn^ce 
than  at  present;  and  it  was  absolutely 
necessary,  inasmuch  as  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  undertaken  the  ohai^ 
of  the  military  operations  in  Egypt, 
that  the  expenses  of  the  defence  of  tbe 
frontier  should  be  incurred.  There  wss 
no  binding  engagement  on  this  eeniitry, 
for  it  was  never  communicated  t6  ths 
Government  of  Egypt. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH :  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  is  mistaken;  theBepresentaUve 
of  Egypt— Watson  Pasha — anaomoed 
the  sum  in  Paper,  No.  77. 

Sm  JAMES  FERGUS80N:  lam 
sure  that  it  was  never  announced  to  Ae 
Government  of  Em»t  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  undertake  a  penna- 
nent  charge  of  £56,000  lot  the  d^eaoe 
of  Suakin,  and  even  if  there  was  such  an 
engagement  ire  ^ould   not  be  called 
upon  to  fulfil  it,  because  the  eharge  will 
not  amount  this  year  to  so  large  a  sum. 
The  efforts  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment,  which  I  hope  are   now  accom- 
plished, or  are  in  course  of  early  accom- 
Elishment,  have   been  directed  to  the 
ringing  of  the  military  expenditure  of 
Egypt  within  the  means  of  the  GcverB- 
ment.    I  can  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  that,  although  it  was 
contemplated    by    the    Gen€^   com* 
mending  in  Egypt  in  1886  that  a  por- 
tion of  the  expenses  of  the  defence  of 
Suakin  should  be  undertaken  b^  H« 
Majesty's  Government,  Her  Majerty's 
Government  are  really  under  no  obliga- 
tion to  undertake  it.     Then  the  h(HL 
Member  went  on  to  speak  of  the  stores 
which  were  supplied  to  the  Govemmest 
of  Egypt  by  tins  country.     Well,  Sir,  I 
must  say  that  we  are  going  into  raflicr 
ancient  history ;  but  the  fact  is  that  it 
was  necessary  to  assist  the  Govemmeol 
of  Eeypt  in  defending  their  frontier, 
and  the  result  of  our  assistance  was  that 
we  were  able  to  put  down  the  invasioa 
of  Egypt  R^per,  and  that  the  country 
enjoys  such  tranquillity  now.    The  al- 
ternative course  would  have  been  not  to 
have  given  stores  and  not  to  have  gif» 
troops,  and,  I  suppose,  to  have  allowed 
the  tide  of  invasion  to  roll  over  the  dfi- 
lized  part  of  Egypt.     Her   Majesty's 
Government  of  that  day  did  not  thiw 
that  that  would  have  been  a  jus^Ue 
course,  or  consistent  with  our  Mission,  i* 
Egypt.     The  hon.  Member  asks,  and 
several  others  have  adced,  why  wasfe 
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I    am    able     to    present    to    Parlia- 
ment    Boice    Papers    with    which   Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff  has  furnished 
Her   Majesty's   Qovemment,   and   my 
conviction  is  that  when  these  Papers 
have  been  read  by  hon.  Members,  some 
Gentlemen  who  have  talked  slightingly 
of  his  MissioD,  and  have  atteiched  very 
little  value  to  it,  will  be  rather  ashamed 
of  what  they  have  said.    I  am  prepared 
to  say  that  the  skill,  the  research,  the 
force  manifested  in  these  Papers  by  Sir 
Henry  Druoimond  Wolff  will  impress 
everyone  who  reads  them.    In    these 
Papers   Sir    Henry  Drummond  Wolff 
lays  the  foundatious  of  reforms  in  the 
Government  of  Egypt,  and  follows  up 
the  labours  of  those  who  went  before 
him,  which  show,  in  a  comprehensive 
way,  the  evils  which  afflict  the  Gtevorn- 
ment  of  Egypt,  and  the  manifest  reme- 
dies that  oug:ht  to  be  applied.    The 
Papers  deal  with  various  subjects.    Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff  reports  upon 
the  working  of  the  Capitulations,  and  in 
various  respects.    He  deals  with   the 
question  of  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice ;  with  the  causes  of  losses  on  Cus- 
toms.   He  deals  with  the  Post  Office, 
and  also  with  the  difficulties  of  adminis- 
tration by  reason  of  the  many  function- 
aries imposed  upon  it  by  foreign  Powers. 
He  goes  on,  in  further  Papers,  to  point 
out  the  grievous  burden  which  the  great 
number  of  foreign  officials  inflict  upon 
the  resources  of  Egypt  likewise.  He  like- 
wise points  out  the  result  of  the  legisla- 
tive alterations  which  were  instituted  by 
Lord  Dufferin,  and  which,  though  not 
carried  out  to  the  full,  have  produced 
valuable  benefits.    He  calls  attention  to 
the  enormous  abuses  of   the  existing 
svstems  of  pensions,   and  shows   how 
they  might  be  commuted.    He  presents 
a  picture  of  the  terrible  incidence  of  the 
Egyptian  debts,  and  indicates  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  burden  may  be  light- 
ened.   In  the  very  last  month,  on  the 
eve  of  his  departure  for  Constantinople, 
where  he  intended  to  report  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  the  result  of   his 
labours,  he  presented   most  important 
Papers  relating  to  the  condition  of  the 
Egyptian    railways,   which    prove   the 
manifest  need  of  a  different  form  of 
management.    Had  we  not  had  so  much 
before  us  to  be  done  I  am  sure  I  could 
have    interested    the    Committee    very 
much  by  giving  them  some  sketches 
from  those  Papers.    On  ^very  one  of 


Henry  Drummond  Wolff  sent  to  Egypt 
at  all  ?     Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff 
was  semt  out  originally  to  arrange  a  Con- 
vention with  the  Government  of  Tur- 
key, in  order  that  a  Turkish  Commis- 
sioner should  be  sent  with  him  to  Egypt 
with  power  to  investigate  the  adminis< 
tratton  of  the  finances  of  that  country, 
and  to  provide  for  the  future  of  Egypt, 
and   to  take  into  consideration    o&er 
matters  mentioned  in  the  Convention. 
Perhaps  I  may  as  well  at  this  stage  as 
at  any  other  notice  what  the  duties  of 
the  Commissioners  were,  and  this  will 
enable  me  to  show  the  Committee  that 
Sir  Henry  Drununond  Wolff  has  been  of 
some  real  service  in  Egypt,  and  has  laid 
down  the  foundation  of  reform  which  I 
trust  will  bear  abundant  fruit.      The 
2nd  Article  of  the  Convention,  which 
was  ooncluded  in  October,  1 885,  provided 
that  the  High  Commissioner  of  Turkey 
and  the  High  Commissioner  of  England 
should    deUberate    upon    the     general 
settlement  of  Egyptian  affairs.  Egyptian 
affairs,  as  I  could  show  the  Committee, 
have  been  constantly  the  subject  of  dis- 
cussion between  the  Khedive  himself, 
Nubar  Pasha^   Moukhtar   Pasha,   and 
Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff.     One  of 
the    first    things    done    in    pursuing 
the  inquiry  which  this  Imperial  Com- 
mission conducted  was  to  send  Shurdi 
Pasha    to    Wady  Haifa,    from  which 
place  he  has  sent  most  important  repre- 
sentations upon  the  state  of  the  country 
beyond   Wady  Haifa — Reports    which 
have  enabled  the  Government  to  place 
only  that  amount  of  force  upon  the 
frontier  which  was  absolutely  necessary. 
By  the  3rd  Article  of  the  Convention, 
the  two  High  Commissioners  were  to 
organize,  in  concert  with  His  Highness 
the  Khedive,  the  Egyptian  Arnay.  Weil, 
we  have  already  laid  on  the  Table  the 
Correspondence  with  Moukhtar  Pasha  on 
this  subject.     The  cost  of  the  Forces, 
Native  and  British,  has  been  constantly 
under  discussion,  and  are  now  about  to 
be  brought  to  a  settlement.     But  the 
most  important  head  under  which  the 
position  of  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff 
may  be  viewed  is  the  4th  Article  of  the 
Convention,  which  provides   that    the 
two  High  Commissioners,in  concert  with 
the  Khedive,  were  to  examine  into  all 
the  branches  of  Egyptian  Administra- 
tion, and  introduce  in  them  the  modi- 
fications  which  might    be    considered 
necessary.     The  time  has  come   when 
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these  subjects  I  have  named  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolff  has  brought  to  light 
the  enormous  evils  I  have  referred  to, 
and  shown  their  ramifications  through 
every  department  of  the  administration 
and  government  of  Egypt. 

Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  Will  these 
Papers  be  presented  to  the  House  ? 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  :  I  stated 
that  the  Papers  would  be  laid  before 
Parliament.  One  of  the  Capitulations 
has  existed  during  the  past  700  years. 
The  oldest  of  them  is  700  years  old. 
The  English  Capitulation  is  more  than 
800  years  old,  and  so  forth.  There  are 
17  or  18  of  them  altogether,  and  their 
result  is  to  interfere  very  much  with  the 
power  of  the  Eulers  of  Egypt  in  almost 
every  particular,  crippling  them  to  the 
utmost,  and  depriving  them,  I  may  say, 
of  all  respect  m  the  eyes  of  their  sub- 
jects. I  will  do  no  more  than  mention 
these  subjects ;  but  what  I  have  stated 
to  the  Committee,  as  to  the  value  of 
these  documents,  I  state  with  the  full 
consciousness  of  the  responsibility  I  take 
upon  myself,  that  I  believe  that  my 
description  of  these  Papers  will  be  rea- 
lized when  hon.  Members  get  them  into 
their  hands. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  When  will  they  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  f 

SiK  JAMES  FERGUSSON:  As  I 
stated  to  the  Committee,  they  will  be 
presented  immediately.  Then  there  are 
other  matters.  There  is  the  question, 
for  instance,  of  International  and  Con- 
sular Tribunals,  which  forms  a  subject 
of  considerable  difficulty  and  delicacy, 
and  these  and  smaller  measures  require 
the  exercise  of  great  skill  in  dealing  with 
them.  A^ain,  there  is  the  Article  relating 
to  the  withdrawal  of  the  British  troops 
from  Egypt  at  a  convenient  period,  which 
has  to  be  arranged.  Now,  what  I  have 
to  state  is  this— that  the  withdrawal  of 
the  British  troops  and  the  withdrawal  of 
the  British  Government  from  Egypt  de- 
pends entirely  on  the  extent  to  which 
these  reforms  can  be  carried  out,  and 
by  what  time  the  Government  of  Egypt 
can  be  made  self-sustaining  and  self- 
reliant.  So  long  as  Egypt  has  this 
grievous  burden  laid  upon  it  by  foreign 
expenditure,  so  long  as  it  is  unable  to 
preserve  order  within  its  own  boundaries, 
and  to  make  foreigners  who  live  in  the 
country  pay  their  full  share  of  the  taxes 
of  the  country  ;  and  so  long  as  the  just 
Sir  James  Fer^UBSon 


balance  of  Revenue  and  Expenditure  are 
dependent  on  the  resources  of  the 
country,  and  there  are  no  means  to  de- 
velop those  resources,  so  long  would  oiif 
departure  be  the  signal  for  fresh  dis- 
orders, and  for  the  return  either  of  on^ 
selves  or  of  some  other  Power  to  the 
country.  I  do  not  think  Her  Msjeety's 
Gbvernment  would  be  wise  and  iojal  if 
they  were  to  give  a  pledge  to  the  House 
as  to  an  early  period  of  withdrawal  with* 
out  having,  in  the  first  place,  secured  the 
means  of  carrying  out  the  duties  thej 
have  undertaken  as  to  the  Government 
of  Egypt,  and  have  enabled  tiiatOoren* 
ment  to  maintain  itself  satisfactorily. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (l£r. 
Bradlaugh)  complained  of  delap  in 
opening  the  Soudan  trade.  If  he  meant 
the  worfs  he  used — if  he  spoke  seriously 
when  he  referred  to  Sir  Henry  Drum- 
mond WolfiTs  neglecting  this  measure  in 
consequence  of  being  engagedwith  festiri* 
ties,  and  not  paying  attention  to  it  until 
urged  thereto  by  uie  arrival  of  Qenoan 
traders,  I  must  say  that  his  obserratioBS 
are  hardly  worth  noticing.  In  the  last 
Blue  Book  there  are,  no  doubt^  contra- 
dictory recommendations.  At  onetime 
Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff  is  sanguine 
as  to  be  able  to  open  up  trade  with  the 
Soudan  at  an  early  period.  Then,  at  a 
later  period— in  August,  1886, 1  think 
— he  says  it  will  be  premature  to  do  so. 
Circumstances  changed,  and  influenced 
his  opinion.  But  the  hon.  Membw 
for  Kilmarnock  TMr.  8.  Williamson) 
referred  to  Colonel  Grove's  recommen- 
dation. He  said  that  Colonel  Grove 
was  sent  out  to  Egypt  to  inquire  as 
to  the  prudence  of  re-opening  trade 
with  the  Soudan,  as  if  a  Special  Com- 
missioner at  Cairo  and  a  Consul  Genewl 
were  not  suMcient  to  prosecute  any  such 
investigation.  I  think  it  was  no  wonder, 
looking  at  the  divergent  views  expressed, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government— the 
Government  of  the  day— sent  out  an 
officer  in  whom  they  had  confidence  to 
give  an  opinion  on  the  matter  ;  but  I  do 
not  find  that  Colonel  Grove  recommended 
thatthe  trade  should  be  re-opened  at  once. 
He  said—**  It  would,  I  think,  be  prema- 
ture to  raise  the  existing  blockade  at  the 
present  moment."  He  did  not  report  ia 
favour  of  the  immediate  re-opening  « 
the  trade  with  the  Soudan ;  out  this  I 
will  say — that  since  Lord  Salisbury  took 
Office  in  July  last,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemment  have  been  eztremMy  desirMW 
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of  re- opening  this  trade  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment;  but  the  best  advice 
showed  that  it  would  not  be  prudent 
to  do  80  until  the  Nile  had  fallen, 
and  there  was  no  fear  of  an  advance  by 
the  rebels.  When  we  were  satisfied  that 
the  rebels  had  lost  heart  and  had  fallen 
back,  and  when  the  opening  of  trade 
would  not  be  attended  with  risk,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  with  good  encouragement 
to  the  taribes  who  were  in  rapid  succession 
seeking  to  renew  their  intercourse  with 
Egypt»  then  the  trade  was  to  be  re- 
opened. Now.  I  am  rather  surprised  at 
the  line  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  (Mr.  Gourley),  because  one 
would  have  thought,  from  his  statement, 
that  every  country  that  had  to  do  with 
Egypt  was  right  but  ourselves.  The 
French,  he  said,  had  a  much  greater  in- 
terest ia  Egypt  than  we  had ;  and,  there- 
fore, we  should  not  seek  to  manage  that 
country,  but  should  leave  it  to  France. 

Mr.  (K)URLEY  (Sunderland) :  I  beg 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  I 
said  we  ought  to  consider  the  suscepti- 
bilities of  France  with  regard  to  the 
future  government  of  Egypt,  rather 
than  the  opinions  of  the  Turk,  in  the 
same  way  as  France  considered  the 
susceptibilities  of  England  during  the 
Anglo-French  negotiations  for  the  com- 
mercial control  of  the  Suez  Canal. 

Sir  JAMES  FEEGUSSON  :  I  hope 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  con- 
sidered, not  only  the  susceptibilities, 
but  the  rights  of  the  various  Powers 
besides  their  own.  There  has  been  no 
desire  on  the  part  of  England  to  gain 
any  exclusive  advantage  over  any  other 
Power.  We  have  recognized  the  sus- 
ceptibilities of  France ;  and  if  we  could 
be  at  all  successful  in  restoring  Egypt 
to  prosperity,  and  putting  her  in  a 
position  to  exercise  self-government,  we 
shall  hope  that  all  nations  will  reap 
advantage  as  well  as  ourselves.  But  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff  is  not  now  in 
Egypt,  but  in  Constantinople,  where  he 
is  fulfilling  part  of  the  task  submitted  to 
him— namely,  the  negotiations  with  re- 
gard to  what  has  been  called  the  ulterior 
Convention.  It  was  contemplated,  under 
the  6th  Article  of  the  Convention  of 
1885,  that  as  soon  as  an  inquiry  had 
been  finished  the  Convention  should  be 
considered.  That  is  the  object  of  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff's  visit  to  Con- 
stantinople now.  He  is  occupied  in 
making  a  proposal  to  the  Sublime  Porte, 


with  the  knowledge  of  the  Eepresenta- 
tives  of  the  other  European  Powers,  in 
regard  to  measures  which  it  may  be 
hoped  will  greatly  improve  the  condi- 
tion of  Egypt,  and  wul  remove  many 
of  the  evils  which  he  has  done  so  much 
to  expose,  and  which  will  enable  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  bring  to  an 
end  their  occupation  of  Egypt  in  a 
manner  which  will  not  expose  the  coun- 
try to  renewed  risks.  But  the  Mission 
of  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff  has  been, 
no  doubt,  more  extended  than  was  at  first 
contemplated ;  but  no  one  knows  better 
than  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
that  the  affairs  of  the  East  are  not  con- 
ducted in  a  hurry.  It  is  absolutely  be- 
yond dispute  that  if  we  were  to  leave 
Egypt  in  haste  at  the  present  moment 
we  should  go  away  without  our  work 
having  been  accomplished.  I  believe 
I  may  say  that  great  advantage  has 
been  gained  by  the  inquiry  having  been 
conducted  by  a  person  who  had  es- 
tablished personal  relations  with  the 
Sultan's  Ministers,  and  who  has  brought 
back  to  the  Sultan  the  result  of  his  ne- 
gotiations in  Egypt.  Sir  Henry  Drum- 
mond Wolff  possesses,  I  believe,  the 
very  highest  qualifications  for  dealing 
with  Orientals.  He  has  patience,  he 
has  tact,  and  he  has  determination ;  and 
I  think  that  when  the  House  of  Com- 
mons has  seen  the  Eeports  he  has  sent 
from  Egypt,  hon.  Members  will  recog- 
nize that  he  possesses  talents  of  a  very 
high  order.  But  hon.  Members  may  ask 
us,  was  it  necessary  to  send  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolff  to  Egypt,  when  we 
were  represented  there  by  an  able  Mi- 
nister, and  when  at  the  Porte  we  were 
represented  by  an  able  Ambassador  ? 
Well,  Sir,  both  these  officers  have 
special  duties  to  perform.  The  duties  of 
Ambassador  at  the  Porte,  and  the  duties 
of  Agent  and  Consul  General  in  Egypt 
are  very  onerous,  and  are  continuous.  The 
Mission  of  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff 
was  to  aid  in  a  special  investigation  \  and 
though  wo  sometimes  send  a  Commis- 
sioner to  inquire  into  the  working  of  a 
great  Department  in  this  country,  that 
does  not  supersede  the  necessity  of 
having  a  Minister  at  the  head  of  that 
Department.  An  investigation  of  this 
sort,  to  be  valuable,  must  be  done  by 
someone  outside  the  Executive  ;  and  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  has  been  constantly  and 
heavily  weighted  with  the  duty  of  ad- 
vising   the     Government     of    Egypt. 
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he  was  engaged  were  of  so  difficult  a 
nature  that  it  would  be  rash  to  disturb 
him.  These  negotiations  hare  been  car- 
ried on  sinoe,  and  I  trust  we  maj  be 
allowed  to  bring  them  to  a  saceeaafal 
issue.  I  therefore  hope  I  may  appeal 
to  the  Committee  not  to  grudge  the 
money  which  is  required  to  pay  the  ex- 
penses of  Sir  Henry  Drummond  WiAfT^ 
Mission  up  to  the  dose  of  the  finanetal 
year. 

Mr.  BBYOE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I  think 
everyone  in  the  House  most  feel  that 
there  was  ample  reason  for  brmgmfr 
forward  opposition  to  l^is  Vote ;  and  I 
think  a  great  deal  has  been  said  in  Hke 
oourse  of  the  debate  to  show  that  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  though  of  oonrae 
more  palpably  on  this  side,  there  exists 
great  dissatidfaction  with  the  pneeent 
position  of  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff's 
Mission.  Something  has  been  swl  as 
to  the  action  of  the  late  Oovemment  in 
not  recalling  Sir  Henxy  Drummond 'Wolff 
when  they  oame  into  OBcb.  I  admit 
that  that  is  a  fair  remark  to  moke; 
but  the  hon.  (Gentleman  who  made  it 
must  remember  that  when  the  late  Go- 
Temment  came  into  Office,  a  little  more 
than  a  year  ago,  they  were  aware  from 
the  first  that  weir  tmure  of  Offioe  was 
very  uncertain,  and  that  it  was  extrem^y 
doubtful  that  it  would  last  for  more 
than  two  or  three  months.  In  point  of 
fact,  it  continued  about  six  months,  and 
some  time  was  necessary  to  enable  the 
Government  to  understand  how  things 
stood  in  regard  to  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wolff's  Mission.  When  Uie  reqoisita 
inquiries  had  been  completed,  and  we 
were  in  a  position  to  act,  the  (General 
Election  was  so  near  that  it  scazoely 
seemed  our  duty — knowing  that  we  were 
going  to  the  country — to  take  the  step 
of  interrupting  Sir  Henry  Dmmmond 
Wolff's  negotiations.  That  is  now  maze 
than  eight  months  ago ;  and  as  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
very  properly  said,  May,  1 886,  isa  very  dif* 
ferent  thing  to  March,  1 887.  We  did  not 
contemplate,  when  we  allowed  Sir  Heniy 
Drummond  Wolff's  negotiations  to  go 
on,  that  his  Mission  would  have  lasted 
nearly  so  long  as  it  has  now  lasted;  andl 
gather  from  the  conduct  of  the  Govern* 
ment  in  not  proposing  this  Vote  in  the 
Autumn  Session  for  the  whole  current 
year  that  they  did  not  intend  that  it 
should  go  on  even  up  to  now.  If  I  am 
wrong  I  hope  I  shall  be  oorreotod  i  bat 


But,  as  I  have  said,  the  main  advan- 
tage which  has  been  gained  by  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolffs  Mission  has 
been  not  only  the  conduct  of  that 
inquiry,  but  its  representation  of  us 
at  Constantinople.  As  to  the  duration 
of  that  Mission,  I  cannot  fix  a  definite 
limit ;  but  I  should  like  to  tell  the  House 
this — ^that  the  negotiations  at  Constanti- 
nople have  now  arrived  at  a  stage  which 
fives  great  promise  of  success.  There 
ave  been  rivalries  and  jealousies,  as  is 
natural  between  great  Powers  under  cir- 
cumstances like  the  present ;  but  these 
rivalries  and  jealousies  have  never  at- 
tained a  force  which  threatened  an  in- 
terruption of  friendly  relations.  The 
Powers  have,  with  preat  generosity,  re- 
trained from  pressing  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  this  matter;  and  now 
that  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff's  pro- 
posals have  been  presented  to  the  Porte, 
and  have  been  made  known  to  the  Be- 
presentatives  of  the  other  Powers,  I  can 
say  that  no  Powers  have  opposed,  while 
some  Powers  have  supported  them,  and 
that  even  those  Powers  which  might 
have  been  expected  not  to  accept  the  pro- 
posals so  readily,  have  not  only  offered  no 
active  opposition,  but  have  attached  con- 
ditions to  their  acceptance  which  are  by 
no  means  insuperable.  I  say  that  the 
result  of  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff's 
negotiations  gives  good  promise  of  suc- 
cess; but  that  if  these  negotiationB 
were  to  be  interrupted  by  the  action  of 
this  House,  or  if  it  were  shown  that 
Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff  is  not  sup- 
ported by  a  decisive  majority  of  tlus 
Mouse,  so  as  to  leave  it  in  doubt  whether 
or  not  he  was  supported  by  public 
opinion,  it  would  be  a  great  public  mis- 
fortune. Let  me  remind  the  House  of 
the  manner  in  which  this  matter  was 
left  by  the  late  Government,  Gn  the 
6th  of  May,  1 886,  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
said  that — 

**  Matten  connected  with  the  mifisions  and 
commnnications  between  Moukhtar  Pasha  and 
6ir  Henry  Wolff  continue  as  before ;  but  they 
have  not  yet  reached  a  stage  at  which  it  would 
be  possible  with  convenience  to  present  them  to 
Parliament."— (3  Eantard,  [305]  379.) 

Well,  May,  1886,  is  not  March,  1887, 
and  I  am  not  going  to  rely  too  much  on 
that  statement.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man recognized  that  though  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolff  had  been  sent  out  by 
his  Predecessors,  the  operations  in  which 

Sir  JanxM  Ferguutm 
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I  cannot  £nd  either  that  the  work 
Sir  Henry  Drunimond  Wolff  does  or 
the  Imports  he  writes  the  Govern- 
ment, giving  him  the  utmost  credit  for 
his  diplomatic  skiU,  and  for  the  amount 
of  study  he  has  bestowed  upon  the 
question,  is  an  excuse  for  continuing 
to  spend  £15,000  a-year  on  his  Mission. 
Has  there  been  any  reason  shown  by  the 
right  hon.  Qentdeman  why  this  Vote 
should  not  be  rej  eoted  ?  If  the  case  stood 
merely  as  I  have  put  it  so  far,  I  should 
find  it  quite  impossible  not  to  vote  for  a 
reduction ;  but  the  right  hon.  Qentleman, 
in  the  last  few  minutes  of  bis  speech, 
told  us  what  I  thought  was  a  far  more 
important  thing  than  anything  he  had 
said  in  the  eadiier  portion  of  it.  He  told 
us,  with  all  the  responsibility  of  a  Mem* 
ber  of  the  Executive  Government,  that 
the  negotiations  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wolff  was  conducting  had  reached  a 
point  at  which  the  Government  expected 
an  immediate  and  important  result  from 
them.  He  said  of  the  attitude  of  various 
Powers  that  even  some  of  those  Powers 
from  which  opposition  might  have  been 
expected  were  not  unfavourably  dis- 
posed to  the  proposals  which  Sir  H^ary 
Drummond  Wolff  had  been  instructed 
to  make,  and  that  the  Government  had 
reason  to  believe  that  a  successful  end 
would  soon  be  reached.  I  also  under* 
stood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say — , 
and  he  will  correct  me  if  I  misunderstood ' 
him — that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  directing  their  efforts  entirely  to- 
wards the  speedy  evacuation  of  Egypt. 
I  understood  him  to  put  his  case  thus : 
if  we  were  to  refuse  the  Vote  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  weakening  the  hands 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  endea* 
vouring  to  bring  about  that  object.  I 
am  aware  that  there  were  certain  con- 
ditions which  have  not  yet  been  fulfilled 
which  are  necessary  in  order  to  enable 
the  evacuation  to  take  place—that  cer« 
tain  reforms  have  to  be  completed  and 
certain  arrangements  to  be  made.  But 
I  understood  him  to  repeat  the  assur- 
ance, given  in  debate  three  weeks  ago, 
that  the  whole  object  of  the  Government 
is  to  effect  these  reforms,  so  as  to  enable 
this  country  to  withdraw  from  Egypt 
as  soon  as  we  can  possibly  do  so,  with* 
out  endangering  the  prospects  of  the 
tranquillity  of  that  countay.  If  that 
is  so,  I  am  bound  to  say  we  are  put 
in  a  very  difficult  position.  When  the 
Executive    Government  come   to  thii 


I  think  that  is  a  reasonable  interpreta- 
tion to  put  upon  their  conduct.  The 
Mission,  including  Sir  Henry  Drum- 
mond Wolff's  salary  and  all  the  inci- 
dental expenses,  comes  to  more  than 
£15,000  a>year,  and  the  Mission  has  now 
liuited  for  about  19  months,  a  much 
longer  period  than  any  of  those  other 
Missions  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
SunderliEtnd  (Mr.  Gourley)  referred.  A 
good  deal  has  been  said  as  to  the  respec- 
tive functions  of  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wolff  and  Sir  Evelyn  Baring.  It  is 
true— and  it  seems  to  me  that  that  might 
have  been  stated  more  fully — that  the 
distribution  of  duties  between  these  two 
gentlemen  has  effected  some  economy  of 
time  and  labour.  No  doubt  it  was  better 
that  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  should  under- 
take the  ffnanoial  business  and  the  di- 
rection, ao  far  as  it  rested  with  our 
Sepresentative,  of  the  ordinary  affairs 
of  the  country,  while  the  diplomatic  and 
military  questions  were  dealt  with  by 
8hr  Henry  Drummond  Wolff.  To  that 
extent  there  was,  no  doubt,  a  certain 
saving  of  time  and  labour ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
saving  and  economy  has  been  very  far 
from  such  as  is  represented  by  the 
sum  of  £  1 5, 000  &-year.  The  right  hon. 
Oentlemaa  opposite  also  refers  to  these 
Beports  by  Six  Henry  Drummond  Wolff 
that  he  proposes  to  lay  on  the  Table. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  these  Heports 
will  be  Tery  interesting,  and  will  con- 
tain in  a  concise  and  summary  f^m 
much  of  that  information  which  the 
House  now  finds  it  so  difficult  to  obtain 
from  the  scattered  despatches  and  docu- 
ments in  the  Blue  Books.  I  have  no 
doubt  thai  a  view  of  those  questions 
ranginK  irom  the  period  which  has 
elapsed  since  the  time  of  the  Sultan 
Saladin  will  be  historically  interest- 
ing; but  I  must  take  leave  to  doubt 
if  the  Beports  that  we  are  to  en- 
joy the  reading  of  will  be  fairly  worth 
£15,000  a-year,  and  I  think  that  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  ought 
not  to  rest  his  case  on  that.  It  seems 
to  me  that  it  would  be  very  easy  to  got 
admirable  Beports  as  good  as  these  from 
perstms  not  occupying  the  highest  posts 
in  ^e  Civil  Service  of  this  country  at 
a  very  much  smaller  charge  than  is 
pn>po6ed  in  this  Vote.  I  conclude, 
therefore,  for  all  these  reasons,  that 
the  right  hon«  Gentleman  has  given 
no  BufiScient  justification  for  this  Yote^ 
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House  and,  with  their  full  res^nsibility, 
tell  us  that  by  weakening  their  hands  at 
this  moment  we  should  mflict  what  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  calls  a  great  pub- 
lic misfortune  upon  the  countnr,  I  can- 
not undertake  the  responsibility  of 
weakening  thoir  hands  in  that  way.  I 
think  it  impossible,  if  the  Executive 
Government  tell  us  they  have  reasonable 
grounds  for  believing  that  they  are 
within  a  short  time  of  bringing  their 
negotiations  to  a  satisfactory  close,  and 
if  they  assure  us  that  the  objects  of  these 
negotiations  are  exactly  what  we  our- 
selves desire  thenj  to  be,  I  sajr  it  will  be 
impossible,  or  at  any  rate  difficult  and 
inconsistent  with  established  practice  in 
regard  to  the  management  of  foreign 
policy,  to  withdraw  ourj  confidence  and 
support  from  them  at  the  critical  mo- 
ment. But  there  is  one  point  upon 
which  I  think  they  ought  to  have  given 
us  a  more  expHcit  assurance.  On 
looking  into  the  Estimates  for  next  year 
we  find  an  amount  put  down  for  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  WolfiTs  Mission.  I 
have  no  Paper  by  me  at  this  moment, 
but  I  believe  it  is  £10,000— that  is 
to  say,  £10,000  to  commence  on  the  1st 
of  April  next.  If  that  be  so,  and  if  my 
recollection  is  right,  that  is  rather  an 
important  element  in  the  Vote,  because 
it  seems  to  imply  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  framing  their  Estimates 


for  the  coming  year,  contemplated  a  con 
tinuance  of  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff 
for  at  least  a  considerable  part  of  the 
year.  I  do  not  think  that  sufficient 
reason  has  been  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  justify  such  a  continuance. 
It  is  true  that  is  not  what  we  are  called 
upon  to  vote  upon  on  the  present  occa- 
sion; but  I  thmk  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  some  other  Member  of 
the  Government  should  assure  us  that 
they  intend  to  make  the  continuance 
of  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff's  Mission 
rather  an  affair  of  weeks  than  of  months. 
The  Mission  has  extended  already  over 
a  period  of  1 9  months,  and  such  a  Mis- 
sion to  an  Eastern  Court  is  likely  to  go 
on  indefinitely,  unless  there  is  some 
positive  undertaking  given  as  to  when 
it  may  be  expected  to  terminate.  I 
therefore  appeal  to  the  Government 
to  give  us  some  information  on  that 
point.  Are  we  to  expect,  if  we  do 
not  now  insist  on  the  reduction  of 
this  Vote,  that  the  Government  will 
be  encouraged  to  continue  this  Mission, 

Mr.  Brycs 


or  are  we  to  have  a  pledge  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  brine  it  to  an  early  close, 
and  that  they  will  reUeve  the  country 
from  this  expenditure  f  However  rr^at 
Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff's  talents 
may  be,  and  however  important  the  end 
in  view,  I  must  repeat  that  the  results 
of  his  Mission  have  not  been,  and  have 
not  seemed  to  us  at  all  likely  to  be,  com* 
mensurate  with  the  heavy  cost  which 
that  Mission  throws  upon  the  country. 

Mb.  BEADLATJGH  :  There  is  only 
one  point  upon  which  I  wish  further  to 
trouble  the  Committee ;  but  it  is  one  on 
which  I  absolutely  disagree  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  who  haii  addressed 
the  Committee,  and  on  which  I  think 
there  should  be  some  f  orUier  expkma- 
tion.  The  charge  I  made  with  reference 
to  Suakin  was  a  specific  charge— namely, 
that  the  Government  had  pledged  itself 
to  a  payment  of  £36,000,  and  to  a  pay- 
ment besides  that  of  £  1 1 ,000.  I  nnder- 
stand  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  say  l^at 
if  there  was  a  payment  at  all  that  pay- 
ment was  limited  to  one  year. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGU8S0N:  I  said 
it  was  true  that  at  the  time  it  was  con- 
templated by  the  Government  that  a 
payment  might  be  necessary  for  a  longer 
period,  if  the  Egyptian  Oovemment 
could  not  afford  to  undertake  it  them- 
selves. I  said  that  for  the  defence  of 
Egypt  it  was  necessary  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  should  undertake 
it ;  but  I  said  that  I  was  sure  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  never 
come  under  an  engagement  to  the 
Egyptian  Government  to  continue  it 
annually  when  the  necessity  for  fte 
payment  being  undertaken  bj  us  had 
gone  by. 

Mr.  BBADLATJGH  :  I  understand 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  admit  now 
that  there  was  a  specific  engagement  to 
pay  for  one  year  ? 

Sir  JAMES  FER0U8SON:  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  undertook 
that  responsibility  to  the  General  com- 
manding in  Egypt,  who  proposed  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  un- 
dertake the  charge,  and  I  believe  there 
was  no  engagement  g^en  to  the  Egyp- 
tian Government  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  BEADLATJGH:  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  is  mistaken.  It  was  not  a  pro- 
position by  General  Stephenson  to  the 
English  Government ;  but  it  was  a  dear 
direction  by  the  Secretary  of  State  tor 
War  for  the  time  being  to  ottr  Bepre* 
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sentative  in  Egypt.  It  was  not  any 
matter  of  the  former  Government — ^it 
was  a  matter  in  which  the  present 
Leader  of  the  House  gave  specific  direc- 
tions in  writing.  He  being  then  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  expressly  desired 
that  a  certain  engagement  should  be 
carried  out.  Acting  under  this  direction, 
General  Stephenson  tried  to  carry  out 
the  arrangements,  and  succeeded  in 
carrying  them  out ;  and  the  details  are 
given  in  Despatch  No.  89,  and  in  the 
enclosure  to  that  Despatch.  It  is  as 
follows : — 

**  With  reference  to  Major  Lennox's  letter  to 
yon  (that  is  to  Sir  Evelyn  Baring)  of  the  34th 


nber,  1886, 1  have  to  inform  yon  that  the 
Seofetaiy  of  State  for  War  was  desiroua  that 
the  Egyptian  Government  should  raise  two  ad- 
ditional battalions  to  operate  with  the  Egyp- 
tian Army,  the  charge  for  which  would  b©  borne 
by  the  Briti^  Government    I  have  to  inform 


you  that  Her  Majesty's  Govemmeint  has  now 
aotboDJsed  ike  following  Egyptian  troops  for 
service  at  Suakin,  the  charge  for  which  will 
also  be  borne  by  the  British  Government." 

The  troops  are  then  specified,  and  the 
despatch  goes  on  to  say  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  undertakes  to 
meet  the  annual  cost  of  the  above  force 
to  ^e  extent  of  £56,440,  in  addition  to 
the  sum  of  £5,000  for  first  equipment. 
Bat  the  right  hon.  Baronet  says  that 
there  was  no  communication  to  the 
Egyptian  Government.  Again  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  must  be  mistaken.  If  it 
were  not  communicated  to  the  Egyptian 
Qovemment,  the  Egyptian  Government 
must  have  found  it  out  without  its  being 
communicated  to  them.  Because,  al- 
though I  admit  there  is  no  despatch  laid 
before  Parliament  which  shows  that, 
vei;  it  is  true  there  is  a  despatch  signed 
by  Watson  Pasha,  acting  on  behalf  of 
the  Egyptian  Government,  which  says 
that  the  garrison  at  Suakin  has  now  to 
be  paid  for  by  the  British  Qt)vem- 
ment.  It  is,  I  think,  impossible  that 
this  should  not  have  been  communicated. 
On  the  contrary,  the  evidence  is  over- 
whelming that  it  was  communicated,  and 
I  will  show  you  why.  If  the  Egyptian 
Government  did  not  know  that  we  had 
agreed  to  pay  £56,440  a-year,  they 
could  not  have  increased  their  demand 
by  £11,000.  But  having  made  that 
demand  the  Government  have  increased 
the  Estimate  for  this  Service  to  the  sum 
which  is  the  subject  of  this  discussion. 
Writing  on  the  12th  of  April  General 
Stephenson  said  that  the  last  demand  of 
the  Egyptian   Government   had    been 


raised  from  £  1 1.000  to  £16,440.  It  is, 
therefore,  simply  impossible  that  the 
Egyptian  Government  should  not  have 
known  of  the  engagement.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  says  that  the  sum  has  now 
been  reduced  to  £35,000  a-year.  Does 
he  mean  that  this  year  we  only  pay 
£35,000?  If  he  does  mean  that,  his 
explanation  lacked  frankness ;  if  he  did 
not  mean  that,  what  can  be  the  advan- 
tage of  telling  us  that  the  £73,000 
which  we  had  agreed  to  pay  is  now  to  be 
reduced  to  £35,000  ?  It  is  true  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  says  agreed  does  not 
mean  agreed ;  that  undertake  does  not 
mean  undertake ;  and  that  it  was  only 
contemplated,  not  that  the  Government 
had  said,  that  the  engagement  should  be 
carried  out.  If  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
means  only  that  the  Government  thought 
about  this  and  were  not  going  to  do  it, 
I  submit  that  the  language  used  by  him 
may  be  characterized  as  trifling  with 
this  House. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGU8S0N:  I  am 
sorry  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton should  be  so  aogry  with  me.  I 
have  endeavoured  to  explain  the  posi- 
tion as  well  as  I  could,  having  received 
no  Notice  of  this  matter. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  pardon — I  gave  full 
Notice.  I  gave  Notice  on  the  Address, 
that  I  intended  to  raise  this  question, 
which  Notice,  probably,  the  Government 
treated  with  the  contempt  they  thought 
it  deserved. 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON:  At  all 
events  there  was  no  Notice  on  the 
Paper,  and  words  dropped  in  debate 
are  sometimes  overlooked;  but  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  nothing 
was  farther  from  my  mind  than  to  treat 
his  Question  with  contempt.  I  have 
endeavoured  to  answer  him  as  fully  as  I 
can  on  this  point.  Oircum stances  at  all 
events  have  changed.  At  the  time 
referred  to  there  were  17,000  or  18,000 
men  in  the  Egyptian  Army,  and  the 
number  was  far  beyond  what  the 
Revenues  of  Egypt  could  bear.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  offered  to  bear  a 
certain  proportion  of  the  expense,  par- 
ticularly in  connection  with  Suakin  ;  but 
happily  times  have  changed  very  much 
for  the  better.  Consequently  it  is  now 
unnecessary  to  retain  that  Force,  or  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  under- 
take to  pay  any  portion  of  the  cost  of 
the  Force  at  Suakin. 
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The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  :  I  have 
fttated  in  this  House  that  Sir  Henry 
Drutninond  Wolff  is  oonductinc  neeotia- 
tiooB  which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton himself  has  recognized  as  being 
of  a  difficult,  if  not  of  an  important 
character.  We  have  the  greatest  pos- 
sible hope  that  these  negotiations  will  be 
attended  with  the  result  which  we  desire 
and  anticipate.  The  hon.  Member  asks 
the  Government  to  specify  a  date  within 
which  these  negotiations  shall  be  con* 
eluded.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreim 
Affairs  has  indicated  sufficiently  the 
character  of  these  negotiations,  and  the 
result  we  hope  to  obtain  by  them ;  and 
I  think  the  Committee  will  feel  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  me  or  any 
Member  of  the  Government  to  indicate 
at  the  present  moment  any  period  at 
which  the  negotiations  will  be  termi- 
nated.  Reference  has  been  made  to  the 
Estimates  of  the  coming  year.  With 
reference  to  those,  I  venture  to  say  that 
we  are  actuated  by  the  desire  not  to 
have  a  Supplementary  Estimate  under 
this  head  under  any  circumstances  what- 
ever. I  am  sure  the  Committee  will 
feel  why  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  speak 
more  confidently  than  we  have  upon 
this  subject.  Great  progress  has  been 
made.  We  have  indicated  to  the  House 
more  than  once  the  conditions  under 
which  we  felt  we  had  duties  to  discharge 
in  Egypt,  and  when  those  duties  are 
discharged  we  shall  retire  with  complete 
satisfaction  at  having  carried  out  the 
work  we  undertook,  and  which  I  believe 
this  House  and  the  country  have  f  uUy  at 
heart. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  Mr.  Court- 
ney, I  feel  bound  to  protest  against  the 
policy  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
intend  to  carry  out  in  Egypt.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  has  told  us 
that  England  does  not  wish  to  derive 
any  special  advantage  to  herself  in 
Egypt;  he  tells  us  that  we  went  to 
Egypt  to  restore  order  in  the  country. 
But  the  feeling  which  many  people  have 
is  that,  in  order  to  restore  order,  we  have 
laid  down  conditions  which  will  keep  us 
in  Egypt  until  the  Millennium;  the 
policy  of  the  Government  seems  to  be 
one  which  will  necessarily  compel  us  to 
remain  in  Egypt  as  long  as  there  is  an 
^£fyp^-    '^^^  ^I'st  condition  laid  down 


by  Her  Megesty's  Governmeot  is  ihat 
all  the  foreign  Governmenta  agree  to 
surrender  the  powers  now  given  to 
them  by  the  Capitulations.  Does  tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  dream  that  the 
foreign  Governments  will  over  surrender 
such  powers  ?  Would  this  country  sur- 
render its  Capitulations  if  France  or  any 
other  foreign  Power  were  in  the  same 
position  in  Egypt  that  we  occupy?  Soch 
a  condition  never  can  be  complied  with. 
Secondly,  you  want  to  set  up  a  stable 
Native  GovemmMit  in  Egypt.  la  ^e 
first  place,  you  destroyed  tlM  old  Cham- 
ber, and  you  have  done  nothing  at  all 
to  bring  into  existence  th^  liBgisladve 
Councils  which  Lord  Dufferin  advised 
should  be  formed.  I  doubt  whether  you 
can  have  a  stable  Government  in  Egypt 
as  long  as  you  keep  Arabi  Pasha  and 
such  men  as  he  out  of  the  country.  It 
is  because  I  think  you  are  laying  down 
conditions  which  never  can  be  fulfilled, 
and  that,  in  consequence,  we  shall  al- 
ways be  kept  in  Egypt,  that  I  shall  vote 
against  the  allowance  of  this  money. 

Question  put 

The  Committee  Hviied: — Ajes  H6; 
Noes  234 :   Majority  88. 
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Acland,  A.  H.  D 
Acland,  0.  T.  D. 
Allison,  R.  A. 
Anderson,  G.  H. 
Asher,  A. 
Asquith,  H.  H. 
Anstin,  J. 
Barbour,  W.  B. 
Barry,  J. 
Biggar,  J.  Qt, 
Blake,  T. 
Blane,  A. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Broadhorst,  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Buxton,  S.  C. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Cameron,  0. 
Campbell,  H. 
Carew,  J.  L, 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Ooghill,  D.  H. 
Cohen,  A.    , 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Connolly,  L. 
Conway,  M. 
Conybeare,  0.  A.  Y. 
Cossham,  U/ 
Cox,  J.  R. 
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Cozens- Hardy,  H.  H. 
Craig,  J. 
Craven,  J. 
Crawford,  D. 
Gremer,  W.  R. 
Dillon,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 

Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Ellis,  J.  £. 

Esmonde,8ir  T.  fi.  O. 
Esslemtmt,  P. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Finucane,  JT. 
Flower,  O. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Gardner,  H. 
Gilhooly,  J 
Gill,  fl.  J. 
Gill.  T.  P. 
Gullv,  W.  O. 
Haldine,  R.  B. 
Harrington,  £. 
Hayden«  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seide- 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Hooper,  J. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
lUingwoitli,  A, 
Jordan,  J. 
Ksy^fi^vtOeworth,  li 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kennedy,  B«  J. 
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Kwmy,  0.  8. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Labonohere,  H. 
Ulor,  R. 
Lwie,W.  J. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leake,  B. 
Lefevre,  right  hon.  G. 

J.  8. 
Lockwood,  F. 
Lvell,L. 
liaclean,  F.  W. 
MacNeUl,J.G.S. 
M'Arthur,  A. 
M^Oaitan,  M. 
M'Dooald,  P. 
McDonald,  Dr.  E. 
M*Ewan,  W. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
M'Laren,  W.  S.  B. 
Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 
MoUoy,  B.  0. 
Hoataga,  S. 
Morpn,  0.  V. 
Morley,  rt.  hon,  J. 
KondeUa,  riffht  hon. 

A.  J. 
Newne8,G. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 

O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J.  (Tippry.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Doherty,  J.  E. 
O'Hea,  P. 
O'KeUy,  J. 
Peaae,  A.  S. 
PickersgiU,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
ntt-Lewia,  Q. 


Plowden,  Sir  W.  0. 
PoweU,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Prioe,  T.  P. 
Priestler,  B. 
Provand,  A.  D. 
Quinn,  T. 
Redmond,  J.  E. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Rendel,  S. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Robertson,  E, 
Robinson,  T. 
Rowlands,  J, 
Rowntree,  J. 
Rnssell,  £.  R. 
Rossell,  T.  W. 
Sexton,  T. 
Sheil,  E. 
Shirley,  W.  S. 
Sinclair,  TV.  P. 
Smith,  S. 
StacJc,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stevenson,  F.  S. 
Storey,  8, 
SulHvan,  D. 
Suromen,  W. 
Sutherland,  A. 
Tanner,  0.  K. 
Tnite,  J. 
Watt,  H. 
Wayman,  T. 
WiU,  J.  8. 
WiUiama,  A.  J. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Wright,  0. 
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Bradlaugh,  0. 
Williamson,  S. 
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Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Agg-Oardner,  J.  1. 
AinsKe,  W.  O. 
Ambrose,  W. 
AmheMt,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  CJolonel  R. 

H.L. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Atkinson,  H.  J. 
Baden-PoweU,G.  S. 

Balfour,  G.  W. 
Barry,  A.  H.  Smith- 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Bates,  Sir  £. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  0. 
BenUnck,  rt.  hn.  G.  0. 
Bentmck,  W.  G.  0. 
Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 

de  la  Poer 
BethelL    Ckounaadar 

G.R. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 


Blundell,  CoLH.B.B. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  0.  0. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

P.  C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  P. 
Brooks,  Sir  W.  0. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Burdett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

Ash..B. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell.  R.  F.  F.   * 
Charrington,  8. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Cochrane-Baillie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Ooddington,  W. 
Colomb,  Capt.  J.  C.  R. 
Commerell,  AdmL  Sir 

J,  E. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cranbome,  Viscoimt 
Cross,  H.  8. 


Currie,  Sir  D. 
Dayenport,  H.  T. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon-Hartland,F.  D. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Dugdale,  J.  8. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Dunoombe,  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.  Sir 

W.  H. 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  0. 
Eloho,  Lord 
Elliot,  Sir  G. 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  0. 1. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Feilden,    Lieut.-Gen. 

R.J. 
Ferguson,R.  C.  Munro- 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  IT.  P. 
Fitz  -  Wygram,    Gen. 

Sir  P.  W. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Yisoouut 
For  wood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fraser,  General  C.  0. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gardner,  R.  Richard- 

son- 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gibson,  J.  G. 
Giles,  A. 
Gilliat,  J.  8. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Goldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  iSir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hn.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  P.  B. 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
HaU,  A.  W. 
flalsey,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col.  C.  J.  T. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E. 
Hardcastle,  £. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon-Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hervey,  Lord  P. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
HiU,  A.  8, 


Holland,    right   hon. 

Sir  H.  T. 
HoUoway,  G. 
Holmes,  right  hon.  H. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Houldsworth,  W.  H. 
Ho  worth,  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hughes  -  HaUett,  Col. 

F.O. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H« 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kenyon,  kon.  G.  T. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
EnatchbuU-Hugessen, 

hon.  H.  T. 
Knowles,  L. 
Kynoch,  G. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  I.  C. 
Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawranoe,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J*  T. 
Lea,  T. 

Lechmere,  Sir E.  A.  H. 
Leig^hton,  8. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Low,  M. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H..A. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Madore,  J.  W. 
M*Calmont,  Cwtain  J. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord 

J.  J.  R. 
Marriott,  rt.hn.W.T. 
Matthews,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Admiral  R.  C. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 
MUv»in,T. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
MulhoUand,  H.  L. 
Muncaster,  Lord 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  Visoount 
Noble,  W. 

Norris,  E,  8,    ^  j 
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about  patriotism  ?  A  great  many  hon. 
Members  talk  of  patriotic  pursuits;  in 
my  opiuioD,  the  most  patriotio  pursuit 
any  Member  can  be  associated  with  is 
that  of  saving  the  taxpayer's  pocket. 
A  considerable  amount  of  money  has 
already  been  paid  in  respect  of  the 
Zanzibar  Commission,  and  now  we  are 
asked  to  pay  £810  more.  It  is  not  a 
very  large  sum;  but  it  is  more  than 
should  be  paid  in  connection  widi  this 
humiliating  surrender  on  the  part  of 
the  British  Eepresentatives.  Therefore, 
without  any  hesitation,  I  faaye  to  more 
that  this  Vote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of 
£810,  and  I  sincerely  hopetiiat  we  shall 
have  an  explicit  explanation  of  the  de- 
tails of  the  Vote. 


Smith,  A. 
Spencer,  J.  E. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stewart,  M. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tapling,  T.  K. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorbum,  W. 
Tolleroache,  U.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  VV. 
Vernon,  hon.  G-.  R. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.J. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
West,  Colonel  W.  0. 
Weymouth,  Viscount 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Young,  C.  B.  B. 

TlLLBBt. 

Douglas,  A.  Akeni- 
Wtlrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


Northcote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  P.  T. 
Plunket,  right  hon.  D. 

U. 
PlunkeU,  hon.  J.  W. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Raach,  Major  F.  C. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hn.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  W.  T. 
Robinson,  B. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Sandys,  Lieut.-Col.  T. 

M. 
Saundenon,  Col.  E.  J. 
Sdater-Booth,  rt.  hn. 

G. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,    rt. 

hon.  Sir  H.  J. 
Belwyn,  Capt.  C.  W. 
Seton-Karr,  U. 
Shaw  .Stewart.  M.  H. 
Bidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Smith,  rt.  hn.  W.  H. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

De.  TANNER(Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  There 
is  another  item  in  this  Vote  which  onght 
not  to  be  allowed  to  pass  without  com- 
ment, and  that  is  the  item  of  £810  for 
the  Zanzibar  Delimitation  Commission. 
It  is  as  well  that  the  Committee  should 
bear  in  mind  for  what  purpose  this 
Commission  was  issued.  The  Zanzibar 
Delimitation  Commission  was  appointed 
in  consequence  of  the  Germans  stepping 
in  and  succeeding,  by  their  method  of 
dealing  with  the  Natives  of  Zanzibar,  in 
ousting  British  trade.  British  Repre- 
sentatives had  to  step  in  and  do  their 
best  to  protect  the  interests  of  British 
traders  in  that  part  of  the  world  from 
what  they  were  pleased  to  term  German 
aggression.  What  is  the  consequence  ? 
It  is  that  there  are  no  less  than  three 
editions  of  Blue  Books  dealing  with  the 
subject,  and  that  the  more  we  read  about 
the  matter,  the  more  humiliating  it  is, 
or,  at  any  rate,  ought  to  be,  to  any  of 
the  British  Bepresentatives  who  are  con- 
cerned in  this  item.  The  practical  sur- 
render which  the  Zanzibar  Delimitation 
Commissioners  made  in  the  presence  of 
Germany  is  something  pitiaole,  humi- 
liating, and  ludicrous  in  the  extreme. 
What  is  the  good  of  all  the  talk  we  hear 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  Supplementary  eara,  not  exceeding 
£15,975,  be  granted  to  Her  Migesty  for  the 
said  Service. — {Dr.  Tanner. ) 

Db.  tanner  declared  that  the 
"Ayes"  had  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Will  the  hon. 
Member  name  a  second  Teller  f 

Dr.  Tanker  failed  to  nominate  an  hon. 
Member  to  tell  with  him,  whereupon — 

Question  put,  and  negMv$d, 

Original  Question  put,  and  agrmi  io, 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Queaiiom  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  Supplementary  sam,  not  exceeding 
£9,050,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  oome  in  coarse  of  paj- 
soent  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3  let  daf 
of  March  1887,  for  the  Expenses  of  Yariona  Ser- 
vices  (other  than  Consular)  in  connectioii  wifli 
the  Suppression  of  the  SUve  Trade,  ami  ths 
Expenses  of  the  Liberated  Afw^^n  B^ptti-. 
ment.'* 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, £.) :  Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  in 
this  Vote  one  or  two  items  of  a  werj 
extraordinary  character.  In  the  first 
place,  the  increase  of  the  Vote  is  ybtj 
heavy,  the  supplemental  part  beiog 
nearjy  double  the  original  Estimate.  The 
third  item  is  one  of  £4,650 — 

''  Compensation  awarded  to  owners  of  Ame- 
rican vessels  detained  in  1864,  1867,  and  1860, 
on  Bo^icion  of  heing  slavers." 

That  there  should  have  been  pending  for 
83  years  compensation  to  reputed  ownen 
of  slavers  is,  to  say  the  least,  peculiar. 
Having  regard  to  the  explicit  terms  of 
the  Slave  Trade  Act,  this  is  somethtng 
which  requires  very  special  ezplanatioii 
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at  the  hands  of  the  Gtovernment,  which 
has,  at  last,  resolved  to'pay  this  compen- 
sation. I  presume  from  the  nature  of 
the  third  item  it  would  be  more  con- 
venient to  treat  it  separately.  Therefore 
I  win  not  go  into  it.  What  I  desire  to 
do  now  is  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  how  it  comes 
that  in  spite  of  the  increase  in  the  cap- 
ture of  the  slavers,  which  are  said  to  be 
more  numerous  than  anticipated,  there 
is  nothing  in  the  way  or  set-off  on 
account  of  the  value  of  the  vessels  seized  ? 
There  is  in  the  Act  a  special  provision 
made  for  the  realization  of  the  value  of 
the  vessels,  whether  they  be  British  or 
foreign,  whether  they  are  sold  in  the 
market,  or  whether  they  are  taken 
into  Her  Majesty's  service,  or  bought 
by  any  foreign  Power  for  the  use 
of  the  Admiralty  of  that  foreign 
Power.  There  certainly  ought  to  be 
an  item  to  the  credit  of  the  Exche- 
quer upon  this  Vote.  The  next  thing  I 
have  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Jaokson)  is  what  the  slave  suppression 
authorities  do  with  the  slaves  when  they 
have  seized  the  slavers.  Is  it  a  fact  that 
they  hand  them  over  to  certain  persons 
who  may  or  may  not  afterwards  make 
profit  out  of  them  ?  Do  these  authori- 
ties, after  having  caught  the  slavers, 
allow  the  slaves  to  be  directly  or  in- 
directly sold  into  slavery  again?  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  answer  these 
questions  before  I  go  into  any  other 
items  of  the  Vote. 

CoLowBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  Mr. 
Courtney,  a  considerable  sum  is  voted 
every  year  f<»  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  IVade,  and  a  large  amount  is 
allowed  for  the  pay  of  the  officers  and 
men  employed  in  the  service.  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  other  countries 
contribute  anything  towards  the  sup- 
pression of  the  slave  traffic ;  are  we  the 
only  country  in  the  world  who  take  active 
and  expensive  measures  against  the 
Slave  Trade  ?  I  should  also  be  obliged 
if  the  Gbvemment  will  say  where  these 
ships  are  employed— on  the  West  Ooast 
of  Africa  or  in  the  Eed  Sea  ?  I  am  very 
much  afraid  these  items  for  the  sup- 
pression of  the  Slave  Trade'  are  a  sort  of 
revivals  which  everyone  expect.  From 
our  own  commercial  point  of  view  it  is 
of  great  importance  that  the  Slave  Trade 
should  be  put  down,  but  I  believe  that 
in  the  snppression  very  large  sums  of 
money  might  be  saved.    I  should  like 
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some  explanation  of  the  general  policy 
of  the  Government  upon  this  question, 
and  I  should  also  like  to  know  in  what 
part  of  the  world  the  vessels  are  em- 
ployed; whether  the  Government  see  any 
necessity  in  continuing  this  expenditure, 
and  whether  other  nations  contribute  in 
like  manner  towards  the  suppression  of 
tbe  slave  traffic.  I  should  also  like  in- 
formation as  to  the  kind  of  slavery 
found  in  the  Red  Sea? 

Thb  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jaokson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  I 
am  afraid  I  cannot  afford  much  informa- 
tion as  to  the  slavery  carried  on  in  the 
Red  Sea,  but  I  will  give  the  Committee 
all  the  information  I  can.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  (Colonel  Nolan)  asks 
whether  other  countries  contribute  any- 
thing towards  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  or  whether  the  whole  of  the 
expense  is  borne  by  us.  So  far  as  I 
know  other  countries  do  not  contribute 
in  any  form  or  shape,  but  the  whole  of 
the  expense  is  borne  by  us.  The  system 
of  payment  is  based  either  upon  the 
tonnage,  or  upon  the  number  of  slaves 
captured:  this  House  has  consented  to 
the  payment  of  so  much  per  ton  upon 
the  vessels  seized,  or  so  much  per  head 
of  the  slaves  who  were  liberated.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  very  properly  remarks 
that  the  Vote  is  very  heavy,  but  I  think 
he  will  see  that  this  is  one  of  the  Votes 
it  is  absolutely  impossible  to  estimate  a 
year  beforehand  with  any  degree  of 
accuracy.  We  are  hoping  that  the  Vote 
will  die*  out  through  the  stoppage  of  the 
trade.  So  long,  however,  as  the  House 
and  the  country  are  determined  to  carry 
on  the  crusade  against  the  traffic  in 
slaves,  the  Committee  will  h£krdly  refuse 
this  payment.  The  payments,  amount- 
ing to  £1,900,  under  the  sub-head  H, 
<' maintenance  of  liberated  Africans," 
are  payments  which  are  made  accord- 
ing to  the  number  of  slaves  who  are 
liberated.  An  arrangement  has  been 
made  with  the  Church  Missionary 
Society  and  other  Societies  in  that 
part  of  the  world— [An  hon.  Member  : 
What  part  ?] — Zanzibar— and  during 
tibe  past  year  there  has  actually  been 
handed  over  to  the  Church  Missionary 
Society  453  slaves,  and  to  other  bodies 
27.  For  these,  £5  per  head  was  paid, 
and  for  that  payment  the  Societies  have 
undertaken  to  be  responsible  for  the 
education  of  the  slaves  and  their  subse- 
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quent  freedom.  The  arraDgement  was 
made  after  very  careful  consideration, 
and  it  is  an  arrangement  which,  so  far 
as  we  are  concerned,  admirably  accom- 
plishes the  object  in  view— namely,  the 
ireedom  of  the  men.  And  this  is  done 
at  the  least  possible  expense  to  this 
country.  As  to  the  creaits,  I  re^et  I 
am  not  in  possession  of  detailed  infor- 
mation. So  far  as  the  Treasury  are 
concerned,  we  have  no  knowledge  of 
these  creaits.  If  there  are  any  credits 
arising  from  these  vessels,  I  can  only 
suppose  that  tliey  are  dealt  with  by  the 
Admiralty. 

Mb.  CDOHEETY  (Donegal,  N.): 
Mr.  Courtney,  it  seems,  therefore,  that 
the  entire  expenses  in  connection  with 
the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade  are 
not  in  the  Vote  before  us,  but  that  some 
of  the  expenses  are  to  be  found  in  the 
Naval  Estimates.  Disguise  it  as  you 
may,  this  is  to  be  considered  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  towards  the  support 
of  Her  Majesty's  Naval  Services  in  the 
parts  of  the  world  in  question.  I 
understand  that  there  are  many  vessels 
employed  in  this  service.  It  is  said  that 
**  the  captures  of  slavers  have  been  more 
numerous  than  was  anticipated,"  and, 
therefore,  an  additional  sum  of  £2,500 
is  required.  The  total  for  tonnage  and 
slave  bounties  is  thus  brought  up  to 
£6,500.  £8,726  is  the  sum  required  for 
the  maintenance  of  liberated  Africans. 
What  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  and  of  the  hon.  Qentleman 
(Mr.  Jackson)  to  is  this,  that,  so  far  as 
the  captures  go,  they  are  an  index  that 
the  Slave  Trade  is  increasing.  Seeing 
that  the  payments  are  by  results,  it  is 
evident  that  the  more  that  is  paid  the 
more  slaves  are  captured.  If  there  had 
not  been  a  large  number  of  vessels  plying 
in  the  regions  in  question,  if  there  had 
not  been  a  very  large  amount  of  Slave 
Trading  going  on,  it  is  as  clear  as  day 
that  the  captures  would  not  have  been 
more  numerous  than  was  anticipated. 
Now,  what  is  evident  to  any  person  who 
considers  the  matter  is  this,  that  the 
operation  of  the  Slave  Trade  Act,  and 
the  operation  of  our  Elect  in  the  sup- 
pression of  the  traffic,  results  in  these 
two  things— in  a  trade  at  night  or  in 
risky  weather,  and  the  inhuman  treat- 
ment of  the  slaves.  What  do  I  find  in 
the  Act  of  Parliament  ?  That  all  vessels 
which  are  found  to  possess  accommoda- 
tion for  the  carrying  of  slaves  in  proper 
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condition  are  to  be  seized  and  sold ;  that 
all  vessels  bearing  the  marks  of  the 
slaver  are  to  be  captured.  Under  ordi- 
nary circumstances,  the  Slave  Trade 
is  not  carried  on  in  vessels  whidi 
possess  accommodation  for  the  humane 
treatment  of  the  slaves,  and  it  is  pretty 
clear  that  any  humanitarian  views  d! 
the  traders  are  completely  frustrated 
by  the  arrangements  whieh  are  made 
for  the  suppression  of  the  traffic.  Fur- 
thermore, I  should  like  to  know  why  we 
hand  over  the  men,  if  tliey  are  liberated 
slaves,  to  the  custody  of  other  mea. 
What  property  have  we  in  the  bodies 
of  these  men  that  we  should  hand  them 
over  to  the  missionaries  of  any  Society? 
It  is  questionable  whether  it  would  not 
be  better  to  attempt  to  regulate  the 
traffic  in  insisting  that  the  vessels  used 
shall  be  such  that  no  mischief  shall  be 
done  to  the  men,  rather  than  to  take 
them  to  places  in  which,  so  far  as  my  read- 
ing goes,  their  lot  is  very  little  improved. 
For  these  reasons,  and  without  believing 
very  much  in  the  bona  fides  of  some  of 
the  reports  that  I  see,  I  have  examined 
the  Votes,  and  taken  an  interest  in  look- 
ing up  the  particulars  that  are  mentioned 
in  this  Act.  Dealing  with  the  entire 
Yote,  it  strikes  me,  on  looking  at  the 
Schedule  which  points  out  the  marks 
which  are  to  guide  British  officers  in 
forming  an  opinion  as  to  whether  a 
vessel  is  a  slaver,  that  the  steps  we  take 
to  put  a  stop  to  slavery  by  these  means 
impose  a  great  deal  of  misery  upon  the 
unfortunate  victims  of  the  traffic.  For 
instance,  in  the  Schedule  of  the  guidance 
of  Her  Majesty^s^  officers,  it  ie  declared 
that  vessels  are  not  to  have  hatdiings 
or  open  gratings,  and  that  they  are  not 
to  have  spare  planks  which  are  fit  for 
being  laid  down  as  a  second  or  a  slave 
deck,  and  that  tliey  are  not  to  have  a 
large  quantity  of  tanks,  and^  so  on.  Im 
fact,  everything  which  would  be  pro- 
vided by  a  humane  master  of  a  vessel 
for  the  comfort  of  the  slaves  most  be 
put  a  stop  to.  In  that  way  jou  infliot 
untold  misery  on  these  poor  creator^ 
and  I,  therefore,  contend  that  this  ex- 
penditure of  money  is  not  only  useless, 
but  contributes  vastly  to  the  miseiyof 
the  unforttmates  the  traffic  in  whom  it 
is  your  object  to  put  a  stop  to.  What 
the  fate  of  me  miserable  slave  whom  yon 
may  have  succeeded  in  rescuing  is,  I  do 
not  know.  When  turned  out  at  Ztaud" 
bar,  or  anywhere  else,  he  has  only  main* 
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tenanoe  for  one  year,  fori  believe  the  sum 
you  pay  for  bim  is  only  £5.  How  long 
that  sum  will  keep  a  man  I  do  not  know ; 
but  I  think  hardly  more  than  a  year. 
How  long  would  the  missionaries  keep 
him  f  I  think  the  Committee  would  be 
well  advised  in  reducing  this  Vote  in 
such  a  way  as  to  mark  their  sense  of  the 
want  of  the  necessity  for  such  a  system. 
Mn.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  am  en- 
tirely opposed  to  any  Vote  in  the  Esti- 
mates for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade.  I  am  not  opposed  to  it  because 
I  am  in  favour  of  the  Slave  Trade ;  and 
if  it  could  be  shown  that  during  the 
long  period  of  years,  40  or  50  perhapS| 
during  which  English  cruisers  have  been 
engaged  in  the  suppression  of  this  trade, 
that  any  real  results  have  been  achieved 
for  the  money  which  has  been  expended, 
no  one  would  support  the  Vote  more 
warmly  than  I  should  myself.  But  hon. 
Qentlemen  who  read  the  accounts  of 
travellers  in  Africa  can  hardly  rejoice 
at  the  efforts  which  are  taking  place  to 
suppress  the  Slave  Trade.  My  view 
is  that  hon.  Qentlemen  who  vote  this 
money  do  it  to  save  their  consciences, 
thinking  they  have  done  a  fine  thing  by 
spending  money  to  put  down  the  Slave 
Trade.  They  are  content  with  that,  and 
they  do  not  go  beyond  it.  They  do  not 
read  the  accounts  the  travellers  give  of 
the  sufferings  of  the  slaves.  These  ac- 
counts are  to  the  effect  that  the  sufferings 
of  these  unfortunate  beings  have  been 
enormously  increased  through  the  opera- 
tions of  Her  Majesty's  cruisers  in  the 
Bed  Sea.  In  order  to  escape  from  these 
cruisers  the  slaves  are  battened  down 
tinder  closed  hatches.  Even  that  is  a 
trifle  compared  with  the  enormous  loss 
of  life  and  horrible  sufferings  which  the 
traffic  entails  upon  many  human  beings 
through  the  closing  of  the  Nile  route. 
If  the  Committee  take  the  trouble  to 
read  tiie  descriptions  of  travellers  on  the 
IKle;  if  they  will  read  that  most  de- 
lightful book  of  travel  published  by 
R.  Schweinfurth,  the  great  German 
traveller,  they  will  see  there  a  statement 
made  with  regard  to  the  result  which 
has  attended  the  stoppage  of  the  Nile 
passage  through  the  influence  brought 
to  bear  by  the  British  Government  upon 
the  Khedive  Ismafl.  Instead  of  taking 
the  slaves  comfortably  down  the  Nile, 
as  used  to  be  the  custom,  the  dealers 
now  struck  off  from  above  where  Bahr- 
elOhaBal  joins  the  Nile,  and  for  1,000 


miles  the  slaves,  chained  man  to  man, 
are  marched  through  the  desert.  This 
traveller  tells  us  that  the  bleached  bones 
of  thousands  and  thousands  of  these 
wretched  slaves  are  to  be  seen  along  that 
desert  track — and,  of  course,  you  have 
stopped  the  Nile  route.  Dr.  Schwein- 
furth, as  everyone  knows,  is  one  of  the 
greatest  opponents  of  the  slave  traffic ; 
but  he  states  that  the  result  of  our  in- 
terference with  the  trade  on  the  Nile 
has  been  to  inflict  enormous  sufferings, 
and  to  bring  about  enormous  sacri- 
fice of  life,  and  consequent  increase 
in  the  capture  of  slaves  by  dealers. 
He  says,  that  since  the  stoppage  of 
the  Nile  route,  for  every  100  slaves 
that  reach  their  destination  800  slaves 
start  out.  La  the  old  days  the  slaves, 
instead  of  being  driven  to  death  in  this 
way,  were  well  treated.  They  were  well 
fed  and  cared  for,  just  as  a  man  who 
deals  in  cattle  takes  care  of  his  beasts, 
in  order  that  they  might  fetch  a  good 
price  in  the  market.  The  object,  of 
course,  always  was  to  hand  them  over 
in  good  condition  to  the  purchasers. 
But  hon.  Gentlemen,  nevertheless,  go  on 
voting  on  sentiment,  and  will  not  inquire 
into  the  result  of  these  operations.  They 
will  say  anyone  who  votes  against  this 
item  is  in  favour  of  the  Slave  Trade ;  but  I 
deny  it.  I  am  not  in  favour  of  the  Slave 
Trade ;  but  I  agree  with  General  Gordon, 
that  the  only  way  to  put  down  that  trade 
is  to  strike  it  at  the  root.  If  you  want 
to  put  a  stop  to  the  traffic,  disperse  the 
camps  of  the  slave  dealers.  Id  the  Eng- 
lish Government  prepared  to  do  that? 
General  Gordon  imdertook  to  do  that, 
and  would  have  done  it  if  you  had  fur- 
nished him  with  the  means.  I  do  not 
say  whether  he  ought  to  have  done  it 
or  not ;  but  I  say  that  carrying  on  the 
foolish  system  in  which  you  are  em- 
barked, expecting  thereby  to  put  down 
the  Slave  Trade,  only  ends  in  inflicting 
great  misery  and  injury  upon  thousands 
of  people,  and  is  the  greatest  folly.  If 
you  are  not  prepared  to  follow  General 
Gordon's  advice,  you  had  better  let  the 
whole  matter  alone.  These  slaves  are 
not  badly  treated  in  Arabia — at  least, 
so  Arabian  travellers  tell  us.  When  the 
slaves  reach  Arabia  they  are  treated  as 
kindly  as  your  household  servants  are 
treated.  Bead  ''  Palgrave's  Travels  in 
Arabia,"  and  you  will  there  see  that  the 
slaves  are  not  treated  as  they  used  to  be 
in  the  Southern  States  of  America,  which 
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you  supported  aud  endeavoured  to  main- 
tain in  tneir  struggleB  with  the  Northern 
States.  No,  Sir ;  in  Eastern  countries 
•laves  are  treated  as  kindly  as  you  treat 
your  servants  in  London.  Not  infre- 
quently they  intermarry  with  the  natives 
of  the  countries  to  which  they  are  trans- 
portedy  and  in  many  instances  their 
children  become  recognized  as  citizens, 
and  become  owners  of  property.  This 
is  frequently  found  to  be  the  case  in 
Arabia.  Mr.  Palgrave's  statement  in 
his  book— which  is,  perhaps,  the  best  de* 
Boription  of  Arabian  travel  that  has  ever 
been  published— says  that  many  of  these 
slaves^  when  they  reach  Arabia,  could 
not  be  induced  to  go  back  again  to  their 
own  country  even  if  they  had  permission 
to  do  so.  I  can  perfectly  well  believe 
his  description.  But  we  are  told  that 
the  proceedings  on  the  part  of  the  British 
Oovernment,  to  which  I  take  exception, 
are  merely  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
down  slavery.  I  dare  say  some  hon. 
Member  will  vote  upon  this  question 
under  that  impression;  but  I  have 
pointed  out  that  the  results  are  entirely 
in  the  opposite  direction.  By  the  mea- 
sures you  have  taken  you  have  not  put 
down  slavery,  and  you  never  will  put 
down  slavery.  You  send  into  the  Bed 
Sea  a  lot  of  old  tubs— I  have  seen  them 
at  Malta,  and  I  know  exactly  what  they 
are— the  refuse  of  the  British  Navy,  to 
plough  around  and  wear  out  your  officers 
and  men,  doing  a  great  deal  of  mischief, 
and  not  the  slightest  bit  of  good.  This 
Vote  is  a  declaration  that  theuovernment 
are  anxious  to  put  down  slavery.  Well, 
here  in  the  Estimate  we  have  compensa- 
tion for  three  American  slavers  as  long 
ago  as  1854, 1857,  and  1860.  An  Ameri- 
can slaver  was  seized  as  long  ago  as 
1860  to  put  down  slavery !  Surely,  any 
British-born  man  ought  to  blush  when 
he  sees  such  a  record  as  this  in  an  official 
document.  The  seizure  of  a  slaver 
carrying  slaves  is  to  cost  us  something 
like  £4,000.  I  suppose  there  has  been  a 
lawsuit  going  on  between  the  two  coun- 
tries ever  since.  You  were  maintaining 
our  pledge  with  regard  to  the  putting 
down  of  the  Slave  Trade  by  upholding 
the  one  great  slave-holding  portion  of 
America.  You  were  doing  this  whilst 
you  were  spending  the  money  of  the 
British  taxpayer  on  sea  and  on  land  in 
the  endeavour  to  put  down  slavery  else- 
where. Was  your  action  consistent? 
You  were  doing  all  you  could  to  thwart 
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the  Northern  States  in  putting  down 
slavery  in  the  only  way  it  was  poesible 
to  put  it  down 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  must  invite  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  confine  his  remarks 
to  the  Vote  before  the  CSdmnittee. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  am  very  sorry,  Sir^ 
if  I  have  transgressed  against  the 
Order  of  the  Committee ;  but  I  was  led 
into  this  observation  by  one  item  of  the 
Vote,  which  is  the  compensation  for  the 
seizure  of  American  slavers.  As  I 
understand  it  they  were  seized  by  mis- 
take. Is  that  not  so  ?  We  are  called 
upon  to  pay  for  the  jnistake  that  was 
made.  The  compensation  which  was 
paid  to  the  American  vessels  was  on  ac- 
count of  these  vessels  havinf^  beea 
seized  on  suspicion  of  being  slavers.  I 
suppose  the  assumption  was  that  these 
vessels  were  bringing  slaves  to  supply 
the  wants  of  the  SoutherB  States  of 
America.  But  as  you,  Sir,  wish  me  not 
to  pursue  that  line  I  will  abandon  it.  I 
oppose  this  Vote,  not  because  I  am  in 
favour  of  slavery,  but  because  I  think 
it  is  not  a  fact  that  they  have  put  down 
slavery,  and  because  I  am  oonvinc^ 
from  the  reports  of  African  travellers, 
that  it  results  in  increasing  the  suffer- 
ings of  the  slaves,  and  in  a  tremendous 
sacrifice  of  human  life. 

Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
rEssex,  Epping):  I  do  not  think  the 
Committee  should  follow  the  advice  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  and  strike  out  this  Vote,  the  re- 
sult of  which  would  be  to  allow  the  re- 
vival of  the  Slave  Trade.  Practicallj, 
the  whole  argument  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  been  that  we  ought  not  to  in- 
terfere in  this  matter,  and  should  refrain 
from  our  endeavours  to  suppress  the 
Slave  Trade.  I  do  not  wisk  to  follow 
the  hon.  Gentleman  into  that  arramenty 
because  I  feel  sure  that  the  whcue  sense 
and  feeling  of  the  country  will  be  against 
him  on  that  point.  But  what  I  roae  for 
was  to  ask  a  questicm  with  reference  to 
the  item  the  hon.  Member  referred,  to 
last.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Jackson)  if  he  can  give  the 
Committee  some  explanation  of  the 
delay  which  seems  to  have  occurred  in 
settling  these  claims,  and  why  claims 
made  so  far  back  as  33  years  ago  are 
only  now  brought  into  the  Supplemen- 
taiy  Estimate?  We  have  an  item  for 
vessels  seized  as  far  back  as  1860.  Why 
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is  it  that  the  account  is  only  presented 
in  a  Supplementary  Estimate  m  1887? 
There  must  be  some  reason  for  this,  and 
I  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  to  give  it  to  us. 

The  SEORETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
8URY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.):  I 
must  admit  that  on  the  face  of  the  ac- 
count as  it  appears  on  the  Vote,  it  does 
Beem  yery  Strang  that  a  sum  should  be 
charged  for  what  occurred  so  many 
years  ago.  The  simple  explanation  of 
it  is  that  the  item  appears  as  soon  as 
the  money  becomes  payable.  The  item 
relates  to  three  vessels.  The  first  of 
these  was  detained  14  days,  in  1854,  on 
suspicion  of  being  concerned  in  the 
Slave  Trade,  by  the  Collector  of  Customs 
at  Bathurst,  in  Gambia.  The  second 
one,  the  Thomas  Watson^  was  detained 
24  days,  under  like  circumstances,  by 
Lieutenant  Watson,  ofi\xe'Bhodh>undf  on 
the  West  Coast  of  Africa.  The  claims 
appear  to  have  remained  in  abeyance 
for  a  long  time.  In  1866  they  were 
again  revived,  and  a  claim  at  that  time 
was  made  by  the  American  Government 
for  233,000  dollars.  The  British  Go- 
vernment accepted  liability  in  principle 
and  offered  to  refer  the  question  to  arbi- 
tration. Some  delay  occurred — ^nothing 
came  of  it  at  that  time.  The  chiim  was 
again  preferred  in  1879,  the  amount  de- 
manded then  being  250,000  dollars.  In 
the  negotiations  which  occurred,  the 
British  Government  took  up  the  position 
that  they  were  willing  to  accept  the 
liability  in  principle,  and  were  willing 
to  refer  the  matter  to  arbitration.  Ap- 
parently no  settlement  was  possible,  and 
arrangements  were  made,  to  have  the 
case  tried.  The  Government,  on  the 
tccommendation  of  their  advisers,  de- 
cided that  they  would  resist  all 
claim  to  compensation  on  account  of 
interest ;  and  after  some  considerable 
negotiations  the  British  Government 
offered  in  settlement  of  the  claim  a  sum 
of  10,000  dollars.  This  amount  was  re- 
fused by  the  American  Government, 
hut  they  made  a  counter  off  to  accept 
20,000  dollars,  and  the  British  Govern- 
ment,  rather  than  proceed  further  with 
the  case,  accepted  that  as  a  compromise. 
Sir,  that  relates  to  two  vessels,  tne  Mary 
Farmer  and  the  ThomoB  JTaison.  With 
regard  to  the  other  she  was  captured  by 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  on  January 
12,  1860,  under  the  belief  that  she  was 
ftt  the  time  in  British  waters,  and  was 


I  about  to  ship  a  cargo  of  slaves.  It  was 
afterwards  found  that  this  vessel  was 
not  at  the  time  in  British  waters,  nor 
was  she  within  the  limits  of  British 
jurisdiction.  Her  Maiesty's  Govern- 
ment when  they  had  discovered  these 
facts  tendered  an  apology  t)  the  Ameri- 
Government,  and  nothing  more  was 
heard  of  the  matter  until  October,  1880 
— more  than  20  years  after  the  occur- 
rence, when  a  claim  was  presented  for 
compensation  amounting  to  nearly 
30,000  dollars.  In  the  opinion  of  the 
advisers  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
this  claim  was  a  most  exorbitant  one 
and  ought  to  be  dismissed,  and  that  rea- 
sonably and  fairly  nothing  could  be 
claimed  beyond  a  claim  which  might  be 
made  for  the  demurrage  of  the  vessel 
during  the  time  she  was  detained.  The 
matter  was  referred  to  arbitration  ;  but 
in  the  preliminary  discussion  the  prin- 
ciples of  arbitration  could  not  be  agreed 
on,  and  aeain  the  matter  remained  in 
abeyance  for  some  time.  To  settle  the 
matter  £500  was  offered  and  accepted. 
I  am  not  able  to  inform  the  Committee 
what  the  precise  cause  of  the  delay  was. 
The  Committee  will,  no  doubt,  remem- 
ber that  at  about  that  time  slavery  was 
not  very  popular  in  the  United  States, 
and  that  may  have  had  something  to  do 
with  the  postponement  of  the  matter  for 
so  long.  1  have  endeavoured  to  explain 
to  the  Committee  why  the  Votes  are  now 
presented  to  the  House.  They  are  pre- 
sented at  the  earliest  moment  they  could 
have  been  presented,  I  think  the  Com- 
mittee will  agree  with  me  that,  under 
the  circumstances  I  have  narrated,  the 
settlement  was  perhaps  the  best  that 
could  be  come  to  ;  and  that  on  such  a 
matter  it  would  have  been  a  great  mis- 
fortune that  any  interference  with  the 
cordial  relations  which  exist — and  which, 
I  hope,  will  long  continue  to  exist— be- 
tween this  country  and  the  United  States 
should  have  taken  place. 

Mr.  JOEDAN  (Clare,  W.) :  The 
manumission  of  the  slaves  in  the  West 
Indies  is  one  of  the  fairest  chapters 
in  English  history,  and  so  strongly 
do  I  sympathize  with  the  suppres- 
sion of  slavery  that  I  hesitate  to  vote 
against  this  demand ;  but  if  slavery  is 
to  be  effectually  put  down  vessels  of  a 
different  character  and  of  much  greater 
force  should  be  used.  I  should  like  to 
be  assured  that  the  money  expended 
under  this  Vote  is  honestly  expended, 
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and  that  it  is  true  and  real  expenditure. 
I  would  like  further  to  know  whether 
the  £5  per  head  that  has  been  mentioned 
is  a  full  and  final  grant  or  a  yearly  grant. 
If  I  am  satisfied  upon  these  points,  so 
strongly  do  I  sympathize  with  the  sup- 
pression of  slavery,  I  shall  Tote  in 
support  of  the  Vote. 

Mb.  DILLON :  In  order  to  raise  the 
question  I  will  more  the  reduction  of 
tiie  Vote  by  £2,500. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceedinff 
i6|650,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  said 
Service."— (Jfr.  Dillon.) 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  eigreed  to. 

(5.)  £1,500,  Supplementary,  Oolonies, 
Grants  in  Aid. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  There  is 
one  item  in  this  Vote  that  I  should  like 
some  information  about  from  the  Gorem- 
ment,  and  it  is  rather  a  curious  item. 
The  sum  of  £1,500  is  asked  for  on  ac- 
count of  the  withdrawal  of  the  gold  and 
silrer  coins  in  Malta,  and  the  issue  of 
new  ones,  and  I  should  like  some  expla- 
nation about  this.  First,  I  should  like 
to  know  upon  what  principle  the  Eng- 
lish taxpayer  is  called  upon  to  pay  for 
the  re-coinage  of  the  money  of  the 
Maltese  people;  and,  secondly,  how 
comes  it  that  the  re-coinage  of  so  small 
an  island  as  Malta — the  entire  popula- 
tion of  which  is  but  200,000  persons, 
mostly  poor  people — amounts  to  the  sum 
of  £  i ,  500.  It  seems  to  me  a  very  extra- 
ordinary sum  to  pay  for  the  re-coinage 
and  withdrawal  of  these  coins  when  the 
nominal  yalue  of  the  gold  coin  is  only 
£1,500  in  all,  and  the  nominal  value  of 
the  silver  coin  £  1 0,000.  Upon  an  entire 
sum  of  £12,000  it  has  cost  £3,000  to 
withdraw  the  coinage ;  therefore,  I  think 
the  Committee  is  entitled  to  some  expla- 
nation as  to  what  sjrstem  or  method  is 
adopted  for  withdrawing  these  coins ; 
and  why  and  upon  what  principle  has 
this  charge  been  placed  upon  the  tax- 
payer of  this  country.  I  have  been  my- 
self informed  that  what  happened  was 
this :— the  Governor  of  Malta  was  under 
the  impression  that  the  amount  of  money 
in  the  island  was  small  when  he  under- 
took to  withdraw  it  from  circulation; 
that,  in  fact,  it  would  not  be  more  than 
a  tenth  of  the  sum  actually  withdrawn ; 
but  that,  when  notice  was  given  of  the 
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withdrawal,  the  Maltese  dug  up  frofa. 
various  biding  places  an  amount  of  ccia 
that  no  one  had  any  idea  was  in  exist- 
ence upon  the  island — that  baga  of  gold 
and  silver  coins  were  produced  which 
dated  back  for  hundreds  of  yean.  That 
may  be  all  very  well ;  but  I  do  not  see 
why  the  Engliab  people  diould  have  to 
pay  for  these  extiaorainary  adventures. 
All  I  know  is  that,  if  tiiese  pec^e  weM 
properly  educated,  they  would  be  able 
to  pay  for  their  own  coinage. 

The  SECEETAET  to  thk  TREA- 
SUET  (Mr.  Jacksow)  (Leeds,  N.) :  Tha 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dilkm)  is 
under  some  misapprehension.  I  may 
say,  in  the  first  plac^  that  a  great  manj 
difficulties  arose  with  regard  to  tbe 
o(nnage,  and  by  an  Order  in  Oounoil  it 
was  established  that,  in  Malta  and  its 
dependencies,  British  ooins  should  he 
the  only  legal  tender.  Tha  ezistii^ 
coins  in  circulation,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber says,  have  risen  above  the  amonat 
anticipated  to  be  withdrawn.  It  is  also 
the  fact  that  the  substitution  of  British 
silver  coin  for  that  which  was  then  cur- 
rent in  Malta  has  resulted,  ia  so  &r  as 
the  British  taxpayer  is  concerned,  not 
only  in  no  loss,  but  I  believe  I  am  justi- 
fied in  saying  a  great  advantage.  The 
hon.  Member  is  perfectly  aware  that 
upon  the  coinage  in  silver  we  reap  a 
large  profit,  and  upon  the  distabutioa 
of  our  silver  coin  for  that  in  drculatioa 
in  Malta   there  has  resulted  a  large 

ETofit.  The  total  cost,  as  the  hon.  Mtt»- 
er  will  see,  was  £3,000.  An  appei^ 
was  made  to  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
to  bear  some  portion  of  the  cost  of  that, 
and,  inasmuch  as  the  facts  are  aa  I  have 
stated,  and  it  will  leave  no  loss  to  the 
British  taxpayer.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment agreed  to  bear  one-half. 

Db.  CLAEK  (Caithness) :  The  hon. 
Gentleman's  education  is  still  more 
puzzling.  We  are  told  the  absolute 
value  of  the  silver  is  greater  than  the 
nominal  value  of  the  coin,  and  that  we 
gain  by  it ;  but  how  is  it,  then,  that^ 
cost  is  so  great  ?  I  can  understand  the 
cost  of  the  gold  coins  might  have  been 
very  considerable;  but  there  is  aaly 
£1,500  altogether  in  gold,  and  the  ex- 
pense is  £3,000.  £3,000  of  loss  on  coin- 
mg  £12,000  is  something  like  25  per 
cent,  whereas  there  ought  to  be  about 
40  per  cent  gain.  If  we  are  really  gain- 
ing upon  the  coinage^  we  ou^t  to  he 
able   to   show  that  from   some  oAer 
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BOQfoe ;  but  it  sMfus  to  bd,  as  it  stands, 
very  extraordifiary  there  should  be  25 
per  oe&t  kes.  We  still  want  further 
explanation  of  how  it  is — ^if  we  have 
gained  so  much — we  have  to  pay  this 
nM>ney;  and,  secondly,  as  to  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  the  matter  is  settled. 
We  ought  to  object  to  it  acnd  rote  against 
it  on  principle.  The  presumption  is  that 
the  Colonists  ought  to  defray  all  the 
expenses  connected  with  the  Colony.  No 
coimtry  in  the  worid,  or  in  the  histoiy 
of  the  world,  has  ever  treated  their 
Oolonies  so  well  as  we  have  done,  and 
searcely  any  Colony -In  the  world,  or  in 
the  history  of  the  world,  have  behaved 
80  badly  to  the  Mother  OovuLtry  as  ours 
have  done.  [  Crinof  "  No,  no  I "]  Hon. 
Gentlemen  say  <'No,  no!"  but  can 
they  point  out  to  me^  except  our  own, 
any  Colony  that  has  put  any  special 
charges  against  the  Mother  Country, 
and  given  foreigners  better  relations 
than  they  gave  to  the  Mother  Country. 
As  it  stands  at  present,  not  on  behalf  of 
the  English  taxpayers,  but  on  behalf  of 
the  British  ta]qpayer8-4)ecause  we  in 
Seotland  are  not  Englishmen,  though 
anyone  would  think  that  we  in  the  Noi^ 
are  the  mere  province  of  England^  judg- 
ing  from  the  language  of  hon.  Members, 
and  upon  this  point  I  have  to  object  to 
oar  Irish  Friends,  like  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  using  this 
ohjectionable  phrase — I  protest  affainst 
this  sum  ;  and  I  say  the  Imperial  Bri- 
tish taxx>ayer  ought  not  to  pay  a  single 
&rthing  towards  any  expense  incurred 
by  the  Colonies.  Directly  and  indirectly 
we  now  pay  a  large  sum ;  and,  on  these 
grounds,  I  objeet  to  the  Imperial  tax- 
payer paying  anything  more  for  any 
Colony. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Class  VI.— NoK-EFFEcrnvB  ahb  Chari- 
table Services. 

(6.)  £11,254,  Supplementary,  Super- 
annuations and  Betired  Allowances. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  have  got  a  word  to  say  upon  this  Vote. 
One  item  is  £1,000  for  Eoyal  Parks; 
and  I  should  like  to  know  which  are  the 
Boyal  Parks  and  what  are  the  Boyal 
Parks.  The  other  point  I  wish  to  say  a 
vord  about  is  in  regard  to  the  item  of 
£1,500  for  Diplomatic  Services.  Some 
years  ago  a  Sule  was  passed— I  forget 
by  what  Secretary — that  every  Minister 


or  Ambassador  abroad  should  resign  at 
the  age  of  70  years,  and  at  that  age  he 
had  a  pemnon  of  £2,000  or  £1,500,  as 
the  case  might  be.  It  always  seemed 
to  me  that  that  Order  was  somewhat 
stupid,  because  while  some  are  getting 
old  at  70,  others  are  in  their  prime.  No 
doubt  many  of  our  servants  abroad  do 
good  work,  and  are  anxious  to  remain ; 
but,  against  their  own  wishes,  they  are 
superannuated  at  the  age  of  70.  I  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  this,  be- 
cause there  is  a  case  in  point  at  present. 
I  believe  Lord  I^ons,  OTir  present  Ambas- 
sador at  Paris,  is  verging  on  the  age  of 
70  years.  We  all  know  what  an  excel- 
lent Ambassador  Lord  Lyons  has  been, 
how  he  has  watched  over  the  interests 
of  the  country,  and  it  would  be  gene- 
rally to  the  disadvantage  of  the  country 
if  Lord  Lyons  were  not  to  remain  at 
Paris, 

The  CHAIRMAN:  There  is  no  pro- 
vision in  this  Vote  for  the  pension  of 
Lord  Lyons;  therefore,  it  is  not  com- 
petent to  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  go  into 
that. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE :  I  know  there 
is  no  provision — that  is  to  say,  I  am  not 
sure  of  it,  because  there  is  £  1,500  down 
that  may  be  prospective  for  Lord  Lyons, 
or  given  to  him  instead  of  the  gentleman 
for  whom  it  is  presumably  asked.  At 
any  rate,  I  will  not  go  to  Lord  Lyons ; 
but  I  hope  we  shall  hear  some  statement 
from  the  Oovemment  that  this  Bule  is 
not  a  hard-and-fast  Eule,  but  that  when 
a  Minister  is  able  and  ready  to  do  the 
work,  that  he  should  not  be  superannu- 
ated merely  because  he  had  reached  the 
age  of  70  years. 

The  SECEETART  to  the  TEEA- 
SUET  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.):  I  do 
not  think  there  is  any  hard-and-fast 
Bule. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
for  some  explanation  of  the  item  of 
£2,000  for  Public  Offices  in  Ireland, 
and  the  item  of  £700  for  the  insufficient 
provision  for  gratuities.  These  two 
items  require  some  explanation;  and| 
unless  it  is  given,  I  shall  have  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  In  Ireland  there  are 
two  retirements  from  the  Local  Oovem- 
ment Board,  and  one  from  public  educa- 
tion. I  am  able  to  tell  the  hon.  Member 
that  none  of  these  retirements  have  beeu 
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compulsory,  and  none  of  them  come  out 
of  the  ordinary  course. 

Ma.  DILLON :  Some  particulars  ought 
to  be  given  as  to  the  cause  of  their  re- 
tirement. There  is  a  sum  of  £3,700 
under  the  head,  ''Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature,''  which  I  am  informed  is  not 
necessarily  confined  to  Lreland,  and 
therefore  is  not  so  enormous  as  it  would 
otherwise  appear ;  but  I  would  suggest 
that  it  should  be  clearly  stated  whether 
it  has  reference  to  England,  Ireland,  or 
both. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  is  rery  well  aware  that  some- 
times men  upon  retirement  get  pensions, 
and  sometimes  gratuides.  I  am  afraid 
I  must  plead  guilty  to  the  Treasury 
haying,  perhaps,  failed  to  make  the 
various  matters  sufficiently  clear,  and 
in  future  an  endeavour  will  be  made  to 
make  matters  as  clear  as  possible. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(7.)  £157,  Supplementary,  Pauper 
Lunatics,  Scotland. 

Db.  CLABK  (Caithness) :  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  is  not  here  to- 
night, I  will  defer  the  remarks  I  had 
intended  to  make  until  we  have  a  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland. 

Vote  agrud  to. 

Class  VU. — ^Miscellaneous. 
(8.)  £1,000,  Adelaide  Exhibition. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HE ATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  I  find  that  no  provision  is  being 
made  for  two  other  exhibitions.  I  have 
been  informed  this  sum  is  charged  in 
consequence  of  a  similar  Vote  having 
been  given  eight  years  ago  to  Mel- 
bourne ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  we  find 
that  debt  has  been  cancelled  by  the 
people  of  New  South  Wales  voting  large 
sums  in  support  of  the  Colonial  and 
Indian  Exhibition  and  others  held  in 
London.  Unless  a  similar  large  Vote  is 
given  for  the  |^eat  Centenary  Exhibi- 
tion to  be  held  m  Australia  for  Sydney 
and  Melbourne  it  will  cause  great  an- 
noyance, and  I  would  like  to  have  an 
assurance  that  it  will  be  treated  simi- 
larly. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  The 
time  to  consider  the  question  whether  a 
further  grant  should  be  made  to  Sydney 
and  Melbourne  will  be  when  the  Exhibi- 
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tion  f  o  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers  takes 
place.  I  may  remind  him  tiiat  €h>vem- 
ment,  on  a  former  occasion,  made  a 
mnt  of  £10,000  to  Sydney  and  M^ 
bourne,  £2,000  of  which  was  ^ent  at 
Sydney,  and  £8,000  bdng  spefot  aft  Mel- 
bourne. In  regard  to  the  Ezbibhion 
about  to  be  held  at  Adelaide,  the  Boyal 
Commission  connected  with  it  made  an 
application  to  the  Qovemoieiit  which  was 
backed  very  strongly  by  the  CeloBial 
Office.  The  Qovemment  agreed  to  make 
a  grant  of  £2,600,  and  subsequently  a 
further  grant  of  £1,000  was  Biade  for 
the  special  purpose  tk  having  exhibited 
there  a  collection  of  pictures  by  English 
artists.  I  understand  that  Sir  Fredmdc 
Leighton,  who  is  the  P^reeideHt  of  the 
Department  Commission,  is  engaged  in 
Retting  together  a  most  exoeUent  col* 
lection,  the  property  of  the  aitistB,  and 
that  ther  are  to  be  insured  hj  them. 
We  shall  have  no  ride  or  further  re^oa* 
sibiHty,  and  the  Ooyemment,  tkerenite, 
felt  that,  having  on  a  former  ooeaaion 
given  £10,000  to  Sydney  and  Mel- 
bourne, they  could  hardly  on  this  occa- 
sion r^se  to  give  something.  I  hope 
the  hon.  Meml^r  will  be  satisfied  witii 
this  explanation. 

Mb.  O'HEA  (DonM^al,  W.) :  I  do  not 
think  we  should  be  asxed  to  Vote  money 
for  such  purposes  as  this.  Other  Exhibi- 
tions  have  taken  ^ace  in  various  parts 
of  Her  Majesiy s  Dominions,  and  I  am 
not  aware  this  House  was  asked  to  Yots 
sums  of  money  in  consequence.  There 
is  no  doubt  the  Vote  is  put  rather  sped- 
ously,  and  the  money  will  ultimately  go 
towards  the  funds  of  the  ExhibiticHi. 
Now,  Mr.  Courtney,  in  the  Gitj  of  Cknk, 
three  years  ago,  there  was  an  Exhibi* 
tion,  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Borough  of  Cambridge  took  an  aetive 
part ;  but  we  in  the  City  of  Cork  pot 
our  hands  in  our  pod^ets  and  paid  our 
own  money,  and  ^us  raised  the  neces- 
sary  funds  for  makingthat  Exhibition  a 
very  great  success.  We  did  not  s^id 
the  begging-bag  as  far  as  Westminster, 
but  the  people  of  the  South  of  Ireland 
gave  all  the  expense ;  and  yet  we  are 
asked  to  contribute  our  quota  in  ocmneo- 
tion  with  this  Adelaide  Exhibition.  In 
a  country  in  which  gold  is  one  of  the 
chief  products  they  ought  to  be  able  to 
pay  all  the  expense  of  the  Exhibition 
themselves.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasuiy  referred  to 
works  of  Art.    Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  think 
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any  person  would  show  any  disposition 
against  giriag  works  of  Art  the  greatest 
prominence ;  bat  the  artists  themselves, 
a&d  the  purshasen,  may  yery  well  go  to 
the  expense  of  having  their  products 
exhibited  either  at  Adelaide,  Toronto,  or 
anywhere  else  where  works  of  Art  are 
part  of  the  show.  I  think  this  Vote 
unneoeesary,  and  I  must  protest  against 
undue  faTOuritism  being  shown  to  one 
plaee  as  against  another.  So  far  as  the 
Gty  of  Cork  and  the  Oity  of  Dublin 
are  oonoemed,  no  grant  is  ever  made  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  the  citizens  to 
get  up  an  Exhibition. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid) :  It  is 
not  my  intention  to  speak  at  any  great 
length  in  oonnection  with  this  Vote. 
The  subject,  Sir,  is  one  which  does  not 
admit  of  any  great  amount  of  debate ; 
but  I  must  thoroughly  endorse  the  re- 
marks which  hare  just  fallen  from  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Donegal 
West  (Mr.  (XHea).  We  have  held  Ex- 
hibitions in  Ireland  within  the  past  few 
years,  and  no  Vote  has  been  passed  by 
this  House  to  try  and  assist  our  Exhibi- 
tions, although  it  is  the  fact  that  in  our 
country  manufacturers  are  scarce,  and 
we  require  every  stimulus  that  could 
possibly  be  given  to  us.  In  Ireland  we 
certainly  do  require  as  much  power  as 
this  House  is  in  a  position  to  bestow 
upon  us  in  order  to  force  Irish  afiRairs  on. 
Now,  as  to  Austrdda,  there  is  no  reason 
for  me  to  speak  of  the  forwardness  of 
Australia.  Its  motto,  *' Advance,  Aus- 
tralia I  "  has  been  its  leading  character- 
istic, and  it  is  to  the  fore.  It  is  one  of 
the  most  noble  Colonies  which  any  nation 
in  the  world  ever  possessed,  and,  for  that 
reason,  I  should  be  the  very  last  person 
in  the  world  to  say  anything  against  it,  or 
which  could  militate  against  this  Vote ; 
but  what  I  would  recommend  is  this, 
that  when  right  hon.  Gentlemen  are 
able  to  put  a  Vote  like  this  upon  the 
Paper,  and  when  they  are  able  to  pro- 
m^ade  from  one  end  of  the  countiy  to 
the  other  talking  about  what  they  do  for 
Ireland,  they  should  not,  when  they  have 
the  power,  turn  their  backs  upon  Ire- 
land and  kick  her  out  of  Court  if  they 
possibly  can.  That  I  tell  them  in  their 
teeth.  W^,  Sir,  if  they  do  this  for  one 
country — a  country  that  has  got  Home 
Rule,  why  do  they  not  do  it  for  Ireland  ? 
When  an  Irish  Exhibition  is  brought 
forward — when  the  Cork  Exhibition 
eame  on  the  tapisy  or  when  the  Dublin 


Exhibition  was  to  the  fore— right  hon. 
.Gentlemen  studiously  neglected  such 
undertakings,  and  instead  of  putting 
down  in  tl:^  ordinary  Estimates  a  few 
thousands  of  pounds  for  them,  they 
passed  our  country  by.  Therefore,  I  say 
m  connection  with  this  Vote  that — though 
I  do  not  stand  up  to  oppose  the  Vote — 
I  do  stand  up  to  oppose  the  hypocrisy  of 
these  right  hon.  Gentlemen.  They  come 
here  from  time  to  time,  and  they  call  for 
Votes  in  connection  with  our  country  in 
order  to  supply  us  with  extra  police 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Order,  order  ! 

Dr.  TANNER :  And  with  extra  law 
and  order  so  far  as  they  can  manage  it ; 
but  they  do  not  give  us  the  remedial 
measures  wbidi  are  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  benefit  and  welfare  of  our  land. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Order,  order ! 

Db.  TANNER :  I  am  not  going  to  say 
a  word  more,  Mr.  Courtney,  upon  that 
point.  I  should  be  the  last  person  to 
trespass  upon  your  invariable  courtesy 
and  kindness  to  me.  ^r,  I  eipeak  the 
truth.  I  will  say  this  much,  that  what 
I  have  remarked  about  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  is  noted  and  known  in  Ire- 
land, and  some  of  these  days  it  will  have 
to  be  accounted  for  very  dearly. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON:  Just 
one  word,  Mr.  Courtney,  by  way  of  ex- 
planation. I  wish  to  inform  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  Australian  people  have 
spent  £100,000  on  English  Exhibitions 
during  the  last  few  years,  and,  therefore, 
this  small  sum  ought  not  to  be  felt  or 
grudged. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  You  have 
spent  over  £30,000  in  aid  of  the  Colonies 
for  which  you  are  getting  no  return. 
What  you  have  done  to-ni^t  has  added 
£1, 500,  whichmakestheamount  £31,516, 
and  this  will  now  be  £82,500  under  this 
Vote  for  the  Colonies  altogether.  Sir, 
on  behalf  of  the  British  taxpayer,  I 
strongly  object  to  all  this ;  and  I  hope 
and  trust  that  the  economic  section  in 
this  House  will  aid  us  in  trying  to  pre- 
vent the  rich  Colonist  from  putting  his 
hands  into  the  pockets  of  the  poor  Mother 
Country,  and  taking  away  so  much 
money  from  her. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(9.)  £9,306,  '^Telegrafo"  Claims. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done* 
gal,  E.)  said :  I  am  afraid  that  hardly 
anyone  would  be  prepared  to  believe  in 
the  really   extraordinary  character  of 
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this  Vote.      It  is  takea  in  connection 
with  the  ship  TiUgrafo^  which  was  ar- 
rested in  the  year  1870  by  the  British 
Authorities  at  the  instance  of  the  Gk>- 
vemment  of  San   Domingo.     Anyone 
would  imagine  that  by  a  careful  refer- 
ence to  the  Library  of  this  House  you 
would  be  able  to  ascertain  something  of 
the  character  of  the  proceedings,  and  of 
the  history  of  our  dealings  with  the  Qo- 
venunent  of  San  Domingo  in  connection 
with  this  subject ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say, 
that  though  I  impressed  into  my  service 
the  assistance  of  the  gentlemen  in  charge 
of  the  liibrary,  we  luive  been  absolutely 
unable  to  discoyer  in  tiie  library  any 
Parliamentary  Paper  or  any  Oorrespond- 
ence  or  any  document  whatsoever  to 
throw  any  light  upon  this  matter.     At 
last,  I  felt  sdmost  ashamed  to  trespass 
upon  the   time  and  services  of  these 
gentlemen,  and  it  was  only  when  I  beffan 
to  institute  a  search  for  myself,  whi<m  I 
carried    on    with    great  trouble,  that, 
after  going  through  no  less  than  37 
volumes,  I  did  come  upon  some  trace  of 
the  matter.    I  found  that  the  earliest 
reference  to  anytiiiing  which  appears  to 
relate  to  it  is  in  the  Civil  Service  Con- 
tingencies Fund  account  for  the  year 
ended   March  Slst,  1872.      That  is  a 
document  which  rery  few  hon.  Members 
would  be  able  to  trace  out  or  even  to 
suspect.     From  that  it  i^peared  that, 
among  the  then  outstanding  advances  on 
the  Paper,  a  sum  of  £1,664  was  due  to 
Her  Majesty's  GoTemment.   In  the  cor- 
responding account  for  1873  the  first  en- 
try appears  of  a  sum  of  £12,000  as  the 
amount  of  further  expenses  incurred  by 
the  detention  of  the  vessel  TeU§raf0  at 
Tortola.      The    expenses    are.  charged 
against  the  Goyemment,  and  a  daim  for 
repayment  is  made  against  the  (Govern- 
ment of  San  Domingo,  so  that  in  1873, 
taking  the  balance  from  the  previous 
year's  account,  there  was  £13,900  still 
outstanding.      From  some  Notes    and 
Correspcmdence  annexed  to   the  Con- 
troller and  Auditor  Oeneral's  Report  it 
would  appear  that  £1,864  had  been  paid 
before  March,  1872.     In  June  of  that 
year  £11,750  was  paid,  and  in  July  a 
further  sum  of  £299,  and  under  the  date 
of  February  23rd,  1874,  communications 
were    still     going    on    between    Her 
Majesty's    Gh>vemment  and    the    Go- 
vernor with  the  view  of  obtaining  the 
repayment    of  the   claim,   if  possible. 
In    the    financial    year     1873-4    the 

Mr,  Arthur  <y  Connor 


matter   was  untoudied ;  but  hi  Aprilt 
1874,  a  further  adranoe  was  made  of 
£378  3«.   lid.,  making  a  total  sum  of 
£14,291  ;   and  at  that  tine   an  offer 
was  made  to  the   Domingan   Gknrem« 
ment  with    the  view   of    settling  tke 
question;   but  it  came  to  nothing,  as 
that  GoTcmment  was  not  in  a  podtioa 
to  make  any  payment  of  any  ki&d.    In 
the  years  1874,  1875,  and  1876  mattera 
remained  in  the  same  positioo,  tlMm^ 
Her  Majesty's  Qorernment,  ihrou^  m 
Foreign  Office,  instructed  &•  M«ister 
to  call  attention  to  the  claim,  whieh  was 
not  abandoned.    In  1877  the  Treasuiy 
decided  to  aoceot,  in  fall  settlement  (rf 
the  claim,  the  following  obligations  from 
the  Domingan  Government:-*- One  ol 
12,500  dol&rs,    jMiyable  on  the    37th 
Jnne,  1877 ;  another  of  6,250  dollan, 
payable  six  months  later;  and  a tUrd  of 
6,250  dollars,  payable  a  year  after  the 
second.     In  1881   the  Controller  and 
Auditor  General  noted  that  the  amount 
realized  would  be  added  to  the  Oivil 
Service  Oontingenoies  Fund,  and  an  £s* 
timate  was  mMe  to  Parliament  ISor  the 
sum  required  to  make  good  the  balance. 
From  tbe  beginning  to  the  end  very 
nearly  eight  years  had  eli^sed,  and  the 
Ghovemment  had  never  brought  the  mat* 
ter  to  the  knowledge  of  <his  House. 
These  bills  were  h^  by  the  British 
Minister  at  Hayti;  but  when  the  first 
of  them  was  presented,  in  tbe  month  of 
June,  1877,  it  was  dishonoured.     After 
that  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  seem  to 
have  become  fuiye  to  the  fact  that  their 
position  was  not  regular — at  aoyratoi 
rather  anomalous  and  somewhat  absurd* 
On  the  27th  January,  1879,  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  Treasury  at  last  re- 
vealed  &e  whole   droumstanoee   con- 
nected with  the  affieur,  and  in  a  letter  to 
the  Controller  and  Auditor  General  they 
pointed  out  that  during  the  insurrection 
m  San  Domingo  in  1869  the  Teltfr&f^ 
then  belonging  to  San  Doa^so,  was 
impressed  by  the  Bevolutionaryuorsm- 
ment  for  hostile  purposes,  and  was  after- 
wards sold  at  Tortola  to  a  Mr.  Mao- 
Eeverdy  for  10,025  dollars.  In  January, 
1870,  she  was  arrested  by  the  CoIodIaI 
Authorities  of  the  Virgin  Idlandsi  at  ^ 
instance  of  the  GK>vemment  of  San  Do- 
mingo, and  prosecuted  in  the  Yioe  Ad- 
miralty Court  at  Tortola  as  a  pirais 
vessel,  under  instructions  from  the  Colo- 
nial Office,  founded  upon  advice  gcvw 
by  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  to  the 
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j^oreigQ  OSiM.  The  Court  decreed  res* 
titution ;  but  gave  no  costs  or  damages. 
Tlie  Grown  appealed  from  that  verdict 
to  the  Jadidal  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council^  though  the  proceeding  was  a 
nurely  vexatious  one,  and,  in  point  of 
fact,  it  was  an  attempt  to  break  Mr. 
IktacBeverdyy  by  causing  him  enormous 
expenses.  In  1871  the  Judicial  Com- 
nuttee  gave  judgment  that  the  sentence 
of  ih»  Vice  Adiniralty  Court  must  be 
affirmed;  and  they  further  directed  that 
Hr.  MaoSeverdy  should  have  the  costs 
of  his  appeal,  but  not  of  his  adherence 
if>  it— though  why  that  distinction  was 
made  I  do  not  know — and  there  were 
to  be  no  damages.  In  the  meantime, 
Mr.  MacBeverdy  brought  an  action 
sgainst  the  officials  of  the  Virgin 
Islands  for  demurrage  on  his  vessel^ 
amounting  to  £SO;0OO.  The  trial  came 
off  in  the  Civil  Court  at  Tortola  in 
October,  1871 ;  but  although  the  Law 
Officers  0f  the  Oown  were  of  opinion 
that  tlLe  judgment  was  a  bar  to  obtain- 
ing damages,  that  was  not  set  fc^h, 
and  the  lury  gave  damages  to  the 
amount  of  £18,000,  although  the  ori- 
ginal cost  of  the  vessel  was  only  10,000 
dollars.  The  Colonial  Government 
moved  for  a  new  trial;  but  the  Chief 
Justice,  before  whom  the  matter  came, 
repeatedly  expressed  his  opinion  that 
the  jdaintiff  was  entitled  to  substantial 
damages,  and  counsel  agreed  to  a  com- 
promise, under  which  Mr.  MacBeverdy 
was  to  receive  £11,600  damages  and 
£250  costs.  Now,  the  San  Domingan 
Government  had,  in  July,  1860,  und<ur- 
taken  that  the  British  Government 
Amid  he  held  harmless  for  the  arrest 
of  the  vessel ;  so  a  claim  was  made  for 
tiiat  sum  and  expenses,  which  raised 
the  amount  to  £14,269.  As  to  the  bills 
which  were  ultimately  given  by  the  San 
Bomingan  Government;  on  the  pre- 
sentation of  the  bill  which  fell  due 
on  the  27th  of  June,  1877,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Bepresentative  at  Port-au-Prince 
was  informed  tiiat  tho  €k)vemment  were 
unable  to  meet  their  engagements,  and 
that  the  Pre^dent  owed  200,000  dollars 
to  the  Domingan  Government.  In  re- 
porting these  circumstances,  Mr.  Stewart 
observed  that  the  Customs  Duties  for  the 
City  of  San  Domingo  alone  amounted, 
for  the  first  six  months  of  1877,  to 
46,000  dollars;  but  all  salaries  were  in 
arrear,  and  he  appeared  to  be  of  opin- 
ion   that  the   President    had  carried 


70,000  dollars  out  of  the  country,  and 
suspended  all  payments,  in  order  to 
obtain  enough  to  buy  an  estate  when- 
ever the  inhabitants  refused  to  obey  his 
rule  any  longer.  Other  payments  were 
also  di^onoured;  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  then  informed  that 
the  late  President  having  left  the  Trea- 
sury empty,  the  present  Government  of 
San  Domingo  had  no  means  of  meeting 
the  claim ;  but  they  proposed  to  set  apart 
one-tenth  of  the  import  duties  as  a  re-> 
ser  vef  und,  out  of  which  to  pay  the  amtount 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
agreed  to  accept,  and  the  Treasury  there* 
fore  inquired  what  steps  the  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  would  take.  Lord 
Salisbuiy,  who  was  then  Foreign  Minis- 
ter, said  it  was  not  possible  to  judge 
then  what  was  the  probability  of  reco  ver-i^ 
ing  from  the  San  Domingan  Government 
the  sum  awarded,  or  whether  any  mea* 
sures  were  to  be  taken  to  enforce  pay-* 
ment.  The  Lords  of  the  Treasury  de- 
clared that  they  had  little  hope  that  the 
Government  of  San  Domingo  would  ex* 
perienoe  any  anxiety  to  discharge  its 
obligations ;  but  they  were  unwilling  to 
ask  I^arliament  to  vote  the  money  until 
the  Secretary  of  State  informed  them 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  Domingan  Qo* 
vemment  would  not  pay,  and  that  he 
was  not  prepared  to  enforce  payment. 
In  the  last  paragraph  of  their  letter, 
whioh  I  confess  I  do  not  understand,  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  declared  that  the 
Imperial  Government  had  itself  been 
guilty  of  no  laches  in  harbouring  a 
piratical  vessel  or  otherwise;  but,  un- 
fortunately, it  endeavoured  to  oblige  a 
friendly  Government  without  demand- 
ing a  deposit  to  cover  expenses.  Exces- 
sive damages  were  given,  which  the  Im- 
perial Government  did  not  feel  able  to 
resist — and  the  result  was  a  loss  of 
£14,000  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer, 
which  was  likely  to  prove  a  bad  debt. 
So  that,  eight  years  ago,  the  Treasury 
were  well  aware  that  there  was  no  pros- 
spect  of  recovering  the  money.  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  House  ought 
not  to  have  been  kept  so  long  in  igno- 
rance of  the  state  of  affairs.  If  this  is 
a  kind  of  thing  which  can  be  allowed  to 
go  on,  hidden  away  in  documents  little 
known,  and  to  which  few  people  have 
access,  we  shall  find  some  fine  day  that 
the  Government  have  embarked  in  trans- 
actions of  a  very  ext^isive  character,  in 
regard  to  which  the  House  is  altogethei; 
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without  information.  The  next  thing 
we  find  i9,  not  any  payment  on  account 
from  the  Government  of  San  Domingo, 
but  a  father  sum  of  £9  12«.  Od.y  notaiT's 
charges  for  protesting  the  dishonoured 
bills  of  the  Goyemment.  In  March, 
1880,  the  Treasurer  informed  the  Con- 
troller and  Auditor  General  that  the 
Domingan  Gorernment  had  proposed 
to  pay  all  foreign  claims,  including  the 
liability  of  £14,d00,  by  means  of  an 
extra  tax  of  2  per  cent  upon  imports. 
The  Lords  of  the  Treasury  consented  to 
that  arrang^ement ;  but  the  Government 
which  proposed  it  since  fell,  and  upon 
its  fall  disposed  of  the  amount  collected 
upon  that  extra  tax.  The  whole  of  the 
story  is  one  long  series  of  absurdities  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk)veriiment 
in  trusting  what  they  must  have  known 
were  parties  utterly  unable  to  meet  the 
obligations  which  they  had  undertaken. 
Since  then  a  proposal  has  been  made  br 
the  OonlToller  and  Auditor  General, 
and  supported  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
that  upon  some  security,  the  proceeds  of 
the  suggested  tax  should  be  placed  in 
the  hands  of  certain  merchants,  to  be  by 
them  distributed  to  the  persons  entitled, 
and  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  agreed  to 
that;  so  that  it  comes  to  this,  that  be- 
tween such  high  contracting  parties  as 
the  Gt)vemment  of  San  Domingo  and 
Her  Maiesty's  Government  there  were 
intermediaries — private  persons— upon 
whom  they  had  no  check  whatever,  who 
were  not  to  be  responsible,  with  whom 
they  make  bargains  on  percentages  to 
collect  bad  debts.  If  that  is  proper  or 
becoming,  we  have  got  into  days  when 
nations  are  very  different  from  what  they 
were.  In  1880,  the  patience  of  the  Gto- 
vemment  was  rewarded  by  obtaining  a 
sum  of  £891  5$,  Od,,  and  so  it  went  on 
in  a  hand-to-mouth  fashion,  small  sums 
being  repaid,  and  the  payments  were 
varied  occasionally  by  additional  lia- 
bilities for  notarial  fees  on  dishonoured 
bills.  The  end  of  the  whole  story 
is  that  we  now  have  a  charge  of  £9,000 
on  the  taxpayer  which  ought  not  to  ap- 
pear now,  for  it  should  have  been  paid 
off  years  and  years  ag^  as  soon  as  it  was 
found  that  the  Domingan  Government 
could  not  possibly  meet  its  obligations. 
You  have  had  this  carrying  on  of  a  fic- 
titious balance  to  the  Civil  Service  Con- 
tingencies Fund,  which  you  must  have 
known  you  would  have  in  the  end  to 
iripe  off.    I  do  not  think  it  reflects  very 

Mr,  Arthur  0*  Connor 


much  credit  upon  any  of  the  long  series 
of  Official  Secretaries  or  Treasury  OflS- 
oials,  who  are  responsible  for  it.  I  shonld 
like  very  mudi  to  ask,  not  only  in  regard 
to  tiiis  Yote,  but  in  regard  to  a  previous 
Vote  of  CompcDsation  due  to  certain 
American  vessels  seized  in  1854  on  sus- 
picion of  being  slavers,  whether  ti^ere  are 
still  upon  the  Treasury  account  books 
any  outstanding  claims  of  fhis  kind 
which  will  have  to  be  written  off  sooner 
or  later,  as  due  to  injured  partiesy  or 
balances  looked  upon  as  quite  irreeover- 
aWef 

The  SECEETART  to  tbm  TREA- 
SUBT  (Mr.  Jacksoh)  (Leeds,  N.) :  I 
feel  exceedingly  obliged  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
A.  O'Connor)  for  having  stated  so  dearly 
and  so  conclusively  the  whole  of  Oie 
f^ts  of  this  case.  I  think,  however, 
that  he  stated  that  the  vessel  was 
arrested  at  the  instance  of  the  Colonial 
Government.  Now,  according  to  my  in- 
formation, it  was  arrested  at  the  instance 
of  the  Government  of  San  Domingo,  bat 
in  reference  to  the  other  portion  of  his 
statement,  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated 
with  complete  accuracy  the  fall  history 
of  the  case ;  and  the  only  point  I  disagree 
with  is  his  conclusion,  that  it  would  have 
been  better  if  we  had  wiped  the  daim 
off  years  ago.  If  that  had  been  done, 
we  should  not  have  got  the  £5,000 
which  we  have  received.  Really  it  comes 
to  this,  that  in  1872  the  Gbvemment  for 
whom  we  had  acted,  and  who  were  re- 
sponsible, avowed  their  responsibility 
and  their  intention  to  pay.  In  1 874  ne- 
gotiations were  carriea  on,  and  at  that 
time  the  British  Government  thought  so 
badly  of  their  claim  of  £14,000,  tiiat 
they  agreed  to  accept  in  full  discharge  a 
sum  of  £2,600.  That  £2,500  was  not 
raised  in  consequence  of  finandid  em- 
barrassments ;  and  subsequently,  in  1  S7ff, 
it  was  agreed  between  the  two  Gkrvran- 
ments  to  accept  a  sum  of  £5,000  in  full 
discharge.  That  ought  to  hare  been 
paid  in  1B77-8,  but  it  was  not  paid  in 
consequence  of  finandal  embarrassments. 
In  1880,  however,  they  commenced  to 
pay,  and  in  1886  they  completed  the  last 
payment,  making  up  the  £5,000 ;  an^, 
immediately  on  the  completion  of  that, 
the  question  was  brought  forward  to 
wipe  off  the  balance  so  far  as  the  Trea- 
sury were  concerned.  They  have  now 
brought  this  to  a  satisfactory  usue, 
and  I  do  not  think  I  need  dc^m  iie 
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Committee  any  further  on  the  sub- 
ject, 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  The 
words  I  used  were  not  my  words,  but 
the  words  of  the  Treasury,  under  date 
January  3,  1879,  and  they  are  signed, 
'<  R.  R.  lingen."  They  state  that  the 
Ttlegrafo  was  arrested  at  the  instance  of 
the  Government  at  San  Domingo.  I 
read  out  these  words,  and  the  letter  goes 
on  to  say  that — 

^'  She  -vas  proseciited  in  Uie  Vice  Admiraltj 
Court  at  Tortda  as  a  pirate  vessel,  under  in- 
atructions  from  the  Colonial  Office,  founded 
upon  advice  given  by  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown  to  the  Foreign  Office." 

My  complaint  is  that  when  in  1877  the 
Government  agreed  that  on  payment  of 
the  £5,000  they  would  forego  their  claim 
or  reduce  it  to  that  £5,000,  it  was  their 
duty  to  let  this  House  know  it,  then  and 
there,  and  apply  to  Parliament  for  the 
necessary  halance. 

Vote  ogrH^  io. 

(10.)  £147,  Treasury  Chest  Eobhery. 

Da.  CLAEK  (Caithness):  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Jackson)  for  some  explanation 
respecting  this  Vote.  Why  should  the 
Imperial  Qovemment  pay  for  losses  oc- 
casioned by  a  breach  of  duty  on  the 
part  of  the  officials  of  the  Indian  Oo- 
vemment?  Our  charges  in  regard  to 
India  are  so  many  that  I  am  certainly 
astonished  that  the  Imperial  Oovem- 
ment  should  ask  us  to  pay  any  fresh 
Indian  charge.  I  must  admit  that  if  I 
could  pay  money  cheerfully  for  any  of 
our  Dependencies  it  would  be  for  India, 
hut  I  should  like  to  know  what  is  the 
reason  why  India  should  not  pay  this 
sum  herself  ? 

The  8ECEETAET  to  thb  TREA- 
SUET  (Mr.  Jaokson)  (Leeds,  N.):  I 
think  that  when  the  hon.  Member 
knows  the  facts  he  will  see  that  this 
is  not  a  charge  which  ought  to  be 
borne  by  the  Indian  Goyemment.  The 
oocurrence  took  place  at  Trincomalee, 
in  Ceylon,  and  the  circumstances  are 
these.  An  official  went  down  to  the 
strong  room  and  brought  up  2,000 
rupees,  with  which  to  pay  some  ac- 
counts. The  men  to  whom  the  money 
was  due  did  not  call  for  it  on  that 
particular  day.  The  officer  therefore 
locked  the  money  up  in  a  safe  of  which 
he  supposed  he  had  the  only  key.  It 
was  <fiscoTered  the  next  day  that  the 


safe  had  been  opened^  and  the  money 
was  gone.  An  investigation  took  place, 
the  result  being  to  show  that  during 
the  term  of  office  of  the  officer*8  prede- 
cessor there  was  a  duplicate  key  to  the 
safe.  That  duplicate  key  was  lost  on  the 
death  of  the  predecessor.  Put  shortly, 
therelore,  the  explanation  amounts  to 
this,  that  somebody  had  the  duplicate 
key,  opened  the  safe  with  it,  and  stole 
the  money.  The  GoTernment  feel  that 
the  officer  who  put  the  money  in  the 
safe  was  not  to  blame,  and  they,  there- 
fore, ask  the  Committee  to  agree  to  the 
Vote. 

De.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  Mr. 
Courtney,  this  is  a  very  small  item,  and 
the  whole  afihir  appears  to  me  to  be 
very  simple.  But  with  regard  to  the 
duplicate  key,  it  appears  to  have  been 
brought  into  existence  during  the  term 
of  office  of  a  predecessor  of  the  present 
holder  of  the  post.  Surely  if  the  money 
was  stc4en  tlm>ugh  that  predecessor's 
want  of  capacity,  or  through  any  negli- 
gence on  his  part  in  allowing  the  dupli- 
cate key  to  pass  out  of  his  possession, 
the  loss  ought  to  be  made  good 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  think  the  hon. 
GenUeman  will  be  satisfied  if  I  tell  him 
that  the  officer  to  whom  he  refers  is 
dead. 

Da.  TANNEE :  I  can  assure  you, 
Mr.  Courtney,  I  was  not  acquainted 
with  the  poor  gentleman.  I  am  sorry 
he  is  dead.  At  any  rate,  even  granting 
that  point,  I  would  ask  what  would 
happen  if  a  sum  of  money  were  stolen 
in  the  same  way  from  the  Treasury 
chest  in  Ireland.  In  this  case  the  event 
occurred,  as  I  understand,  in  Ceylon. 
But  suppose  it  had  occurred  in  any 
other  portion  of  Her  Majesty's  Domi- 
nions— say  in  Ireland — what  would  be 
the  result  ?  Why,  the  local  rates  would 
have  to  make  good  the  loss.  It  appears 
that  there  has  been  a  certain  laxity  in 
connection  with  the  management  of 
these  affairs.  [Ministerial  laughter. 1 
1  am  delighted  that  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site take  so  much  interest  in  this  case  as 
to  laugh  at  it.  I  would,  however,  re- 
mind them  that  it  is  no  laughing  matter 
for  the  taxpayers  of  the  country.  It 
appears,  I  say,  that  there  has  been  a 
certain  amount  of  laxity  in  connection 
wiUi  the  proceedings  which  led  to  this 
robbery,  and  I  sho^d  say  that,  instead 
of  asking  this  Committee  to  pass  this 
Vote,  the  Government  ought  to  have 
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levied  it  upon  tiM  distriet  in  whwh  the 
robbery  took  place.  I  would,  without 
an  J  hesitation,  recommend  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury to  refer  this  matter  to  the  local 
authorities,  and  ask  them  to  pay  the 
money. 
Vote  agreed  to. 


Mb.  E.  ROBEETSON  (Dundee):  I 
beg,  Mr.  Courtney,  to  move  that  you 
do  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Ohairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr,  Ed- 
mund Rclertson), 

The  PIR8T  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  hope  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  be  so  good  as  to  allow  the  next 
Tote  to  be  taken.  I  think  I  may  say 
that  there  was  an  understanding  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  that  it  should 
be  disposed  of  to-night.  The  under- 
standing has  been  most  fairly  carried 
out  by  hon.  Gentlemen  hitherto,  and  I 
am  exceedingly  obliged  to  them  for  it. 
I  am  sure  the  Committee  will  see  that 
it  will  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
Public  Service  if  the  understanding  is 
carried  out  in  its  entirety. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  have  a  suggestion  to  make 
as  to  the  Post  Office  Vote.  The  Vote  is 
almost  always  taken  at  a  very  late  hour, 
when  no  proper  discussion  can  take 
place,  I  would  venture  to  suggest  that 
the  Vote  should  be  taken  first  in  the 
coming  year,  so  that  it  can  be  fairly 
discussed.  If  such  an  arrangement  can 
be  made>  I  think  it  will  be  possible  to 
take  that  Vote  to-night. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  a  reasonable  one,  and  I  will  endeavour, 
as  far  as  I  can,  to  carry  it  out. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.):  Mr.  Courtney,  I  wish  to  put  a 
question  to  you  on  a  point  of  Order.  I 
am  desirous  to  know  whether  any  hon. 
or  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  this  House 
is  entitled  to  ask  in  an  audible  voice, 
"Who  is  the  animal?"  referring  to 
another  hon.  Member  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Robertson) 
press  his  Motion  to  report  Progress. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON :  No,  Sir. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Dr.  Tanner 


Rbyerttb  DEFABTmarrs. 

(11)  £236,000,  Supplementary,  Post 
Office. 

Mb.  JOHN  O^ONNOB  (Tipperary, 
S.) :  I  shall  not  press  yon,  Mr.  OotzrtDey, 
for  a  mline  as  to  the  remark  which  I 
mentioned  just  now.  It  was  with  regard 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  th^  Member  for 
Dundee  (Mr.  £.  Robertson).  I  shall pasa 
it  by  with  the  eont^mpt  it  desenrea.  On 
this  Vote  I  desire  to  bring  forward  a 
slight  grievance  respecting  the  Post 
Office  in  Cork. 

Mb.  OONYBBAEE  (Oomwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  rise  to  ask  you  a  qneetion, 
Sir.  Mv  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  John 
O'Connor)  is  referring  to  Ireland.  I 
wish  to  know  whether  I  shall  be  in 
Order  in  referring  to  Ehigland  and 
Wales  after  he  has  dealt  with  Ireland? 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  :  If  otherwise  in 
Order,  it  would  not  be  out  of  Order  be- 
cause taken  after  Ireland.  I  cannot  say 
whether  it  would  be  in  Order  untfl  I 
hear  what  it  is. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR :  I  wiU  give 
way  to  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE:  I  believe  the 
remarks  I  have  to  make,  and  wlkich 
will  be  very  brief,  will  be  perfiec?fly  in 
Order.  I  wish  to  refer  to  a  matter  con- 
nected with  Vote  O.  1,  which  relates  to 
the  salaries  and  expenses  of  postmasters, 
clerks,  &c,  I  should  not  have  troubled 
the  Committee  with  the  question  at  aH 
if  I  had  been  able  to  bring  it  under  the 
notice  of  the  Postmaster  General  in  the 
shape  of  a  Question,  as  I  wished.  But 
when  I  attempted  to  do  so,  I  was  in- 
formed that,  in  the  exercise  of  tiie  dis- 
cretion which  the  clerks  at  the  Table 
possess,  they  could  not  allow  my  Quea« 
tion  to  appear  on  the  Pai)er,  and,  there^ 
fore,  I  am  obliged  to  take  this  oppor^ 
tunity  of  bringing  the  subject  ibrwtKrd. 
The  fkcts  are,  brieflv,  these.  A  gentle- 
man named  Archibald  Yiear,  who  is 
connected  with  the  Post  Office  in  the 
Manchester  District,  has  received  his 
notice  of  discharge  under  drcumstanees 
which  appear  to  me  to  demand  some 
inquiry,  and  to  indicate  that  he  has  not 
been  fairly  treated.  This  gentienum 
happened  to  be  visiting  G-lenbeigh  at 
the  time  I  waa  there,  and  I  met  ham 
and  made  his  personal  acquwitance. 
It  appears  that  since  his  return  to  Man- 
chester there  has  come  under  his  notice 
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lome  of  those  interesting  leaflets  pub- 
lished by  the  Irish  Loyiu  and  Patriotic 
Union,  and  containing  some  of  the 
nsucdly  truthful  statements — the  ex- 
ceedingly truthful  statements — respect- 
ing the  evictions  at  Glenbeigh  which  that 
well-known  and  exceedingly  truthful 
journal,  I%e  St,  Jameie  Gazette,  is  in 
the  habit  of  publishing.  This  gentle- 
man, having  been  on  the  scene  of  the 
Glenbeigh  evictions,  wrote  a  letter  to 
The  Manchester  Guardian,  in  which 
appeared  this  sentence 

The  chairman  :  I  do  not  see  how 
the  hon.  Member  connects  this  with  the 
Yote,  unless  he  is  prepared  to  say  that 
the  gentleman  in  question  had  his  ser- 
vices provided  for  under  Vote  C  1. 
This  18  a  Supplementary  Vote.  Of 
course  the  salaries  of  persons  on  the 
establishment  of  the  Post  Office  are 
provided  for  in  the  legular  Estimates. 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE  :  I  take  it,  Sir, 
that  this  Supplementary  Vote  refers  to 
the  clerks  in  the  service  of  the  Post 
Office  during  the  past  year. 

ThbCHAIBMAN:  The  Original  and 
Main  Vote  would  do  so,  but  I  do  not 
think  the  present  Suppl^inentary  Votes 
would. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  :  Well,  Sir,  I  do 
not  know  how  many  clerks  there  are  in 
the  Post  Office.  It  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult for  me  to  prove  that  this  gentle- 
man's salary,  or  any  one  sixpence  of  it, 
is  included  in  a  particular  Vote.  I 
think  your  ruling,  Sir,  would  be,  if  I 
may  so  say,  rather  hard  upon  me. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  presumption 
evidently  would  be  that  the  salaries  of 
clerks  in  this  office  are  provided  for  in 
the  Main  Estimates.  It  would  be  an 
exception  if  they  appeared  in  these 
Supplementary  Estimates.  It  lies  on 
the  hon.  Member  to  establish  the  excep- 
tion. 

Mb,  CONYBEARE :  I  will  not  press 
the  point,  but  I  will  urge,  as  my  reason 
for  raising  it  at  all,  that  this  gentleman 
received  notice  of  his  discharge  some 
weeks  ago,  and  that  no  one  can  tell 
when  the  Main  Estimates  will  come  on. 
I  have  endeavoured  to  bring  the  matter 
under  the  notice  of  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral but  have  been  foiled,  and,  there- 
fore, I  was  anxious  to  avail  myself  of 
this  opportunity  of  stating  the  grierance. 
However,  I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the 
Committee,  and  I  will  merely  ask  that, 
as  I  have  been  refused  permission  to 


put  a  Question  in  the  House  to  Ae 
Postmaster  Qeneral  on  the  subject,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to 
bring  the  matter  before  him  privately. 
[The  Postmaster  GEirEBAL  (Mr.  Raikes) 
signified  assent.]  I  may  mention  another 
matter  in  connection  with  postmen  in 
the  County  of  Cornwall,  and  will  ask 
leave  to  bring  that  subject  before  the 
Postmaster  General  also. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.) :  The  question  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  tne  Camborne  Division 
of  Cornwall  (Mr.  Conybeare)  has  just 
alluded  affects  the  rural  postmen  not 
only  in  Cornwall,  but  throughout  the 
United  Kingdom.  Their  wages  are 
diarged  for  in  this  Vote.  Their  case  is 
one  of  exceptional  hardship,  because  they 
do  not  receive  the  same  amount  of  salarv 
as  their  fellows  in  the  towns,  although 
their  duties  are  much  harder.  Their 
wages  amount  only  to  15«.  or  16«.  a  week, 
and  sometimes  are  as  low  as  12».  They 
have  greater  distances  to  go  than  the 
postmen  in  the  towns.  The  roads  they 
have  to  traverse  are  nothing  like  as 
good  as  those  in  towns,  and  they  have 
far  heavier  burdens  to  carry.  In  other 
branches  of  the  Service — ^the  Excise  for 
instance — where  men  have  to  go  long 
distances  and  to  be  away  from  home  at 
the  time  of  the  mid-day  meal,  some  kind 
of  subsistence  allowance  is  granted  to 
them.  The  rural  postman  has  nothing 
of  the  kind,  although  he  is  obliged  to 
be  from  home  from  early  morning  till 
late  at  night,  emd  is,  therefore,  forced 
to  get  his  food  away  from  home.  This 
seems  a  small  matter,  but  it  is  a  very 
important  item  in  the  domestic  economy 
of  a  man  with  a  salary  of  only  15«.  a 
week.  Lately,  the  rural  postmen  have 
had  a  great  number  of  new  duties  im- 
posed upon  them  in  connection  with  the 
weighing  of  letters,  the  sale  of  stamps, 
tlie  weighing  of  parcels  and  the  carrying 
of  parcels.  In  connection  with  the 
carrying  of  parcels,  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  before  they  were  bound  to  do 
this  work  they  used  to  eke  out  their 
slender  salaries  by  carrying  parcels  on 
their  own  account,  and  the  result  of  the 
new  regulations  has,  therefore,  been  to 
diminish  their  earnings.  There  is  also 
a  great  grievance  in  connection  with  the 
way  in  which  the  system  of  having  only 
a  limited  number  of  stripes  works  out. 
In  one  place  there  may  be  a  considerate 
postmaster,  who  will  press  a  man  forward 
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as  deserving  of  a  stripe,  and  the  man  will 
get  it  at  the  end  of  five  years'  service. 
Another  man  in  a  district  close  by  ap- 
plies for  a  stripe  after  seven  years'  ser- 
vice, and  is  told  that  as  the  number  of 
■tripes  is  limited  he  cannot  have  one; 
and  he  finds  that,  instead  of  five  or  seven 
years,  he  may  have  to  serve  as  long  as 
12  years  before  he  obtains  a  stripe.  This 
system  of  having  a  limited  number  of 
stripes  is,  therefore,  very  unfair.  The 
number  of  men  who  are  eligible  for 
stripes,  or  who  would  be  eligible  if  the 
number  was  not  limited,  is  constantly  in- 
creasing, and  the  grievance  is  therefore 
growing  day  by  day.  I  trust  that  the 
Postmaster  General  will  be  able  to  give 
us  some  assurance  that  the  condition  of 
these  poor  men  will  be  ameliorated. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOE  (Tipperary, 
8.) :  I  wish  to  make  some  remarks  re- 
spectiDg  the  condition  and  the  wages  of 
postmen  in  Cork.  In  that  town,  post- 
men are  not  eligible  for  promotion  to 
the  position  of  letter-sorters  and  to  other 
positions  of  that  kind,  although  in  other 
offices  all  over  the  country  they  are 
eligible  for  such  promotion.  We  all 
know  what  an  incentive  promotion  is  to 
men  in  the  public  service  to  do  their 
duty  well.  There  is  also  a  grievance 
in  regard  to  sick  pay  in  the  Cork  Post 
Office.  In  Cork,  the  men  only  receive 
half-pay  when  they  are  sick,  although 
in  the  Dublin  Post  Office  the  married 
men  receive  full  pay  when  sick,  and  the 
single  men  three- quarter's  pay.  The 
grievance  is  all  the  greater  because  of 
the  fact  that  the  salaries  of  the  men  em- 
ployed as  postmen  in  the  Cork  Office  are 
25  per  cent  lower  than  the  salaries  re- 
ceived by  the  postmen  in  other  offices 
of  a  like  status.  This,  though  a  small 
grievance,  is  a  substantial  one;  and  I 
believe  it  is  only  necessary  to  bring  it 
under  the  notice  of  the  Postmaster 
General  to  have  it  inquired  into. 

Mb.  J.  BARRY  (Wexford,  8.) :  I  am 
glad  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  has 
brought  the  question  of  the  condition  of 
the  Irish  postmen  under  the  attention  of 
the  Committee.  For  several  years  past 
we  have  had  discussions  on  the  subject, 
and  suggestions  have  been  made  that 
something  should  be  done  to  increase 
the  miserably  inadequate  pay  of  the 
Irish  postmen.  The  present  system 
operates  harshly,  not  only  on  the  post- 
men in  Ireland,  but  also  upon  the  tem- 

Mr,  Arthur  0^  Connor 


porary  letter-carriers,  who  are  treated 
even  worse  than  the  postmen.  I  know 
cases  in  which  men  have  acted  as  tem- 
porary carriers  for  20  years.  They  have 
to  walk  distances  of  20  miles  a  day, 
and  their  wages  do  not  exceed  10«.  or 
11«.  a- week.  It  is  quite  a  mistake, 
therefore,  to  suppose  that  their  duties 
are  light ;  and  they  have  to  undertake 
serious  responsibilities,  because  at  cer- 
tain times  they  have  to  carry  letters 
containing  large  sums  of  money.  It  is 
highly  creditable  to  them,  as  a  dacs, 
that  so  few  cases  of  robbery  or  defalca- 
tion take  place.  The  distances  traversed 
in  my  own  county  are  sometimes  very 
great.  In  one  case  it  amounts  to  2S 
miles  a-day,  and  in  that  case  the  wages 
paid  to  the  carrier  certainly  do  not 
exceed  ll«.  a- week.  It  is  altogether 
unworthy  of  a  great  Department  like 
the  Poet  Office  to  continue  men  in  the 
position  of  temporary  letter-carriers  for 
several  years*  What  obj  ection  can  there 
be  to  putting  them  on  the  permanent 
staff,  and  advancing  their  wages  4i.  or 
5«.  a- week?  I  certainly  hope  the  present 
Postmaster  General  will  give  this  matter 
his  earnest  attention,  and  see  if  some- 
thing cannot  be  done  to  improve  the 
position  of  this  most  deserving  class  of 
men. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  I  desire  to 
emphasize  the  remarks  which  have  been 
made  by  my  hon.  Friends  as  to  the 
position  of  the  Irish  postmen.  Some 
time  ago,  Questions  on  tbe  subject  of  the 
Cork  letter-carriers  were  addressed  to 
the  then  Postmaster  Qeneral.  The 
grievances  I  wish  to  bring  before  the 
Committee  are  three  or  four  in  number. 
In  the  first  place,  the  letter-carriers 
complain  that  Cork  is  classed  as  a  first- 
class  office,  and  that  the  postmen  receive 
seoond-dass  pay.  In  addition  to  this, 
they  are  most  unfairly  treated  as  regards 
stripes  and  promotion ;  and  another 
grievance  is,  that  they  only  receive  hi^- 
pay  when  they  aro  sick.  They  com- 
plain, further,  that  in  Cork  they  have  a 
larger  amount  of  work  to  get  through 
than  the  same  class  of  men  in  Belfast  or 
Dublin,  and  that  they  have  to  work 
longer  hours.  Besides  this,  they  are 
obliged  to  work  on  Sundays  all  the  year 
round.  In  Belfast,  I  understand,  the 
carriers  have  the  Sundays  to  themselves, 
and  in  Dublin  they  have  two  or  three 
out  of  the  four.  We  should  like  to 
know,  from  the  Postmaster  General,  if 
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the  inquiry  promised  last  year  by  the 
late  Government  has  been  held,  and,  if 
it  has  been  held,  have  any  recommenda- 
tions been  made  to  the  Department,  or, 
if  not,  is  there  any  probability  of  the 
inquiry  being  held  soon  ? 

Mr.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.):  The 
services  of  these  men  cannot,  I  think, 
under  any  circumstances,  be  over-rated. 
We  have  here  a  very  large  sum  to  be 
voted  under  this  particular  Estimate; 
and  it  must  be  admitted  that  among  the 
recipients  of  State  pay  there  is  no  more 
deserving  class  than  these  men.  I  do 
not  mean  to  travel  beyond  any  particular 
radios ;  but  in  my  constituency  (Done- 
g^al)  there  arepostmen  and  letter-carriers 
who  have  to  walk  10  or  12  miles,  and 
who,  during  the  24  hours,  have  to  walk, 
I  dare  say,^  20  Irish  miles.  It  would  be 
a  great  injustice  to  this  class  to  have 
any  reduction  made  in  their  salaries.  I 
know  a  great  deal  about  the  rural  dis- 
tricts in  Donegal,  and  I  know  the  work 
these  men  have  to  do,  in  sunshine  and 
storm,  in  rain  or  snow,  from  one  year's 
end  to  the  other.  If  there  is  emy  in- 
crease of  salary  which  lies  within  the 
discretion  of  the  Postmaster  Oeneral,  or 
whoever  is  the  head  of  the  Department, 
the  claims  of  this  deserving  class  of 
public  servants  should  not  be  ignored. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  I  am  glad 
we  are  to  have  another  opportunity  of 
discussing  questions  that  arise  out  of 
this  Vote,  and  I  will  now  only  give  No- 
tice of  one  or  two  points  that  will  re- 
ceive attention.  Under  head  G  15,  I 
notice  an  item,  £1,300,  for  a  new  and 
extended  mail  cart  service;  and  in  re- 
ference to  this  I  should  like  to  ask  why 
special  facilities  are  given,  why  favourit- 
ism is  shown  in  the  allocation  of  these 
contractors,  whereby  old  contractors  are 
left  out  ?  In  my  own  constituency,  the 
Thurso  and  Gastleton  mail  express  was 
contracted  for  by  a  man  two  years  ago ; 
but  he  had  no  opportunity  of  tendering 
for  the  new  contract.  I  want  to  know 
if  these  contracts  are  all  publicly  adver- 
tised? Then,  again,  I  should  like  to 
mention  the  mail  service  to  the  North. 
The  Wick  and  Thurso  morning  mail 
from  London  only  arrives  an  hour  be- 
fore the  evening  mail  leaves.  We  want 
to  induce  the  Postmaster  General  to  give 
the  same  facilities  as  are  afforded  by  the 
evening  mail  service,  and  this  is  a  point 
that  will  be  raised  when  the  time  comes 
for  discussion. 

VOL.  CCOXI.      [rniRD  sbries.] 


Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn): 
I  should  like  to  call  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's attention  to  the  difficulties  that 
are  encountered  in  some  parts  of  Soot- 
land  with  reference  to  founding  Post 
Office  Savings'  Banks  in  rural  districts. 
In  a  Northern  constituency  there  have 
been  two  applications  made  for  the 
establishment  of  a  savings'  bank;  but 
they  have  been  refused.  In  one  village 
there  are  some  300  or  400  houses  and  a 
population  of  1,800  or  1,900  people ;  and 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  Post 
Office  would  do  well  to  promote  habits 
of  thrift  by  encouraging  the  establish^ 
ment  of  savings'  banks  among  the  viU 
lackers.  I  hope  the  Department  will  con- 
sicer  this,  even  though  there  may  be 
some  slight  loss.  I  do  not  know  that 
there  would  be  any  loss  in  the  two  cases 
of  Archieston  and  Dallas,  which  were 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Post  Office 
Authorities. 

Mr.  BARET  (Wexford,  8.):  Be- 
fore the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rises  I 
should  like  to  ask  him  to  be  eood  enough 
to  explain  the  large  additions  to  the 
original  Vote  for  sites ;  there  is  an  addi- 
tion of  £122,000  in  one  instance,  and 
£126,000  in  another;  the  original  sums 
being  £60,000  and  £74,000.  May  I  ask 
what  were  the  unforeseen  circumstances 
that  led  to  this  very  large  additional  ex- 
penditure ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  I  have 
carefully  noted  the  various  points  raised, 
and  am  very  glad  to  have  the  opportu- 
nity of  giving  what  answers  I  can.  As 
to  the  matter  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Camborne  Division  of  Cornwall 
(Mr.Conybeare),  I  shall  be  extremely  glad 
to  receive  any  representation  he  will  be 
good  enough  to  make.  As  to  the  general 

?uestion  of  rural  postmen,  especially  in 
reland,  which  has  been  pressed  upon 
my  attention  by  several  hon.  Members, 
I  would  point  out  that  during  the  last 
few  years  something  has  been  done  to 
improve  the  position  of  these  very  de- 
serving public  servants.  I  entirely  con- 
cur in  aU  that  has  been  said  of  the  excel- 
lent character  borne,  and  the  important 
fublic  services  rendered,  by  these  men. 
think,  considering  their  responsibilitieSi 
the  sums  of  money  entrusted  to  their 
oare,  and  certainly  the  very  moderate 
wages  they  receive,  the  high  character 
they  bear,  and  the  rare  occasions  when 
any  of  them  are  found  unworthy  of  the 
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trust  reposed  in  them,  they  desenre  reoog- 
nition.  Of  course,  the  wages  of  any  large 
dass  of  employes  are  ruled  by  the  con- 
sideration of  what  is  sufficient  to  attract 
good  men.  When  you  find  you  are 
well  served  at  a  particular  price,  the 
Department  would  be  hardly  justi- 
fied in  coming  to  this  House  and  ask- 
ing for  a  grant  of  money  to  raise 
the  salaries.  Particular  cases  are  con- 
stantly under  consideration,  particularly 
in  Ireland  during  the  last  three  years, 
and  there  has  been  a  general  tendency 
to  raise  the  wages  of  rural  postmen. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  referred  to  thequestion 
of  good-service  stri|^es,  and  the  loss  to 
men  from  the  institution  of  the  parcel 
post.  I  sympathise  with  the  men  who 
have  been  deprived  of  a  small  source  of 
emolument  they  used  to  enjoy  by  the  insti- 
tution of  the  pared  post ;  but  there  is  a 
certain  amount  of  compensation,  in  some 
instances,  from  a  slight  though  constant 
increase  of  pay  in  the  place  of  what  was 
formerly  a  casual  employment.  Having 
regard  to  the  very  great  advantage  the 
parcel  post  has  be^i  to  the  counti^,  the 
wonderful  strides  it  has  made  in  public 
favour,  minor  and  private  interests  must 
give  way.  As  to  the  distribution  of 
stripes,  Uiere  is  a  good  deal  to  be  said 
in  favour  of  the  view  which  at  different 
times  has  been  pressed  upon  the  Post 
Office,  that  the  number  of  these  stripes 
should  be  increased,  so  as  to  bear  a 
larger  proportion  to  the  number  of  men 
in  the  Force.  At  the  present  time  it  is 
strictly  limited  to  a  particular  number ; 
therefore,  though  a  man  may  have 
earned  his  stripe  he  may  have  to  wait 
some  time  for  a  vacancy  before  it  can 
be  obtained,  and  this  is  said  to  have 
a  discouraging  effect  on  the  men.  I 
shall  be  extremely  glad  if  I  can 
arrive  at  some  system  to  make  the 
distribution  of  stripes  more  regular 
among  the  men.  An  hon.  Member 
spoke  of  the  question  of  Cork  Post 
Office,  and  I  have  to  say  there  has  been 
an  inquiry  into  the  status  of  the  men 
employed  there.  I  am  informed  that 
the  result  was  to  prove  that,  although 
they  do  not  receive  the  same  pay  and 
allowances  as  their  brethren  in  Dublin, 
they  do  receive  the  same  pay  and 
allowances  as  obtain  in  other  Offices  of 
the  same  class.  But  I  will  look  into  the 
matter  again  and  see  if  there  is  any  real 
grievance  to  be  redressed.     The  hon. 

iff.  Rai7(e9 


Member  for  South  Wezlbrd  (Mr.  Bany) 
said  something  about  the  position  of 
temporary  letter-carriers.  They  occupy 
a  position,  no  doubt,  not  ao  good  as 
established  postmen;  but  if  they  are 
allowed  to  remain  in  that  position  it  is  an 
advantage  to  them,  for  they  oonld  not, 
it  most  instances,   become  established 

gostmen,  because  they  are  not  eligible, 
a  many  cases  the  men  are  above  the 
prescribed  age,  and  in  other  cases  they  are 
below  that  age.    In  the  latter  case  it  is 
possible  they  may   become  established 
letter-carriers,  but  in  the  other  case  their 
eligibility  becomes  less  and  leas.     A 
question  has  been  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  CHark)  in 
regard  to  Scotch  mail  ocurt  oontracte.     I 
am  not  aware  of  any  instances  where 
such  contracts  have  not  been  exposed  to 
public  competition.  There  may  have  been 
cases  of  a  special  character,  but  I  am 
quite  aware  that  it  is  proper  and  desir- 
able there  should  be  public  invitation  of 
tenders.    As  to  the  mail  train  service,  I 
think  I  remember  something  about  tha(, 
and  there  is  a  certain  amount  of  corre- 
spondence on  the  subject.    I  am  afraid 
the  cost  to  the  Bevenue  of  an  accelera- 
tion of  the  morning  service  would  hardly 
be  justifiable.    There  is  a  good  evening 
service,  but  the  morning  mails  have  to 
be  sent  by  trains  that  stop  much  more 
frequently.    The  Department  ia  always 
trying  to  accelerate  the  mail  service,  and 
you  may  be  sure  that  if  an  opportunity 
offers  for  accelerating  the  morning  ser- 
vice, without  increasing  the  oost  and  pro- 
ducing a  loss  that  is  not  justifiable,  we 
shall  take  advantage  of  that  opportunity. 
Another  hon.    Gentleman   referred  to 
Post  Office  Savings'  Banks.      I  ihii^  it 
is  very  desirable  to  multiply  Post  Office 
Savings'  Banks  as  far  as  possible,  and 
I  think  some  recent  disclosuree  have 
deepened  that  conviction  in  the  minds 
of  persons  who  take  an  interest  in  this 
question.    There  are,    however,    some 
cases  where  it  is  undesirable  to  open 
Post    Office    Savings'    Banks,    having 
regard  to  the  qualifications  of  the  looiu 
postmaster  or  postmistress.      In  some 
cases  where  these  are    equal,  to    the 
routine   business  of  receiving  and  de- 
spatching letters,  they  would   not  be 
equal  to  the  more  responsible  duty  of 
keeping  a  savings'  banc.    But  I  think 
with  the  hon.  Member,  that  wherever  an 
opportunity  offers  we  shotdd  extend  the 
system  of  savings'  banks,  and  I  shsS 
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b^  very  happy  to  enterioia  and  consider 
any  representation  that  hon.  Members 
may  make  in  this  direction.  A  really 
important  question,  one  of  first-class  im- 
portance, was  that  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Wexford,  and  one 
upon  which  I  expected  a  great  deal  more 
would  have  been  said.  I  am  glad  he 
has  asked  the  question,  because  there  is 
no  doubt  its  importance  deserves  the 
eonsideration  of  the  Committee.  The 
Tery  large  addition,  amounting  altogether 
to  £2O(),O00,  to  be  provided  for  sites  for 
post  and  telegraph  offices,  represents  as 
eloselj  as  possible  the  sum  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  when  the 
late  Government  were  in  Office  last  year, 
Btruck  off  the  Estimates  which  were  sub- 
mitted by  the  Post  Office.  The  Com- 
mittee will  recollect  that  in  1885  there 
was  passed  the  Post  Office  Sites  Act, 
which  gave  the  Gbvemment  the  means 
of  extending  the  premises  of  the  General 
Post  Office.  When  the  Act  was  passed 
the  Treasury  proceeded  to  sanction  the 
service  of  notices  on  owners  of  property 
in  the  locality.  Those  persons  being 
eerved,  became  entitled  to  receive  the 
purchase  money  as  soon  as  the  sums 
were  decided  by  arbitration.  The 
Authorities  at  the  Post  Office,  including 
my  Predecessor^  now  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy,  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  it  would  be  necessary  in  carrying 
out  the  plans  to  spend  £443,000  in  the 
acquisition  of  sites  in  the  course  of  that 
financial  year ;  but  when  the  Estimates 
were  submitted  to  the  Treasury,  the 
then  Chancellor  ot  the  Exchequer 
— for  there  had  been  a  change  of 
Gk>vemment  in  the  meantime,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  (Sir  William  Haroourt) 
tvas  Chancellor — had,  or  imagined  he 
had,  good  ground  for  assuming  that 
the  sum  would  not  be  expended  in  the 
course  of  the  current  year,  and  with  a 
stroke  of  his  pen  he  knocked  off 
£200,000  from  the  Estimates  submitted 
hy  ^e  Post  Office  Authorities.  But 
although  it  was  very  easy  to  remove  that 
sum  ^m  the  Estimates,  it  was  not 
equally  easy  to  lessen  the  liability  of  the 
Post  Office  to  that  extent,  as  the  Post 
Office  was  bound  to  complete  the  par- 
ehasee  as  soon  as  the  arbitration  was 
orer.  It  has  turned  out  that  the  Post 
Office  made  a  wonderfully  correct  calou- 
laiioB  \  and  the  mistake  of  the  then 
OluuiceUor  of   the  Exchequer  was  in 


exact  proportion  to  the  accuracy  of  the 
Post  Office,  as  that  very  sum  of  £200,000 
must  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  financial  year.  The  Post 
Office  had  foreseen  this,  and  the  sum 
now  asked  for  is  the  same  that  ought 
to  have  been  included  in  the  ordi- 
nary Estimates  for  the  year.  I  think 
nothing  more  need  be  said  on  this  point 
at  present.  I  rather  expected  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  would  have  been  here,  and,  I 
hoped,  would  have  explained  the  situa* 
tion,  and  how  it  was  that  such  a  curious 
financial  method  should  have  found 
favour  in  his  eyes.  But  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Wexford  has  given  me  the  op- 
portunity of  explanation,  and  I  am  glad 
to  have  had  the  opportunity  of  showing 
that,  although  the  sum  is  very  large,  it 
has  been  an  automatic  expenditure  fixed 
on  the  Post  Office  by  the  Act  of  1885. 
Why  it  was  not  foreseen  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  is  rather  a  matter 
for  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  explain 
than  myself.  With  regard  to  the  other 
expenditure  included  in  the  Estimate, 
I  have  only  to  say  I  think  the  Committe# 
will  be  glad  to  hear  that  the  additional 
expenditure  on  the  establishment  r<»pre* 
sents  additional  earnings.  The  addi- 
tional £1 10,000  expended  on  the  estab- 
lishment represents  an  increase  of 
£160,000  in  estimated  revenue.  It  is 
hoped,  therefore,  that  though  the  sum 
is  considerable,  it  will  be  much  more 
than  covered  by  revenue  accruing  in  the 
course  of  the  year  in  excess  of  the  cal- 
culation made  in  the  spring  of  last  year. 
Something  has  been  said  of  the  telegraph 
system ;  but  I  will  not  enter  into  that 
now.  I  will  take  an  opportunity  of 
doing  so  on  the  general  Estimates ;  but 
the  immense  extension  of  the  telegraph 
system  has  broueht  on  a  corresponding 
additional  cost.  And  now  I  think  I  have 
gone  through  the  various  points  raised 
in  discussion. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEPBVEE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  May  I  ask,  will  the  £200,000 
complete  the  purchase  of  the  sites  ? 

Mr.  BAIKES:  Not  entirely;  there 
is  another  large  sum  to  be  paid;  but 
this  will  complete  the  purchase  of  those 
sites  which  were  estimated  for  by  the 
Post  Office  last  year  as  requiring  com- 
pletion in  the  course  of  this  financial 
year. 

Mb.  BARRY:  I  am  obliged  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  his  clear  explana- 
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tion,  whioh  to  me  is  quite  satisfftototy, 
althouffh  it  indicates  a  yerj  peouliar 
mettiod  of  finanoe.  I  would  just  like  to 
ask,  if  I  am  in  order  iu  doing  so,  in  re- 
lation to  transactions  of  a  more  than 
ordinanr  magnitude.  I  would  ask,  if  I 
am  in  Order,  can  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man give  the  Committee  any  idea  of  the 
cost  of  the  arbitrations  referred  to  ?  I 
haye  reason  to  believe  that  in  this  par- 
ticular case  the  cost  was  excessive — very 
large  indeed.  If  theright  hon.  Gentleman 
ooidd  give  any  details  on  the  point  they 
would  be  interesting.  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  prepaid  with  the 
information  now  ?  Then  I  will  take  an 
opportunity  of  repeating  my  question 
when  the  ordinary  Estimates  are  under 
discussion. 
Vote  a§re$d  io. 
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(12)  £122,000,  Supplementary,  Post 
Office  Telegraphs. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman can  tell  us  what  the  increase 
of  Telegraph  revenue  is  estimated 
ti^?  We  understood  last  year  that 
upon  the  introduction  of  the  sixpenny 
telegrams  there  would  be  a  loss  of 
revenue  in  the  present  year  of  from 
£10,000  to  £20,000,  but,  I  underatand, 
there  has  actually  been  a  very  lam  in- 
crease of  business,  so  that  not  onfy  has 
the  loss  of  revenue  not  been  realised, 
but  there  has  been  a  large  increase  of 
income.  I  should  like  to  know  the 
total. 

The  POSTHASTEE  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Baixxs)  (Cambridge  University) : 
The  right  kon.  gentleman  has  correotiy 
surmi^  the  result.  I  may  say  that 
when  tilie  Estimates  for  the  present 
finaadalyear  were  prepared  it  was  then 
feared  that  the  Telegraph  revenue  would 
be  £20,000  less  than  last  year,  but  we 
have  realised  a  sum  of  £80,000  more 
than  last  year,  that  is  to  say,  about 
£100,000  in  excess  of  the  Estimate. 

Mb.  BAEBT  (Wexford,  8.) :  May  I 
ask  if  any  attention  has  been  given  to 
the  development  of  the  Telephone  system 
or  dealing  with  overhead  wires  ? 

Me.  BAIKES  :  There  have  been  no 
special  negotiations  in  progress  in  regard 
to  Telephones,  nor  do  I  anticipate  tlu^t  it 
will  be  desirable  to  take  up  that  queatioa 
during  the  present  year — there  are  suf- 
ficient reasons  for  postponing  it.  As  to 
overhead  wires,  no  doubt  it  is  a  subject 
Ifr,  Barry 


that  has  been  ftiroed  oa  our  eoaaideratijQm 
by  the  great  damage  caused  by  the  snow 
during  the  winter.  In  diifer^it  direc- 
tions there  have  been  extensions  of  the 
underground  system,  but  generally  in 
the  Department  opinion  is  in  favour 
of  retaining  overhead  wires  because  they 
are  very  much  cheaper,  and  on  the  whole 
it  is  thought  desirable  to  retain  that 
system  evmi  in  view  of  an  oooasional  dis- 
location such  as  occurred  at  Christmaa 
last.  The  expenditure  for  remodallifig^ 
the  whole  system  would  be  so  great  that 
I  do  not  think  the  most  extraragant 
House  of  Commons  would  be  expMted 
to  sanction  it. 

Vote  a^md  to. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  Tihmorraw^ 
Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednu^ 
day, 

FIR8T  0FFENDEB8  BILIi.-*[Biix  1S2.] 

(Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Lord  Bandofpk  Spencer 
ChurehiU,  Sir  Kemy  Seltoin-Ibbftson^  Mr. 
Hoare,  Mr,  Addison,  Mr,  Baiting*,  Mr.  Xtfir« 
8on,  Mr,  MoUay.) 

OOlOflTIEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  HOWAED  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field.  Central) :  I  beg  to  more  that  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,  and  I 
do  80  in  order  that  obtain  AmendBents 
may  be  introduced,  and  that  the  Bill 
may  be  reprinted  and  circulated  with  a 
view  to  its  recommittal. 

Motion  made  and  Question,  *'That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair," 
-^(J/r.  Moward  Fine$nt) -^j^vit,  and- 
ayroed  to. 

Bill  eofuidered  in  Committee,  and  r#- 
ported;  to  be  printed,  as  amended  [BOl 
189] ;  re-eommitted  for  Monday  next. 

LICENSED  PREMISES  (EABLIEE  CLOS* 

INQ)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
{Dr.    Cameron,   Mr.    Sobert  B$idy   Mr.  Mark 

Stewart,  Mr.  Donald   Crawford,  Mr.  LyeU, 

Mr.  Frooand.) 

[KLL   153.]       SBOOND  KBADOfG. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Db.  CAMEBON  (Glasgow,  CoBege): 
At  this  late  hour,  I  will  not,  of  ooaiee, 
trouble  the  House  with  any  lenffthenei 
explanation  ol  the  olyeots  of  £e  B3L 
Briefly,  the  object  is  to  dose  licensed 
premises  in  Scouand  at  an  earlier  hear 
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tlian  is  required  at  present.  The  hour 
named  in  the  Bill  is  10,  instead  of  11 
for  public-houses,  and  8  in  the  case  of 
lioensed  grocers^  10  on  Saturdays.  The 
earlier  hours  for  grocers'  premises  is  in 
accordance  witli  the  desire  of  some  lead- 
ing representatives  of  the  trade;  and 
since  the  Bill  was  introduced  hearty 
Petitions  in  its  favour  have  been  sent 
from  the  Association  of  Licensed  (Grocers 
of  Edinbui^b  and  Leith.  The  !^1  was 
introduced  some  Sessions  ago ;  but  was 
blocked,  and  never  had  an  opportunity 
of  being  divided  upon.  The  present 
Bill  has  also  for  some  days  past  had  a 
block  against  it,  though  not  from  a 
Member  representing  any  Scotch  con- 
stituency.  Of  course,  he  was  perfectly 
within  his  right  in  blocking  it ;  but  it 
is  proper  that  the  House  should  know 
that  no  Scottish  [Representative  has 
thought  it  his  duty  to  oppose  the  Bill, 
and  mat  among  Scotch  Members  there 
is  a  great  preponderance  of  opinion  in 
favour  of  the  Bill,  the  second  reading  of 
which  I  now  move. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Dr.  Cameron,) 

OoiovsL  HUGHES  (Woolwich) :  I 
bog  to  move  that  this  debate  be  now 
adjourned.  The  Bill  requires  more  at- 
tention than  we  can  give  it  now.  I 
know  that  it  relates  to  Scotland ;  but  it 
has  a  bearing  on  the  general  question 
which  should  be  dealt  with  in  a  general 
measure.  Eromwhatlknowoftherestric- 
tions  placed  upon  the  sale  of  liquor  in 
Scotland,  they  have  not  been  attended 
with  any  very  beneficial  result,  neither 
have  they  in  Wales.  This  proposal  for  a 
still  further  restriction  in  Scouand,  whe- 
ther it  be  beneficial  or  not,  is  worthy  of 
debate ;  it  refers  to  a  class  of  legislation 
for  the  three  countries,  and  is  not  to  be 
disposed  of  in  this  summary  manner. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'* 
— (  Colonel  Rughee,) 

M».  MARK  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) :  Without  troubliuff  the  House 
for  long,  and  imitating  the  brevity  with 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  the  College 
Division  of  Ghlasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  has 
moved  the  second  reading,  I  rise  to  cor- 
roborate him,  and  express  my  belief 
that  it  is  the  general  opinicm  in  Scotland 
tiiat  this  principle  should  be  affirmed, 


and  that  this  Bill  should  be  read  a 
second  time.  I  feel  assured  that  a  large 
majority  of  the  Scotch  Members  will 
sumKnrt  it. 

Dr.  OAMETRON:  Since  a  Division  is 
to  be  taken,  I  may  say  we  will  consider 
it,  for  all  practical  purposes,  a  Division 
upon  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  negalived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  This  Bill  un- 
questionably deals  with  a  very  large 
subject ;  and  I  am  quite  clear  about 
this— that  whatever  opinions  hon.  Mem- 
bers may  express  on  the  subject,  and 
whatever  their  belief  as  to  the  general 
opinion  in  Scotland  on  the  matter,  as 
far  as  I  know  there  has  been  no  matured 
opinion  in  Scotland  at  all ;  the  proposal 
has  not  come  before  the  constituencies 
in  any  marked  manner.  I  would  point 
out  to  the  House  that  the  Bill  deals 
with  a  matter  that  must  unquestionably 
be  dealt  with  in  the  larger  scheme  that 
must  come  within  the  scope  of  general 
measures  dealing  with  Local  Government 
in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland.  No 
doubt,  in  some  parts  of  Scotland,  it 
would  be  an  advantage  to  have  these 
shortened  hours  for  licensed  houses ;  but 
whether  such  a  provision'  is  equally  ap- 
plicable to  the  whole  country,  and  par- 
ticularly the  large  towns,  is  quite  another 
question.  I  woidd  suggest  that,  at  this 
time,  the  second  reading  should  not  be 
pressed.  It  is  quite  impossible  that  mat- 
ters of  this  kind  should  be  dealt  with  in  a 
piecemeal  way.  The  Bill  is  of  a  sweep- 
ing character ;  it  is  for  the  purpose  of 
dosing  all  public-houses  in  Scotland  at 
an  eanier  hour  than  they  now  close,  and 
it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  the  House 
should  know  what  is  the  feeling  in  Scot- 
land on  the  subject  before  we  proceed 
with  such  a  Bill  as  this.  The  subject 
must  be  dealt  with,  as  I  said  before,  m  a 
totally  diflterent  way.  The  whole  ten- 
dency of  the  present  time  is  towards 
the  subject  being  dealt  with  in  a  com- 
prehensive scheme  of  local  government. 
If  the  Second  Reading  Motion  is  pressed 
now,  I  must  be  under  the  necessity  of 
again  moving  the  adjournment. 

Mb.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  &c.) :  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  the 
Lord  Advocate  says  there  is  no  mature4 
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opiniofi  in  Scotland  on  tbii  subject ;  but 

I  deore  to  say  tbere  is  no  subject  upon 

which  my  oonstituents  haye  made  known 

their  wishes  with  more  precision ;  and  I 

have  no  doubt  many  other  Members 

haye  had  a  similar  experience.    I  will 

not  ffo  into  the  merits  of  the  Bill  now. 

I  wm  oaly  say  that  if  a  large  system  of 

local  goYemment  really  were  proposed 

dealiDg  with  the  subject  in  an  effectual 

way,  I  haye  yery  little  doubt  that  tbose 

in  charge  of  the  Bill  before  the  House 

would  be  prepared  to  withdraw  it  in 

f  ayour  of  the  more  effectiye  method. 
Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,   S.)^:   I 

must  express  my  regret  that  the  right 

hon.  and  learned  LokI  Adyocate  has  seen 

fit  to  oppose  the  second  reading  of  this 

Bill.  I  regret  that  a  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment should  haye  be^i  moyed  from 

this  side,  when  a  large  majority  of  the 

Bepresentatiyes  of  ihe  people  interested 
are  in  fayour  of  the  measure.    I  think 

it  is  by  such  opposition  that  the  spirit  of 
Home  Bule  is  encouraged.  I,  therefore, 
desire  heartily  and  cordially  to  support 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Dr.  Oameron). 

Mb.  E.  EOBERTSON  (Dundee): 
When  this  Bill  was  before  the  House  in 
1885,  I  expressed  myself  in  fayour  of  it, 
though  I  also  expressed  my  preference 
for  haying  the  subject  dealt  with  in  a 
general  scheme  of  local  goyernment.  I 
was,  and  am,  ready  to  accept  the  prin- 
ciple of  Local  Option  in  any  form.  My 
adherence  to  the  principle  of  Local 
.  Option  induces  me  to  oppose  the  re- 
strictions in  the  Bill,  I  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Adyocate 
that  a  measure  of  this  sort  ought  not 
to  be  discussed  apart  from  the  large 
measure  in  which  it  needs  must  be  in- 
cluded, and  I  shall  support  the  Adjourn- 
ment. 

ViscouKT  CRANBORNE  (Lanca- 
shire, N.E.,  Darwen) :  Not  only  are 
we  informed  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Adyocate  that  pubUo 
opinion  on  this  measure  is  not  matured ; 
but  the  House  of  Commons  is  not  giyen 
the  benefit  of  any  detailed  explanation 
of  the  provision  oi  the  Bill,  or  of  the 

f  rounds  upon  which  it  is  proposed.  I 
o  not  think  that  hon.  Members  can  ex- 
pect us,  without  good  reasons  being 
giyen,  to  agree  to  a  measure  that 
seriously  restricts  liberty  in  Scotland, 
and  without  knowing  what  the  feeling 
in  Scotland  really  is.    I  hope  the  yiew 

Mr,  Sinclair 
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of  the  Lord  Adyocate  will  be  adopted ; 
and  to  giye  the  House  the  opportunity  of 
expressing  an  opinion,  I  more  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjommed." 
— iViieouni  Cranheme.) 

Mb.  E.  £.  RUSSELL  (GOaagow, 
Bridgeton) :  The  noble  Jjo/rd  oroostte 
(Viscount  Oranbome)  need  be  under  no 
apprehension  for  the  liberties  of  Soot- 
land.  Scotland  has  RepreaentatLyes ; 
and  eyen  if  this  were  not  so,  the  people 
of  Scotland  are  perfectly  competent  to 
look  after  their  own  freedom.  We  are 
sometimes  puzzled  on  this  aide  of  the 
House  to  Know  what  there  is  in  the 
position  of  the  noble  Lord  to  make  him 
so  exceedingly  pugnacious  on  this  par- 
ticular subject.  Unless  it  be  that  he 
represents 

Sib  ROBERT  FOWLER  (Londcm): 
I  rise  to  Order.  Are  these  obseryatiesifl 
pertinent  to  a  Motion  for  Adjournment  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hoo.  Member 
(Mr.  Russell)  will  bear  in  mind  the 
Motion  before  the  House  is  the  Adjoum^ 
ment  of  the  Debate. 

Mb.  E.  R.  RUSSELL :  I  quite  sub- 
mit to  your  ruling,  Sir,  but  the  noUe 
Lord  said,  the  rights  and  liberties  of 
Scotland  were  in  danger ;  and  I  wish  to 
point  out  there  is  no  danger  of  the  land, 
and  that  that,  therefore,  cannot  be  urged 
in  fayour  of  an  Adjoummeiit  of  ^le 
Debate  under  the  circumstaaoea.  Per- 
haps the  noble  Lord,  as  repreaentatife 
of  a  principle  stated  in  this  House  be- 
fore  

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order  I  The 
hon.  Member  would  not  be  in  Order  in 
continuing  those  remarks. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
I  hope  this  Motion  for  Adjournment 
will  be  withdrawn.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Adyocate  has  expressed 
his  desire  to  know  the  opinion  of  Soot- 
land,  and  that,  I  imderstand^  is  the 
ground  upon  which  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site bases  his  Motion.  But  I  think 
that,  with  one  exception,  all  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Scotland  will  yote  in  fayour  of 
this  BilL  The  Lord  Adyocate  ia  in  his 
usual  unfortunate  position  of  not  know- 
ing what  the  opinion  of  Scotland  is.  I 
think  it  will  be  expressed  in  the  Diyieioa 
List,  if  we  are  allowed  to  Diytdeu 

Mb  M<LAaAN(Linlithgaw):  lam 
glad  to  hear  my  hon«  friend  {Mr.  X. 
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have  had  thisBill  considered  at  an  earlier 
hooTy  yet  I  feel  sure  from  the  silence  of 
those  from  whom  we  might  have  ex- 

Sected  opposition,  that  there  is  a  strong 
esire  the  Bill  should  pass.  It  would 
be  a  great  pity  to  burke  that  desire  by  a 
Motion  for  Adjournment. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  I  will  venture  to  make  an  appeal 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Ooyemment  Board 
(Mr.  Eitchie),  well  aware,  as  he  is,  of 
the  few  opportunities  private  Members 
have  of  bringing  on  any  question^  to 
exercise  his  influence  with  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate,  who, 
of  course,  has  opinions  for  which  we  ^1 
have  the  greatest  respect,  except  in  re- 
lation to  Scotch  matters,  for  he  does  not 
understand  the  feeling  of  Scotland.  On 
this  side,  we  are  entitled  to  say  we  find 
the  expression  of  Scotch  opinion;  and 
seeing  the  opinion  expressed  in  favour 
of  the  Bill,  I  venture  to  think  it  would 
be  a  graceful  thing  for  the  Gbvemment 
to  allow  this  small  Bill  to  pass  its  second 
reading,  seeing  that  there  is  no  opposi- 
tion to  the  principle  of  the  measure. 

Tab  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
reason  why  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Viscount  Cranborne)  moved  the  Ad- 
journment was,  that  there  had  been 
no  attempt  to  discuss  the  question  or 
to  enlighten  the  House  as  to  the  reason 
why  these  proposals  were  now  urged. 
I  will  venture  to  say  there  are  very  few 
Members  of  the  House  who  expected  a 
Bill  of  this  kind,  involving  such  grave 
principles,  would  come  on  so  late  at 
night.  The  moving  the  Adjournment 
of  the  Debate  was  in  order  to  invite  the 
House  to  express  an  opinion  as  to  who* 
ther,  under  these  circumstances,  tho 
House  should  be  asked  now  to  come  to  a 
decision  on  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  I  do 
not  xmderstand  that  the  noble  Lord,  or 
any  other  hon.  Member,  has  any  desire  to 
weary  the  House  with  constant  Motions 
for  Adjournment.  It  is  with  a  view  of 
giving  the  House  an  opportunity  of  say- 
ing if  a  question  of  this  magnitude 
should  be  discussed  and  decided  at  this 
hour. 


Kobertson)  express  himself  in  favour  of 
liooal  Option ;  but  that  is  no  reason  why 
he  should  not  support  the  BUI.  It  is  a 
small  Bill,  and  universally  approved  in 
Scotland,  notwithstanding  what  the  right 
bon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  has 
said.  I  have  heard  no  dissentient  voice 
raised  against  it,  and  we  have  had  no 
Petitions  against  it,  and  if  there  have 
not  been  a  great  many  in  its  favour  it 
is  because  it  was  taken  for  granted  the 
Bill  would  pass.  As  to  waiting  for  the 
liOoal  Government  Bill,  I  can  only  say 
that  we  have  waited  for  that  Bill  so  long 
that  there  is  every  reason  to  pass  this 
Bill  now,  including  the  provisions  of  it 
)n  the  Local  Gt)vemment  Bill  afterwards. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  As  to  the 
question  of  restricting  rights,  public- 
nouses  will  be  allowed  to  be  open  until 
10 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled,  on  a  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  Bill. 

Db.  CLARK :  The  question  is  simply 
this,  whether  this  matter  has  been 
sprung  upon  the  House  and  the  country, 
or  whether  the  opinion  of  Scotland  has 
been  taken.  The  ground  taken  up  in 
favour  of  adjournment  is  not  tenable. 
We  have  had  an  expression  of  opinion 
from  Scotch  Members  all  in  favour  of 
the  measure,  the  only  Member  who  has 
spoken  on  the  other  side  being  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Robertson), 
and  he  has  spoken  because  the  question 
came  before  nim  in  his  constituency,  and 
lie  pledged  himself  to  go  against  the 
measure.  All  other  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  have  been  in  favour 
of  the  Bill,  and  have  expressed  the  wish 
of  their  constituents.  I  think  it  is  very 
undesirablethatEnglishMembers  should 
interfere,  and  prevent  a  Scotch  question 
being  discussed  by  Scotch  Members, 
when  ftrom  both  sides  there  is  a  feeling 
in  favour  of  the  discussion. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  8.): 
I  shall  vote  against  the  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, although  I  am  opposed  to 
the  principle  of  the  measure.  But  I 
think  that  hon.  Members  from  Scotland 
are  entitled  to  discuss  any  Bill  they  may 
bring  forward,  and  I  protest  against  the 
Government  trying  to  check  that  discus- 
sion. 

Sib   ARCHIBALD   CAMPBELL 

2 Renfrew,  W.) :  I  must  say  I  hope  this 
otion  for  Adioumment  will  be  with- 
drawn. Altkoughoneoouldhave  wished  to 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  112;  Noes 
100 :  Majority  12.— (Div.  List,  No.  46.) 

Debate  a^^ourned  till  Wednwday^ 
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COUKTY  COURTS   [f.XPBNSEB]. 

ComitUrtd  in  Committee 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mitoh$d,  That  it  if  expedient  to  Authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  proTided  by  Par- 
liament, of  any  Expenses  that  may  become 
payable  onder  the  prorisiont  of  any  Act  of  the 
present  Session  for  amending  the  Acts  relating 
to  County  Courts,  so  far  as  regards  the  pay- 
ment of  certain  Expenses  connected  with  County 
Courts. 

Beeolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

MOTION. 


I^ABLTAICXKTA&T   ELECTIONS    (SBAMBK's 

vote)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Atkinson^  Bill  to  enable 
Master  Mariners,  Marine  Engineers,  Seamen, 
and  Fishermen  to  Vote  in  ParUamentery  Elec- 
tions in  the  same  manner  in  which  Members  of 
Uniyersities  are  now  able  to  record  their  Votes, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr,  Atkinson,  Sir 
Robert  Fowler,  Mr.  Baden- Powell,  Mr.Grotrian, 
Mr.  Thomas  Sutherland,  Mr.  Ewart,  Sir  Edward 
Birkbeck,  Mr.  King,  Mr.  Gk>urley,  and  Mr. 
Cayendish  Bentinok. 
Billi7r#tm^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  190.] 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 
before  Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     L0BD8, 
Tuetday,  8M  March,  1887. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Titeidaff,  Sth  Jikreh,  1887. 


MtNtJTES.l— Pr»Lic  BruM^Second  Hettding-^ 
Truro  Bisboprio  and  Chapter  Acts  Amend- 
ment* (38). 

Bblxct  CoMMiTTBi—  Copyhold  Enfranchise* 
ment*  (13),  nominated. 

COPYHOLD  EKFRANCHISEMEirr  BILL    [h  L.] 

Select  Committee  on :  The  Lords  following 
were  named  of  the  Committee : — 

E.  Stanhope.  L.  Bramwell. 

E.  Milltown.  L.  Monkswell. 

E.  Kimberley.  L.  Hobhouse. 

E.  Selbome.  L.  Lingen. 

L.  Colchester.  L.  Grimthorpe. 

L.  Leoonfield.  L.  Thring. 

The  Committee  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  at 
Three  o'clock,  and  to  appoint  their  own  Chair- 


House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


MINUTES.}— Supply— AMtuifyW  mi  OtmmiUe$ 

— Beeolution  fMarch  7]  reported, 
P&iyATB  Bill  {fty  Ord$r)-^Con9iderod  me  amended 

—Clyde  Navigation. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


CLYDE  NAVIGATION  BILL  [Lorde.l 
{by  Order.) 

coysn^ERATioy. 

Order  for  Oonaideration,  a»  amendedi 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now  con* 
dered."— (/^»r  Charles  FarsUr.) 

Colonel  MALCOLM  (Argyllshire) :  1 
rise  to  move  tliat  the  Bill  be  conaidansd 
on  this  day  six  months.  I  am  avare 
that  it  is  somewhat  unusual,  although 
perfectly  competent,  for  an  hon.  Member 
to  make  such  a  Motion ;  but  inasmuch  as 
I  believe  that  seyeral  {acta  which  I  pro- 
pose to  mention  were  not  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Committee  which  in- 
quired into  the  merits  of  the  Bill,  and 
that  the  Bill  as  it  stands  will  only  lead 
to  confusion  and  not  afford  to  the  public 
the  protection  which  is  intended — as  I 
believe,  further,  that  it  will  improperly 
extend  the  powers  of  the  Clyde  rilot 
Board — I  believe  that  I  am  only  doing 
my  dutv  in  making  this  Motion.  No  one 
would  be  more  glad  than  myself  to  see 
that  the  navigation  of  the  Clyde  is  pro* 
perly  regulated,  but  I  do  not  think  that 
this  Bill  will  effect  that  object^  and  I 
will,  as  briefly  as  I  can,  state  my  reasons 
for  taking  the  course  I  have  considered 
it  my  duty  to  take.  Li  the  first  pJaoe 
the  Preamble  of  the  Bill  sets  forth  that 
it  is — 


«  Expedient  that  the  Clyde  Pilot  Boud,  i 
stitated  under  the  powers  contained  in  the  Act 
of  1858,  should  be  authorized  to  make  proyisioii, 
as  hereinafter  mentioned,  for  tiie  erection,  main- 
tenance and  working  of  signalling  apparatus, 
for  regulating  the  pilotage  and  approach  of 
iteam  Teasels  oallinff  at  or  using  the  harbovf , 
^ere,  quays  and  wharfs  in  the  Firth  (rf  CHyd% 
and  to  levy  dues  iu  respect  thereof." 

To  that  I  have  no  objection  whatever, 
but  I  have  an  objection  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  Pilot  Board  proposes  that 
this  piovisi<m  shall  be  earned  oat  by 
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Clauses  10,  11,  and  12.  Clause  10  em- 
powers the  Pilot  Board  to — 

*'  require  the  proprietors  (whether  in  their  own 
right,  or  as  Trustees,  Commissioners,  or  Conser* 
Tators]  or  the  lessees  of  any  of  the  said  harboors, 
piers,  quays  or  wharfs  to  erect  or  fit  up,  at  their 
own  cost,  on  or  near  to  such  harbours,  piers, 
quays  or  wharfs,' such  signalling  apparatus  as 
shall  be  mutually  approved  of  by  the  Pilot  Board 
and  the  said  proprietors  or  leasees,  or  as,  in  case 
of  difference  of  opinion  between  the  parties,  may 
be  sanctioned  and  approved  of  by  the  Board  of 
l^ade,  upon  an  application  made  to  the  said 
Board,  either  by  the  Pilot  Board  or  by  the  said 
proprietors  or  lessees.'' 

Clause  11  empowers  the  Pilot  Board  to 
erect  or  fit  up  such  signalling  apparatus, 
in  tiie  event  of  the  pier  proprietors  or 
leesees  refusing  or  delaying  to  do  so  for 
a  longer  period  than  one  month,  after 
being  requested  by  the  Pilot  Board  so  to 
do.  To  those  provisions,  so  far  as  the 
erection  and  maintenance  of  the  signal- 
ling apparatus  go,  the  pier  owners  have 
no  objection,  and  for  the  moment  I  will 
pass  over  the  Schedule,  and  the  ex- 
ception of  Greenock  from  it,  in  order  to 
go  through  some  other  objections.  By 
Clause  12,  the  signals  are  to  be  worked 
by  some  person  appointed  by  tbe  pier 
proprietors  or  lessees,  who  thus  become 
liable  not  only  as  at  present,  for  any 
accident  that  may  arise  in  connection 
with  the  particular  pier  of  which  they 
are  the  proprietors  or  lessees,  but  also  for 
the  speed  and  the  pilotage  under  which 
steam  vessels  using  the  pier  are  made 
to  approach  it.  By  Clause  13,  the  Pilot 
Board  may  levy  in  respect  of  steam 
vessels — 

"carrying  passengers,  calling  at  or  using  aov 
such  harbour,  pier,  quay  or  wharf  as  aforesaid, 
on  or  near  to  whic^  such  signalling  apparatus 
may  be  erected,  any  sum  not  exceeding  One 
AhiUiog  per  day  for  every  such  steam  vessel.*' 

The  dues  are  to  be  collected  by  the  pier 
master  on  behalf  of  the  Pilot  Board, 
making  the  pier  master,  so  far,  a  servant 
of  the  Pilot  Board,  although,  as  far  as  re- 
gards the  signals,  he  is  still  the  servant  of 
^e  pier  owner.  Then  again,  by  Clause  14, 
the  dues  so  collected  by  the  pier  master 
are  to  be  paid  over  by  him  monthly  to 
the  Pilot  Board,  and  are  to  form  a  fund, 
which  will  be  divided  by  the  Pilot  Board, 
or  BO  much  ol  it  as  they  shall  think  fit, 
amongst  the  pier  masters  or  persons 
workmg  the  signals  in  such  proportions 
as  the  Board  may  think  proper.  The 
Clause  goes  on  to  say — 

'*  And  all  payments  to  be  made  to  such  Pier- 
naaUrs  or  oihar  persons  as  aforesaid  shall,  in  so 


far  as  affecting  the  Pilot  Board,  be  accepted  by 
such  persons  as  in  full  satisfaction  of  all  remu- 
neration due  to  them  in  respect  of  the  duties 
and  obligations  imposed  upon  them  under  the 
provisions  of  this  Act :  Provided  always,  that 
any  portion  of  such  fund  which  shall  not  have 
been  divided  as  aforesaid  in  anv  year  shall  be 
carried  forward  to  the  credit  of  such  fund  for 
the  following  year,  and  not  be  otherwise  appro* 
priated." 

Now,  Sir,  although  the  Pilot  Board  are 
not  to  appoint  the  pier  masters,  they 
are  to  pay  the  signalmen  as  much  as 
they  think  fit;  and  I  should  imagine 
that,  under  such  circumstances,  the  pier 
owners  would  have  a  very  small  chance 
of  getting  proper  and  efiicient  servants 
when  the  remuneration  for  duties,  which 
I  confess  to  be  of  an  anxious  and  press- 
ing nature,  is  to  depend  entirely  on  what 
the  Pilot  Board  may  choose  to  give.  By 
Clauses  15  and  16  the  Pilot  Board  have 
power  to  reduce  the  dues  and  compound 
them ;  and,  in  point  of  fact,  they  can 
reduce  the  fund  to  be  collected  by  these 
parties  to  a  minimum.  And,  then,  after 
all  this,  the  pier  owners,  who  are  to  be 
responsible  for  the  signalling,  have  no 
power  of  enforcing  attention  to  the  sig- 
nals. Under  Clause  18  the  Pilot  Board 
are  empowered  from  time  to  time  to 
make — 

<*  bye-laws,  rules,  and  regulations  as  they 
may  think  fit  for  regulating  the  working  and 
management  of  the  signal  apparatus,  and  for 
the  observance  thereof  by  masters  of  steam 
vessels  approaching,  calling  at,  or  using  any 
harbour,  pier,  quay  or  whan  as  aforeeaid,  and 
alter  or  repeal  any  such  bye-laws,  rules  and 
regulations,  as  weU  as  all  or  any  of  the  bye- 
laws,  rules  and  regulations  now  in  force ;  and 
may  also  impose  and  recover  such  reasonable 
penalties  for  the  breach  or  non-observanoe  of 
such  b^rc-laws,  rules  and  regulations  as  they 
shall  think  fit,  not  exceeding  Five  pounds  for 
each  breach  or  non-observance  thereof.*' 

The  Pilot  Board,  at  present,  have  con- 
trol of  the  navigation  of  the  Firth  of 
Clyde,  and  they  have  power  to  make 
the  owners  and  masters  of  steam  vessels 
conform  to  their  regulations.  They  have 
ample  powers,  at  the  present  moment, 
to  carry  out  all  regulations  of  that  na- 
ture ;  yet  they  now  propose  to  make  the 
pier  owners,  through  their  signals,  really 
the  controllers  of  the  speed,  pilotage, 
and  approach  to  the  different  piers,  al- 
though they  give  them  no  power  what* 
ever  to  enforce  obedience  to  tbeir  signals. 
If  a  man  chooses  to  set  the  signal  at  de- 
fiance the  pier  master  or  the  pier  owner 
has  no  remedv  whatever  against  him, 
except  through  the  Pilot  Board;  and, 
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inoreovor,  when  some  of  the  pier  owners 
were  before  the  Private  Committee  the 
other  day  upstairs,  and  wanted  to  pro- 
duce some  new  rule,  which  would  have 
been  of  some  importance  to  the  safety 
of  the  public — namely,  that  the  pier 
owners,  or  someone,  should  regulate  the 
anchorage  of  ships,  so  that  it  should  not 
interfere  with  the  free  approach  to  the 
piers,  which  are  constantly  blocked  up 
and  crowded  with  shipping,  it  was  found 
that  such  provision  could  not  be  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill,  because  it  was  as- 
Biuned  to  be  outside  the  scope  of  the 
measure.  If  that  is  outside  the  scope  of 
the  Bill,  I  think  it  is  desirable  that  an- 
other Bill  should  be  introduced,  in  which 
that  power  should  be  inserted.  There  is 
no  doubt  whatever  that  the  question  is 
surrounded  with  great  difficulties.  I  at- 
tended the  proceedings  before  the  Com- 
mittee in  tnis  House,  and  I  have  seen 
the  Eeports  which  have  been  published 
of  the  evidence,  and  I  find  that  the 
Committee  first  found  that  the  signal- 
ling apparatus  should  not  be  worked  by 
the  servants  of  the  pier  proprietors,  and 
that  a  penalty  should  not  be  recoverable 
from  the  proprietors.  Later  on,  I  find  that 
the  Committee  agreed  to  reverse  that 
decision,  and  to  provide  only  that  the 
owners  or  lessees  of  the  pier  should  not 
be  liable  to  penalties.  Eventually  they 
reversed  that  decision  also;  and  now 
as  the  Bill  stands  the  pier  owners  are 
liable  for  anything  that  may  happen  in 
consequence  of  this  section.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  is  quite  evident 
that  for  the  efficient  working  of  the  sig- 
nals, and  for  the  carrying  out  of  the 
bye-laws,  rules  and  regulations,  the 
Pilot  Board  have  the  power  of  making — 
it  is  quite  evident  tnat  the  signalmen 
should  be  the  servants  of  the  Pilot  Board 
for  the  purposes  of  signalling.  They 
are  to  be  the  servants  of  the  Puot  Board 
as  far  as  the  collection  of  dues  goes,  and 
why  should  they  not  be  the  servants  of 
the  Pilot  Board  as  far  as  the  signalling 
goes  ?  A  provision  to  that  effect  was 
originally  contemplated  in  the  Bill,  be- 
cause, as  it  was  deposited,  the  Bill  con- 
tained the  following  provision: — 

**  The  pier-master  and  such  other  person  or 
persons  by  whomsoever  appointed  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  the  officers  of  the  Pilot  Board  as 
regards  signals." 

If  that  were  so,  it  would  leave  the  lia- 
bility of  the  pier  owners  exactly  as  it 
is  now,  and  also  of  the  owners  of  steam 
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vessels.  The  real  truth  of  the  matter  it 
that  no  system  of  signalling,  alfiioogli  it 
may  exist  at  the  piers,  vrill  put  an  end 
to  the  racing,  which  is  what  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  St  Bdlox 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Mr.  Caldwell),  and 
every  other  witness  complained  of.  Now 
that  racing  takes  place  not  at  the  piers, 
but  in  approaching  the  piers,  and  at  the 
present  moment  Uie  Pilot  Board  can 
stop  it  if  they  choose.  They  have  am{^ 
power  to  do  so  now.  At  the  present 
moment,  instead  of  imposing  small  fines 
on  the  masters  and  pilots  of  steam  Tes- 
sels,  who  are  frequently  part  and  in  some 
instances  entire  ownors  of  the  yessels 
they  command,  instead  of  imposing  saiaU 
fines  on  them,  as  has  been  the  case  in 
the  past,  let  the  Board  saroend,  say  for 
six  months,  or  take  away  altogether  the 
lioenoes  these  men  hold.  ]?  it  were 
known  that  the  master  of  a  steam  ▼esMl 
on  the  Clyde  dared  not  race  withoat 
risking  the  loss  of  his  licence,  d^>ettd 
upon  it  an  end  would  be  put  to  racing 
much  more  quickly  than  by  any  other 
scheme  that  can  be  proposed.  Moreover, 
it  would  place  the  nsk  and  the  penalty 
on  the  shoulders  of  the  men  who  create 
the  danger  to  the  public ;  and  that  in  my 
humble  opinion  is  what  should  be  done. 
The  advantage  of  these  ngnals,  so  far  as 
the  benefit  of  t^e  public  is  coneemed, 
can  only  extend  to  a  distance  of  from 
100  or  200  yards  on  each  side  of  the  pier. 
The  signals  cannot  be  seen  at  any  greater 
distance,  no  matter  what  systOTti  of  sig- 
nalling you  may  adopt ;  and,  therefoie, 
it  is  only  in  approaching  the  quays  that 
the  signals  would  be  of  any  servioe.  The 
radng  up  to  that  point  may  go  on  harder 
than  ever,  and  the  pier  master  will  have 
no  power  to  interrupt  it.  A  good  deal 
was  stated  befere  the  Committee  about 
the  present  system  of  sigpaaUing,  and  I 
think  the  Committee  were  very  mnch 
misled  upon  the  point.  There  is  prac- 
tically no  real  system  of  signalling  at 
all.  The  only  places  in  which  it  is  canied 
out  is  at  the  large  piers,  where  several 
vessels  can  be  berthed,  and  there,  when 
the  pier  master  wishes  a  vessel  to  take 
up  a  position  in  a  particular  part  of  the 
quay  he  signals  by  waving  hSs  handker- 
chief, or  at  night  by  waving  a  lamp. 
But  he  in  no  way  interferes  with  a  vessel 
up  to  that  point,  nor  does  he  attempt  to 
regulate  the  speed  or  the  pilotage  ofsodi 
vessel.  That  is  left,  as  it  always  shoald 
be,  to  the  responsibility  of  the  master  or 
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pilot  of  the  yeseel,  and,  therefore,  the  pier 
master  can  be  in  no  way  said  to  regulate 
the  speed  or  pilotage,  althoagh  he  does 
to  a  certain  extent  regulate  the  approach 
of  the  vessels  using  the  pier.    I  will 
only  say    further    one   or  two  words 
with  regard    to    the    Schedule.      The 
Schedule  attached  to  the  Bill  is  a  yery 
remarkable  concoction.     Certainly — and 
I  say  it   with   great  humility — it  has 
not  given  me  a  a  very  high  opinion 
ef  the  care,  at  all  events,  which  has  been 
exercised  by  the  officials  of  the  Clyde 
Harbour  Board,  because  if  the  rules  and 
regulations  in  regard  to  signaling  are 
to  be  for  the  general  good  of  the  public, 
which  is  what  they  purport  to  be  in- 
tended   for,   how  is  it  that  only  the 
smaller  piers  are  dealt  with,   and  the 
larger  piers,  to  which  a  great  number  of 
vessels  are  conveying  passengers  and 
goods  daily,  are  entirdy  omitt^  ?  How 
is  it  that  the  two  piers  at   Ghreenock 
* — the  Custom   House  Quay    and  the 
Prince's  Pier — are  omitted  ;  and   why 
also  are  the  Craigendoran  Pier  on  the 
opposite  side  of    the  Qlyde    and    the 
Sothesay    Pier  omitted  ?    Those  four 
piers  have  a  larger  traffic  than  any  other 
six  piers  in  the  whole  of  the  district  of 
the  CQyde ;  yet  they  are  entirely  omitted 
from  the  Bifi,  and  instead  of  them  a  vast 
number  of  piers  are  put  in  which  extend 
far  up  in  the  County  of  Argyll,  where 
never  more  than  one  or  two  steamers 
call  daily,  where    we   have  never  had 
any  complaint  of  jostling  or  racing,  and 
-where  these  signais  will  be  entirely  out 
of  place.    There  is  another  point  in  this 
Schedule  which  is  equally  curious,  and 
which  does  not,  any  more  than  the  omis- 
sions I  have  pointed  out,  reflect  credit  on 
the  authorities  of  the  Clyde  Pilot  Board. 
I  find  places  entered  in  the  Schedule  as 
piers  at  which  no  piers  have  ever  been 
erected.    For  instance,  at  Ardentinny  at 
the  mouth  of  Loch  Long ;  being,  as  it  is, 
close  to  the  home  of  uiq  Pilot  Board,  I 
should  have  thought  that,  at  all  events, 
they  knew  something  about  that  place, 
and  that  they  must  have  known  that 
there  has  never  been  a  pier  there  at 
which  a  steamer  could  call.    I  should 
not  have  been  so  much  surprised  if  they 
had  made  a  mistake  in  regard  to  the 
head  c^  Lodi  Fjme,  but  they  have  put  a 
pier  at  Minard,  where,  to  my  certain 
knowledge,  no  pier  ever  existed;   and 
they  have  omitted  another  pier— and  a 
Tsry  good  pier— at  whkdi  steamers  do 
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call.    I  think  this  Schedule  shows  an 
amount,  I  will  not  say  of  carelessness,  but 
an  amount  of  ignorance  that  ought  to 
go  far  to  condemn  the  Bill  altoge&er.  I 
do  not  know  imder  what  pretence  the 
Clyde  Pilot  Board  seek  to  extend  their 
powers  up  to  the  head  waters  of  Loch 
Fyne.    Those  waters  are  70  miles  away 
from  the  Clyde,  and  the  Pilot  Board  at 
present  have  no  power  of  making  rules 
or  regulations  in  regard  to  them ;  and  as 
far  as  I  know,  there  is  no  anxiety  on  the 
part  of  anyone  that  they  should  have 
such  powers  conferred  upon  them.    No 
pilot  is  required  to  take  a  Clyde  licenced 
for  going  up  Loch  Fyne,  and  I  think  it  is 
altogether  wrong  that  by  a  side  wind 
thislSoard  should  attempt  to  extend  its 
powers,  especially  when  they  propose  to 
exercise  them  in  this  very  careless  man- 
ner.   Then  again  the  piers  of  Fairlie, 
Wemyss  Bay,  and  Gourock,  where  there 
will  be  a  large  amount  of  traffic  when  it 
is  completed,  are  exempted  by  Clause  21 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill,  and  are 
put  under  the  Board  of  Trade  for  the 
erection  of  signalling  apparatus.    Now, 
why  should  tiiese  piers  be  put  on  a  dif- 
ferent footing  from  other  piers  ?    Why 
should  the  penalty  in  Clause  21  for  the 
non-erection  of  signalling  apparatus  be 
only  £5,  whereas  the  penalty  imposed  in 
connection  with  smaller  piers  by  Clause 
12  is  £10  ?    Why  should  there  be  these 
differences?    They   may   seem  trivial, 
but  they  add  to  the  general  confusion  of 
the  whole  subject,  and  I  really  think 
that  if  the  entire  circumst£uices  had  been 
fairly  brought  before  the  Committee, 
their  decision  would  have  been  that  the 
Bill,    as  regards   signalling    and    the 
powers  conferred  upon  the  Clyde  Pilot 
Board,  had  better  be  reconsidered  with  a 
view  of  making  the  measure  more  practi- 
cable and  workable,  and  of  confining  the 
Board  to  their  proper  and  legitimate 
juiisdiction.  If  the  first  part  of  the  Bill  is 
necessary  as  regards  the  Clyde  Trustees, 
I  should  be  the  last  to  oppose  the  pass- 
ing of  the  measure ;  and  if  the  promlSlers 
choose  to  have  the    Bill   re-committed 
with  a  view  of  dropping  all  the  later 
parts  of  the  measure  in  order  to  bring 
them  up  in  a  better  and  more  matured 
form  next  year,  I,  for  one,  should  not 
oppose  that  course.    I  thought  at  one 
time  it  would  be  sufficient  merely  to  in- 
clude the  piers  which  have  been  left  out ; 
but  of  course  I  see  that  that  could  not 
be  done  because  there  would  be  no  op* 
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portunitj  of  enabling  the  owners  of  such 
piers  to  appear  before  the  Committee  if 
they  shoiua  objeot  to  the  Bill.  There* 
fore  I  think  it  would  be  better,  unless, 
as  I  say,  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  the  first  part  of  the  Bill  should  be 
passed  for  the  beaefit  of  the  Clyde  navi- 
gation—it would  be  better  to  drop  the 
latter  part  altogether,  and  have  it 
brought  up  again  in  a  more  thoroughly 
prepared  and  well-considered  form. 
There  is  one  thing  I  ouffht  to  point  out 
—namely,  that  the  Cljrde  Trustees,  who 
are  parties  to  the  Bill,  have  carefully 
•aiitted  to  put  in  any  of  the  piers  above 
Greenock,  although  they  are  all  in  the 
narrow  part  of  the  river  where  the  danger 
is  the  greatest.  It  will  be  seen  that  all 
piers,  from  Greenock  to  Glasgow,  in- 
cluding Glasgow  itself,  are  carefully 
omitted.  I  do  think  that  if  IJbLis  signalling 
system  is  to  be  required  at  all  it  should 
be  universal,  and  certainly  that  it  should 
be  made  applicable  to  those  piers  which 
are  chiefly  used  by  the  public.  I  must 
apologize  to  the  House  for  the  time  I 
have  taken  up  in  making  these  remarks ; 
but  I  feel  very  strongly  on  the  subject, 
and  therefore  I  have  ventured  to  express 
myself  at  length.  I  beg  to  move,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  considered 
on  this  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  *'  now,"  m  oi^er  to  add  the 
words  **  this  day  six  months,"— (Co^^im/ 
Jfalcolm,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bollox) :  I  think  the  course  which  has 
been  taken  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Argyllshire  (Colonel  Mal- 
colm) is  a  most  extraordinary  one.  We 
have  here  a  Bill  promoted  by  a  public 
authority  in  Scotland,  elected  by  the 
ratepayers,  and  acting  entirely  in  the 
interests  of  the  safety  of  the  public. 
They  have  come  to  Parliament  with  a 
Bill  containing  a  variety  of  provisions 
for  the  purpose  of  improving  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  Clyde  and  securing  the  pro- 
tection of  the  public.  That  Bill  has 
passed  through  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  also  through  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  now  an 
attempt  is  made  at  the  last  moment  to 
throw  it  out ;  the  only  reason  assigned 
being  that  the  Bill  has  not  been  properly 
considered,  and  the  objections  to  it  were 
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not  properly  laid  before  the  Oommiltee. 
Now  I  should  like  to  ask  whose  fault  it 
was  if  the  case  for  the  promotaiB  wasaoi 
properly  stated  before  the  Oomeutleet 
The, pier  owners  were  reproseatod  by 
counsel  who  fought  the  meaaore  inch  by 
inch.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  kit 
Argyllshire  has  stated  that  ke  was  in 
attendance  on  the  Conunittae  htmeeU^ 
and  if  any  point  was  ne^ected  iriudi 
ought  to  have  been  brought  forwaid  be 
was  on  thespotfor  the  porposeof  aaairt* 
ing  counsel,  and  giving  them  adrioeL 
Therefore,  for  the  hon.  aad  gallant  Mem* 
her  to  oome  down  to  the  House,  nov  and 
complain  of  the  pzoviflioDe  of  the  BiD, 
and  suggest  that  another  oppoiiQaity 
ought  to  be  aff<Nrded  lor  reetotingihe 
case  of  the  opp<m«&ta  is,  I  tidak,  oae 
of  the  most  extraordiaary  propositieaa 
which  has  ever  been  sabmittea  in  tUs 
or  any  other  Legislative  Asaeoablj.  I 
do  not  propose  to  follow  the  hoa.  and 
gallant  Member  into  all  the  menta  oi 
this  question.  I  will  simply  take  up  tke 
case  on  this  footing — ^that  the  Bill  is 
promoted  by  the  Clyde  Trasteesi  who 
are  an  official  public  body  appointed 
to  look  after  the  interests  of  tiie 
navigation  and  the  public  safety.  I  may, 
however,  point  out  to  the  House  that 
the  Bill  deals  with  many  questions  be- 
sides those  whidi  have  been  reiaami. 
to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member.  It 
extends  the  pmod  for  the  compulsory 

5>urchase  of  lands ;  it  extsods  tiie  period 
or  the  completioa  of  railways ;  it  makes 
regulaticms  f<Hr  the  coUeetioii  of  rates  and 
the  licensing  of  w^hers  aad  otkecs ;  it 
ffives  power  to  levy  dues,  and  it  provides 
for  the  administration  of  audi  does^  It 
also  gives  power  to  make  bye48ws ;  aad, 
yet,  if  the  Amendment  of  the  hoa.  and 
gallant  Member  be  aoo^ted,  a  Bill  soa- 
tainine  all  these  valuable  proviaioDa  is 
to  be  thrown  to  the  winds,  simply  be> 
cause  up<»i  one  comparatively  man« 
point  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  re- 
gards it  as  defective,  and  based  i^pon  con- 
clusions to  which  the  hoa.  and  gaUant 
Member  objects.  The  hon.  and  gallaat 
Member  seems  to  think  that  some  of 
these  questions  were  act  suffioicat^y 
argued  before  the  Committee,  esperiaBy 
those  which  relate  to  the  signal  apparatus 
in  regard  to  steam  vessels  apfMadiiag 
the  piers  from  different  directioos.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  great  danger  is  en- 
tailed in  that  wigr,  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member   himself  admits  flwt 
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tbere  is  an  absolatenecesritj  for  regula- 
ttng  the  matter.  All  that  this  Bill  pro- 
poeee  is  that  the  pier  owners,  who  are 
the  persons  in  receipt  of  the  emoluments 
of  the  piOT,  should  regulate  the  approach 
to  the  pier  and  the  speed  at  which 
▼essels  should  run.  Now,  I  venture  to 
say  that  the  approach  of  steam  vessels 
to  a  pter  can  only  he  properly  regulated 
by  signals  from  the  shore.  The  pier 
owners  are  the  parties  who  appoint  the 
pier  master^  and  the  pier  master  is  the 
man  who  is  to  work  the  signals.  As  re- 
gards the  means  hy  which  these  pro- 
visioDS  shall  be  carried  out,  it  is  pro- 
vided that  the  Olyde  Trustees  shall  have 
the  power  to  levy  certain  dues  which  are 
to  be  handed  over  to  the  pier  master  as 
bis  remuneration  for  working  the  sig- 
niJs;  but  it  is  also  provided  that  the 
CSyde  Trustees  shall  simply  act  as  the 
agents  of  the  pier  master  in  collecting 
the  money,  iniieh  money  is  simply 
banded  over  and  divided  among  the  men 
appointed  by  the  proprietors  of  the  dff  * 
f  erent  piers.  Then  what  is  the  object  of 
the  opposition  to  the  Bill  ?  Is  it  desired 
that  the  responsibility  of  the  men  who 
are  appointed  by  the  pier  owners  should 
be  xeduced  to  nothine  r  The  pier  owners 
reoeive  the  dues  of  we  pier.  They  are 
not  only  the  owners  of  the  pier,  but  the 
owners  of  ^e  land  round  about  the  pier, 
and,  in  consequence  of  the  existence  of 
the  pier,  the  value  of  that  land  is  con- 
sidmibly  iacffeased.  They  now  desire 
to  be  relieved  of  the  responsibility  of 
working  a  signalling  apparatus  which 
Parliament  considers  to  be  necessary  in 
the  interest  of  the  imblio.  The  Clyde 
Trustees  are  not  seeking  in  this  case  to 
alter  the  existing  law  of  Scotland  in  any 
one  particular.  They  are  simply  endea- 
Toanng  to  secure  tiie  appointment  of 
signalmen  by  the  pier  owners,  and  they 
leave  the  responsibility  to  be  determined 
according  to  the  ordinary  principles  of 
Soottish  law.  Objection  has  been  raised 
to  the  Sdiedule  attached  to  the  Bill  that 
certain  piers,  such  as  Oraigendoran  and 
others,  are  not  included  in  the  Schedule. 
The  reason  is  obvious.  Those  piers  are 
at  present  maintained  under  special  Acts 
of  Parliament,  and  the  persons  in  charge 
of  them  have  the  power  of  making  bye- 
laws  for  the  management  of  those  piers. 
This  Bill  simply  provides  that  other 
piers,  which  are  the  property  of  private 
individuals,  and  in  regard  to  which  no 
Aot  of  Parliament  exis^,  shall  also  have 
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the  power  of  making  bye-laws.  It  has 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Argyllshire  that  a  certain 
clause  which  was  contained  in  the 
Bill,  as  it  was  originally  projected, 
has  since  been  omitted.  Now,  no 
such  clause  as  that  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  has  referred  to 
was  originally  in  the  Bill.  I  have 
noticed  that  the  same  point  was  raised 
by  the  learned  counsel  who  appeared  in 
opposition  to  the  Bill  before  the  Com- 
mittee ;  but  the  learned  counsel  stated 
that  he  had  no  means  of  proving  that 
such  a  clause  was  originally  included  in 
the  measure.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  says  that  the  Clyde  Trustees 
might  withdraw  the  latter  part  of  the 
Bill,  and  have  the  Bill  re-committed. 
But  I  would  point  out  to  the  House  the 
extreme  inconvenience  of  raising  ques- 
tions of  this  kind  where  the  parties  pro- 
moting the  Bill  are  not  at  this  moment 
represented.  All  the  parties  interested 
in  the  measure  were  represented  before 
the  Committees  of  the  House  of  Lords 
and  the  House  of  Commons.  They  were 
fully  heard  there,  and  to  renew  the  dis- 
cussion here  when  the  parties  are  not 
able  to  be  represented  by  counsel  would, 
certainly  be  to  take  the  promoters  at  a 
disadvantage.  If  you  are  now  to  reopen 
the  merits  of  the  question,  as  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  proposes,  you 
might  just  as  well  go  every  year  into 
the  merits  of  every  Private  Bill  which 
has  been  passed  through  a  Committee  of 
this  House.  On  these  grounds,  I  main- 
tain that  the  Amendment  ought  to  be 
rejected,  and  particularly  so  because  the 
Bill  has  alreaay  been  carefully  inquired 
into  by  Select  Committees  of  the  House 
of  Lords  and  the  House  of  Commons, 
before  whom  the  parties  were  heard  by 
counsel.  They  had  then  every  opnor- 
tunity  of  fully  stating  their  case,  and  if 
they  neglected  to  state  it  properly,  the 
entire  faidt  must  rest  with  themselves. 

Ma.  J.  A.  BLAKE  (Carlow) :  Perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  say  a  word  on  this 
subject,  and  to  state  the  line^  which 
actuated  the  Committee  on  arriving  at 
their  decision,  as  I  happened  to  have  been 
a  Member  of  the  Committee.  I  propose 
to  be  very  brief  in  doing  so,  because  as 
the  Bill  is  one  which  is  of  veir  great 
importance  to  the  part  of  Scotland  to 
which  it  refers,  I  have  no  doubt  that 
some  of  the  Scotch  Members  will  be  able 
more  specifically  to  lay  their  views  on  the 
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mfttter  before  the  House.  So  far  as  the 
facts  of  the  case  are  concerned,  I  think 
they  have  been  tolerably  well  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Rollox  (Mr. 
Oaldwell),  who  has  just  sat  down.  I  was 
astonished  to  hear  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Argyllshire  (Colonel  Mal- 
colm) state  that  if  the  opposition  to  the 
Bill  had  been  better  brought  forward 
before  the  Committee,  he  had  very  little 
doubt  that  a  different  conclusion  would 
have  been  arrived  at.  Now,  I  may  say 
that  that  is  casting  a  very  unjust  imputa- 
tion on  the  learned  and  able  counsel  who 
reiMresented  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man, and  other  persons  who  are  pier 
owners.  There  oould  not  possibly  hare 
been  a  case  more  ably  and  clearly  stated 
than  the  case  of  the  Petitioners  against 
the  Bill  was  stated  by  the  learned  counsel 
who  represented  them.  Every  fact  that 
could  be  adduced  on  their  behalf  was 
brought  forward,  and  I  think  that  the 
objections  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  have  narrowed  themselves 
down  to  two.  He  has  expressed  sur- 
prise that  certain  important  piers  in  the 
Clyde  have  not  been  brought  within  the 
operation  of  the  Bill.  Now,  I  should 
like  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  that  that  was  never  stated  in 
the  Petition  of  the  opponents,  and  not 
having  been  stated  in  their  Petition  it 
is  only  fair  to  assume  that  it  was  not 
considered  a  grievance  that  these  very 
important  piers  were  not  included.  His 
only  other  objection  that  is  worth  deal^ 
ing  with  is  that  imder  the  Bill,  as  it  has 
now  passed  Committees  of  the  Houses  of 
Lords  and  Commons,  responsibilities  are 
imposed  on  himself  and  other  pier 
owners  to  which  they  are  not  now  liable, 
so  far  as  rendering  them  liable  for  any 
damage  that  may  occur  by  reason  of 
any  fault  on  the  part  of  the  signal- 
men. That  is  the  ground  upon  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  asks  for 
the  re-committal  of  the  Bill,  with  the 
object  of  having  the  pier  owners  relieved 
from  any  responsibility  of  that  kind. 
Now,  I  must  altogether  deny,  and  I  do 
so  quite  respectfully,  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  in 
that  respect.  What  is  the  present  sys- 
tem of  signalling?  It  consists  altogether 
of  the  employment  on  the  pier  of  men 
for  the  purpose  of  signailing  with  a 
handkerchief  or  a  lamp.  The  signalman 
stands  on  the  pier,  ana  as  the  boats  ap- 
proach he  displays  the  signals,  if  there 
Mr.  J,  A.  BUle 
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happen  to  be  two  steamboats  approaek- 
ing.  It  was  never  denied,  from  the  be- 
ginning to  the  end  of  the  evidence  ad- 
duced before  the  Committee,  or  in  the 
contention  of  the  learned  oouns^  em- 
ployed on  behalf  of  the  pier  owners, 
that  that  was  not  a  most  defective  system 
of  signalling ;  and  yet,  if  any  accident 
should  happen  to  ooonr  to  life  or  pro- 
perty through  this  defe<^Te  signalUn^ 
the  owners  of  the  pier  are  exempt  from 
damages.  As  far  as  mj  reeoUectioii 
serves  me,  I  think — and  I  think  that  the 
other  Members  of  the  Committee  will 
bear  me  out-— the  liability,  as  far  as  the 
{Her  owners  are  ooneemed,  was  folly  ad- 
mitted throughout-  the  inquiy.  The 
bodies  who  have  been  npecially  ohai^ged 
with  the  navigation  of  the  C!9.yde  are 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill— nasiely,  the 
Clyde  Navigation  Trustees;  and  ^eir 
contention  is  that  the  present  system  of 
signalling  is  so  exceedingly  defective, 
that  there  ought  to  be  substituted  for 
hand  signalling  the  use  of  a  semapbors^ 
by  which  yessels  at  a  greater  distance 
would  be  warned  of  any  danger  that 
might  occur.  The  Comnaattee  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  semaphore  signal* 
ling,  in  contradistinction  from  hand  sig* 
nailing,  would  afford  more  protection  to 
the  public ;  and  that,  so  far  from  in* 
creasing  the  risk  of  the  pier  owners,  it 
would  diminish  that  risk  oonsidwalilyi 
as  signals  oould  be  put  out  so  as  to  reach 
vess^  in  the  waterway  in  a  much  better 
form  than  at  present  I  happened  to  be 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  whidi  con- 
sidered the  Bill  in  this  House,  and  I 
maintain  that  the  measure,  as  it  passed 
both  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  and  the  Committee  of  the  Ho«se 
of  Commons,  not  only  left  the  pier  owner 
in  the  position  he  now  occupies  in  re^ttd 
to  liability  in  the  event  of  any  aceident^ 
but  thi^  the  establishment  of  a  eysCem 
of  semaphore  sinialling  would  decrease 
the  possibility  of  accident  very  oonsids^ 
ably  by  enabling  the  signalman  to  ap* 
prise  vessels  in  the  wat^way  of  possible 
danger  at  a  much  greater  distance  than 
at  present.  The  hon.  and  gidlant  Oea- 
tleman  says  that  the  responsibility  ought 
not  to  be  placed  on  private  owners ;  bat 
he  must  be  well  aware  that  it  would  be 
utterly  useless  to  put  it  on  the  Pi&el 
Board,  because  the  Pilot  Board  have  no 
funds  whatever  from  which  the  daasage 
could  be  paid,  whereas-  the  pier  owaeis 
are  in  the  position  of  receiving  all  the 
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profik  which  arise  from  the  calling  of 
vessels  at  the  different  piers,  and  they 
have  the  power  of  appointing  fit  and 
proper  persons  to  make  the  signals.  If, 
owing  to  any  fault  or  incapacity  on  the 
part  of  the  signalman,  an  accident  should 
occur,  the  person  who  should  be  respon- 
sible for  any  damage  done  ought  natu> 
rally  to  be  the  person  who  derives  the 
profits.  In  what  other  way,  I  would  like 
to  ask  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
and  those  who  agree  with  him— in  what 
other  way  does  he  propose,  if  an  acci- 
dent to  life  or  property  occurs,  that 
compensation  is  to  be  paid,  if  it  is  not 
to  oome  from  the  source  which  derives 
the  whole  of  the  profits  ?  What  I  con- 
tend is,  that  it  is  only  the  same  liability 
^hich  now  exists  at  present  which  is  im- 
posed on  the  pier  owners,  and  that  they 
will  have  the  advantage  of  diminishing 
the  chances  of  accident.  As  far  as  my 
reeollection  serves  me,  I  do  not  think 
there  was  anything  further  ef  importance 
in  the  objections  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  to  which  I  need  advert.  I 
will  only  say  that  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  upstairs  was  altogether  con- 
firmatory of  Uie  view  taken  by  the  Oom- 
mittee  of  the  House  of  Lords.  I  may 
add  that  out  of  88  pier  owners,  the 
Petition  against  the  Bill  was  only  re- 
jected by  eight,  so  that  I  take  it  that  the 
remaining  30  who  make  no  objection 
have  acquiesced  in  the  necessity  for  the 
Bill.  The  Duke  of  Argyll  did  not  sign 
the  Petition  against  the  Bill  which  was 
presented  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
although  I  believe  that  he  did  subscribe 
to  some  of  the  allegations  contained  in 
it.  At  any  rate,  there  was  no  Petition 
from  his  Grace  sent  down  to  the  House 
of  Commons.  I  may  say  that  I  have 
not  the  smallest  feeling  in  the  world  as 
to  whether  the  Bill  is  accepted  or  re- 
jected by  the  House,  but  I  believe  there 
never  was  an  occasion  when  the  pro- 
visions of  a  Bill  were  more  strongly 
fought  out,  and  in  which  the  decision  of 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  was 
more  completely  confirmed  by  that  of  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
After  hearing  arguments  on  both  sides, 
supported  by  the  powerful  advocacy  of 
learned  counsel,  I  think  it  would  be 
highly  regrettable  if  the  House  were 
now,  at  the  last  moment,  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Qeutleman,  and  throw  out  the  BUI. 
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Mr.  H.  iS.  WRIGHT  (Nottingham,  S.) : 
Having  sat  upon  the  Committee,  if  I 
am  not  out  of  Order,  I  should  like  to 
inform  the  House,  in  answer  to  an  in- 
quiry I  heard  made  on  the  opposite 
Benches,  that  the  Committee  were  by 
no  means  unanimous  in  passing  the  Bill. 
There  were  two  Members,  of  whom  I 
was  one,  who  strongly  objected  to  the 
injustice  inflicted  by  tlie  Bill  in  en- 
deavouring to  impose  an  entirely  new 
liability,  and  one  that  was  never  before 
imposed  on  the  owners  of  piers  in  the 
Clyde— in  fact,  a  sea  risk  in  place  of  a 
landing  stage,  or  pier  risk.  We  con- 
sidered that  they  ought  not  to  be  held 
more  liable  for  any  mistakes  on  the  part 
of  signalmen  than  they  are  at  present, 
and  that,  under  the  circumstances,  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  wore  unfair,  and 
we  tried  our  best  to  get  these  provisions 
altered ;  but  I  and  an  hon.  Colleague  who 
acted  with  me  were  in  a  minority  (owing 
to  the  Chairman's  casting  vote),  itnd 
we  failed  to  get  the  clause  passed  which 
we  submitted,  and  which  we  thought 
would  be  sufficient  for  the  protection  of 
the  public.  The  clause  we  desired  to 
add  was  that  the  pier  owners  should  not 
be  responsible  for  any  error  on  the  part 
of  their  signalmen,  provided  that  the  sig- 
nalman held  a  certificate  of  competeney 
sanctioned  by  the  Board  of  Trade.  We 
considered  that  they  would  then  have 
done  their  duty  towards  the  public  in  see- 
ing that  competent  men  were  appointed  to 
that  important  position,  and  having  done 
so,  we  were  of  opinion  that  they  ought  to 
be  relieved  of  any  further  liability  which 
might  arise  from  the  racing  of  the  steam- 
boats. It  seems  to  me  that  instead  of 
decreasing  collisions,  the  Bill  as  it  stands, 
will  have  the  effect  of  increasing  them, 
by  removing  the  liability  from  the  steam- 
boat which  causes  a  collision,  to  the  pier 
owner  who  has  nothing  to  do  with  it.  I 
think  all  that  it  was  necessary  to  provide 
was  that  the  signalman  should  be  a  com- 
petent officer  approved  of  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  such  signalman  being  liable  under 
the  Bill  to  a  penalty  for  misconduct  or 
negligence,  and  also  to  the  forfeiture  of 
his  certificate  in  the  same  way  as  a  pilot 
would  be.  Therefore  I  hope  the  House 
will,  in  this  instance,  see  fit  to  depart 
from  its  ordinary  rules,  and  as  has  been 
suggested  by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Argyllshire,  will  throw 
out  this  Bill  in  order  that  it  may  be 
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•  brouf^ht  in  again  in  some  form  next  year, 
by  whicb  so  much  injustice  will  not  be 
inflicted  as  is  likely  to  be  perpetrated  by 
the  present  clauses  of  the  Bill. 

8m  ARCHIBALD  ORREWING 
(Dumbarton) :  Although  a  large  number 
of  piers  in  Dumbartonshire  are  brought 
unaer  this  Bill,  I  may  say  that  I  have  not 
received  a  letter  of  objection  from  any  sin- 
gle individual  in  the  county  I  represent ; 
and  therefore  I  think  the  persons  who 
are  most  interested  are  convinced  of  the 
necessity  of  having  these  signals  placed 
upon  the  piers.  Of  late  years  we  have 
had  a  great  number  of  rapid  sailing 
Tessels  frequenting  the  Clyde.  All  of 
them  are  anxious  to  get  first  to  the  pier, 
and  frequent  accidents  have  happened 
in  consequence.  Nobody  is  liable  for 
them,  and  I  think  it  is  a  most  essential 
provision  in  the  Bill  to  place  these  piers 
m  a  position  which  may  render  acci- 
dents in  the  future  less  frequent.  Con- 
sidering the  stage  to  which  the  Bill  has 
arrived,  I  trust  that  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Argyllshire  will 
not  persevere  in  his  opposition.  I  know 
that  the  Bill  is  regarded  as  being  of 
considerable  importance  by  the  City  of 
Glasgow. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 

iMr.  Courtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) :  I 
Lave  listened  with  attention  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Argyllshire  (Colonel  Malcolm),  and 
also  to  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Nottingham  (Mr.  H.  S.  Wright),  who 
spoke  of  the  view  entertained  by  a 
minority  of  the  Committee  to  which  the 
Bill  was  referred.  I  think  the  House 
would  be  very  ill  advised  in  not  sup- 
porting the  Bill  which  has  now  passed 
not  only  through  a  Committee  of  this 
House,  but  also  through  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  even  if  there 
might  be  some  technical  errors  which 
ought  to  have  required  the  consideration 
of  the  Committee  upstairs.  I  find, 
however,  from  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nottingham,  that  the  sub- 
stantial question  was  fully  argued  and 
considered;  that  substantial  question 
being  whether  the  pier  owners  of  the 
Clyde  are  in  future  to  be  put  under  an 
obligation  to  provide  some  system  of 
signalling,  which  would  be  practically 
under  the  sanction  of  the  Board  of 
Trade ;  because  I  find  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  are  the  referees  in  the  event  of 
the  Clyde  Pilot  Board  and  the  Clyde 
JUr.  IT,  8,  Wright 


pier  owners  not  bein^  able  to  agree. 
The  simple  questioii  is  this— when  a 
pier  master,  appointed  by  the  pier  owner, 
makes  a  mistake  or  is  guilty  of  care- 
lessness or  negligence  in  the  system  of 
signalling  he  has  to  conduct,  who  is  to 
assume  the  responsibility  of  the  error? 
The  ordinary  principle  of  law  is  that  the 
person  who  appoints  a  servant  is  liable 
for  any  accident  occasioned  through  the 
fault  or  negligence  of  such  servant.  That 
is  the  principle  contained  in  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Argyllshire  and  ^e  hon.  Member  for 
Nottingham  want  to  oust  that  general 
principle  of  law  and  to  throw  the  re- 
sponsibility on  the  signalman  Mmself. 
Now,  on  general  principle,  I  heKeye  it 
is  dangerous  to  interfere  with  settled 
principles  of  law,  and  as  a  master  is 
made  liable  for  the  acts  of  his  servants, 
I  think  the  Committees  of  the  House  of 
Lords  and  Commons  have  rightly  de- 
cided in  including  a  provision  to  that 
effect  in  the  present  Bm. 

Mr.  A.  SUTHERLAND(Sutherland): 
I  also  was  a  Member  of  the  Committee, 
and  I  will  only  detain  the  House  for  a 
few  moments  while  I  call  attention  to 
one  or  two  matters  which  have  been 
mentioned  in  the  course  of  the  discos- 
sion.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Argyllshire  prefaced  his  remarks  with 
an  apology  for  not  observing  the  general 
rule  in  regard  to  questions  of  this  kind. 
Now,  although  my  Parliamentary  experi- 
ence is  not  so  varied  or  so  extensive  as  his, 
— and  therefore  I  cannot  assume  to  be  a 
judge — I  think  it  is  somewhat  unusoal 
to  oppose  a  Private  Bill  in  this  stage. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  states 
that  he  is  in  a  position  to  lay  before  the 
House  some  facts  that  were  not  laid 
before  the  Committee.  It  has,  how- 
ever, been  stated  already,  that  it  was 
quite  open  for  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  to  have  laid  those  facts  be- 
fore the  Committee  at  the  time,  and  I 
think  it  would  have  been  far  more  con- 
ducive to  the  convenience  of  the  House 
if  he  had  done  so.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther it  is  in  accordance  with  the  etiquette 
of  this  House  that  the  decision  of  a 
Committee  should  be  discussed  in  this 
House  in  the  manner  it  has  been  this 
evening,  and  I  have  no  wish  to  follow 
the  example  which  has  been  set  in  die 
matter.  The  circumstances  out  of  whid 
the  necessity  for  the  Bill  has  arisen  is 
the  fact  that  a  great  majority  of  the 
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inhabitants  of  Glasgow  resort  during 
the  summer  months  to  watering  places 
along  the  Firth  of  Clyde.  Hundreds 
and  thousands  of  people  pass  down  the 
Clyde  late  in  the  evening  returning  to 
business  at  Glasgow  in  the  morning,  and 
the  danger  which  has  arisen  from  racing 
to  the  different  piers  has  rendered  it 
necessary  that  some  regulation  should 
be  made  in  order  to  secure  the  safety 
of  the  passengers  going  up  and  down 
the  riyer.  The  necessity  for  the  Bill 
arises  from  the  fact  that  several  persons 
have  complained  and  written  letters  to 
the  newspapers  pointing  out  the  danger 
of  collision  through  the  captains  of  the 
steamers  racing  for  priority  at  the 
landing  stages.  As  no  action  was 
taken  oy  the  Clyde  Pilot  Board,  the 
parties  who  felt  aggrieved  applied  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the  Board 
of  Trade  have  brought  pressure  to 
bear  upon  the  Pilot  Board,  which  has 
resulted  in  the  promotion  of  the  present 
Bill.  As  to  the  objections  which  have 
been  raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  ^gyllshire,  I  only  wish  to 
say  that  it  is  an  attempt  on  the  part  of 
the  pier  owners  to  get  both  a  direct 
and  an  indirect  advantage  from  it. 
They  get  a  direct  advantage  from  the 
dues  derived  from  the  piers  they  have 
erected,  and  an  indirect  advantage  from 
the  increased  value  of  the  land  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  piers;  yet  they 
are  now  attempting  to  evade  the  duties 
and  responsibilities  which  are  imposed 
on  all  who  employ  servants.  It  is  neces- 
sary to  lay  the  liability  somewhere,  and, 
under  the  circumstances,  I  think  there 
cannot  be  two  opinions  that  it  ought  to 
be  laid  upon  those  who  employ  the  pier 
masters  and  receive  the  profits  derived 
from  the  use  of  the  piers.  The  Pilot 
Board  have  no  income  whatever,  and 
it  would  be  absurd  to  place  the  respon- 
sibility upon  them.  I  hope  that  the 
House  wiU  not  accept  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Argyll- 
shire, or  countenance  this  dog-in-the- 
manger  policy  of  the  pier  owners  to 
derive  large  revenues  from  the  piers 
and  throw  all  the  responsibility  upon 
the  Clyde  Pilot  Board. 

Dr.  CLAEK  (Caithness)  rose,  amid 
cries  of  "Agreed."  The  hon.  Member 
said:  I  shall  be  glad  to  sit  down  if  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Argyll- 
shire will  withdraw  his  Motion;  but  if 
the  matter  is  to  %o  to  a  Vote,  I  trust 

YOL.  COCXI.    [third  serifs.] 


1670 

that  we  shall  arrive  at  an  intelligent 
Vote  in  regard  to  the  points  which  have 
been  raised.  The  Bill  is  promoted  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  additional  powers 
to  the  Clyde  Trustees,  who  have  spent 
millions  of  money  in  making  the  Clyde 
what  it  now  is — a  large  artificial  canal 
for  the  navigation  of  the  biggest  ships. 
They  have  also  conferred  large  powers 
on  the  Pilot  Board.  I  was  astonished 
at  the  theory  advanced  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr.  H.  8. 
Wright),  that  power  ought  not  to  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Clyde  Pilot 
Board  to  compel  the  owners  of  piers  to 
pay  a  maximum  toll  to  the  Pilot  Board 
of  U.  per  day,  when  we  read  of  some  of 
the  dividends  paid  by  the  pier  owners 
for  the  privileges  they  possess.  I  will 
take  a  case  where  the  owner  is  also  the 
lessee.  It  is  a  case  with  which  I  am 
very  well  acquainted,  and  the  pier  is 
one  which  I  visit  at  least  a  dozen  times 
a  year.  I  refer  to  the  pier  at  Dunoon, 
which  is  put  down  on  the  valuation  roll 
of  the  County  of  Argyll  at  £1,293. 
These  piers  are  very  lucrative ;  and  to 
complain  because  li.  a  day  is  to  be 
levied  for  the  putting  up  of  a  semaphore 
signal  seems  to  me  most  absurd.  There 
was  one  point  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Argyllshire  which 
has  my  entire  sympathy — ^namely,  the 
fact  that  the  whole  of  the  piers  on  the 
Clyde  have  not  been  scheduled.  In  my 
humble  opinion,  thev  ought  all  of  them 
to  have  been  scheduled;  but  when  I 
look  at  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  I  find 
that,  under  them,  the  Pilot  Board  have 
the  right  to  take  in,  not  only  the  piers 
scheduled,  but  all  the  other  piers  on  the 
Clyde ;  so  that  all  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  asks  for  is  included  in  the 
Bill.  [Colonel  Malcolm  dissented.]  I 
see  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
shakes  his  head ;  but  the  clause  excepts 
Greenock  only,  and  there  is  power,  by  a 
special  Act,  to  compel  the  same  thing  in 
regard  to  that  port.  I  think  the  House 
has  a  right  to  complain  that  what  ou^ht 
to  have  been  a  second  reading  discussion 
— seeing  that  the  objections  which  have 
been  raised  are  not  to  the  details,  but  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill— has  been  de- 
ferred until  this  stage  of  the  measure, 
and  that  it  should  now  be  attempted,  on 
inaccurate  information,  to  throw  out  the 
measure,  especially  after  all  the  heavy 
charges  which  have  been  incurred  by 
the    Clyde    Trustees    and    the    Pilot 
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Board  in  promoting  the  Bill.  lOries  0/ 
"  Divide ! "]  I  have  no  desire  to  take 
up  more  of  the  time  of  the  House  than 
is  necessary,  because  I  know  that  the 
prolongation  of  the  debate  may  have  the 
effect  of  blocking  the  Crofters'  Bill, 
which  is  of  much  more  importance  to 
Scotland  than  this  measure  ;  but,  on 
behalf  of  the  important  interests  oon- 
oeraed,  I  feel  compelled  to  say  that  it  is 
quite  as  necessary  this  signalling  power 
should  be  given  to  the  pier-masters  as 
that  you  should  provide  signalling  power 
at  the  railway  stations.  We  have  a 
number  of  Oompantes  and  steamers 
competing  with  each  other,  all  trying  to 
get  nrst  to  the  pier ;  and  the  pier-masters 
ought  to  hAve  some  measure  to  indicate 
which  is  to  reach  the  pier  first,  and  be 
berthed.  Of  course  this  is  of  impor- 
tance to  the  vessels  themselves,  because 
the  first  in  usually  gets  the  passengers ; 
but  hence  arises  the  necessity  of  taking 

{)recautions  to  prevent  the  destruction  of 
ife  and  property. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided ;— Ayes  200 ;  Noes 
100 :  Majority  100.— (Div.  list,  No.  46.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

QUESTIONS. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE -- OFFICIAL 
RETURNS  OF  EXPORTS  AND  IM- 
PORTS. 

Me.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  If  the  attention  of  the 
President  has  been  called  to  the  recent 
Eesolntion  of  the  Associated  Chamber  of 
Commerce  as  to  the  s^ious  errors  which 
occur  in  the  ofEcial  !Retums  of  the  de- 
scription, place  of  origin,  and  destination 
of  goods  imported  into  and  exported  from 
the  United  Kingdom ;  and,  if  it  is  pos- 
sible for  directions  to  be  giyen  that  Ke- 
iurns  shall  in  future  be  made  out  more 
fully  and  accurately,  and  especially  as 
regards  the  nature,  place  of  origin,  and 
destination  within  the  United  Kingdom 
of  all  articles  imported  from  foreign 
countries  in  a  manufactured  or  partly 
manufactured  state  ? 

The  SECEETART  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 

/)r,  Clark 


The  Board  of  Trade  haye  receiyed  a 
copy  of  the  Besolution  of  the  Assomated 
Chambers  of  Commerce  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member;  but  they  haye  re- 
ceived no  representations  as  to  the  exist- 
ence of  the  alleged  errors  in  theBetoins. 
I  may  say,  however,  that  the  Board  vill 
be  glad  of  any  suggestions  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  Keturns  which  the 
Committee,  mentioned  in  the  Beaolution, 
may  make ;  and  would  then  submit  Uiem 
for  consideration  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Bepresentatives  of  tho  Board  of  Titde 
and  Customs,  which  annually  reTisaatiie 
classifications  in  the  Betums. 

GENERAL  ELECTION,  1886^-CHABiG«3 
OF  BBTURNING  OFFICEBS  (SOOT- 
LAND). 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  Slate  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Why  Section  11  of  tiie— 

"  Return  of  Charges  made  to  Candidates  at 
the  late  General  Election  in  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  by  Retundng  Officers  *' 

has  not  been  filled  up  in  that  portion  of 
tlie  Beturn  regarding  Scotia&d;  uid,  if 
an  amended  Beturn  will  be  published, 
giving  the  required  informatioii  kt 
Scotland  ? 

Toe  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stuaet-Wortlky)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  (who  replied)  said,  thfire 
were  only  three  cases  in  ScoUand  ariaiag 
out  of  the  General  Election  of  18S6  ii 
which  the  Betuming  Officers'  expentts 
were  taxed — namely,  Edinburgh,  South 
Division,  where  the  amount  charged  was 
reduced  by  nearly  £4  ;  Linlithgowshiie 
by  about  £24 ;  and  Caithness-shire  bj 
£83  48.  Id.  No  doubt,  the  Beturn  ought 
to  have  shown  in  column  10  the  amount 
charged,  and  in  column  11  the  amount 
ultimately  paid.  He  understood  colnom 
10  of  last  year's  Beturn  showed  the 
amount  ultimately  paid.  It  seemed  Ast 
the  practice  followed  in  making  that 
Beturn  had  been  continued  in  respect  of 
this  Beturn,  notwithstanding  that  the 
passing  of  the  Beturning  Officers'  (Scot- 
land) Act,  1886,  had  intervened.  InAe 
case  of  a  Beturn  of  this  magnitude,  he 
could  not  promise  a  re-issue;  bnthe 
could  have  the  corrected  pages  cirra- 
lated,  if  the  hon.  Member  nressedforii 
He  hoped  he  would  notthinik  it  worth  the 
expense.  He  had  taken  measuree  to 
ensure  that  the  Betums  should  be  pro- 
perly filled  up  in  future, 
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Bcientioas  motives,  the  lonajiin  of  wbich 
it  would  be  difficidt  to  ascertain. 


TACX3INATI0N  ACT&-0A8B  OP  JAMES 
BAMPOED. 

Mr.  PIOTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  James  Bamf  ord  was 
sentenced  by  the  magistrates  of  Newport 
Pagnell,  on  or  about  10  February,  to  28 
days'  imprisonment  in  Northampton  Gaol 
for  refusal  to  have  his  two  children  vac- 
cinated ;  whether  two  of  the  magistrates 
on  the  bench  were  clergymen ;  whether 
James  Bamf  ord  wasarrested  at  his  work  in 
Kettering,  and  handcuffad ;  whether  the 

Eractioe  of  handcuffing  in  such  cases  has 
een  condemned  by  successive  Home 
Secretaries;  whether  Bamf  ord  is  sub- 
jected in  gaol  to  precisely  the  same  treat- 
ment as  if  he  had  been  condemned  for 
theft  or  assault;  and,  whether  he  will 
consider  the  practicability  of  making 
some  discrimination  in  prison  treatment 
between  ordinary  criminals  and  con- 
scientious recalcitrants  against  the  Yac- 
cination  Laws  ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  James 
Bamford  was  on  the  2nd  of  February 
sentenced  to  pay  a  fine  for  not  comply- 
ing with  an  order  of  the  Justices  to  have 
his  two  children  vaccinated.  In  default  of 
payment  he  was  committed  to  prison  for 
two  consecutiye  periods  of  14  days.  Two  of 
the  magistrates  were  clergymen.  Bam- 
ford was  arrested  in  the  street  at  Ket- 
tering. He  voluntarily  accompanied  the 
Eolice  officer  to  the  station,  and  was  not 
andcuffed.  He  was  there  met  by  an 
officer  of  the  Bucks  Oonstabulary,  who 
thought  it  necessary  to  put  a  handcuff 
on  his  left  hand,  as  the  prisoner  was  a 
youn^  and  active  man,  and  had  left 
Buckinghamshire  to  evade  service  of  the 
summons.  It  has  been  the  opinion  of 
the  Home  Office  for  some  time  that  hand- 
cuffing should  not  be  used  unless  there 
is  fair  ground  for  supposing  that  either 
violence  may  be  used  or  an  escape  at- 
tempted. Bamford's  treatment  in  this 
ease  has  not  been  the  same  as  it  might 
have  been  if  he  had  been  convicted  of 
theft  or  assault.  He  has  not  been 
"  tasked  "  or  put  to  hard  labour  of  any 
kind.  It  is  true  that  this  is  the  second 
proceeding  against  Bamford  for  non- 
compliance with  the  Vaccination  Acts. 
I  do  not  see  my  way  to  modify  the 
prison  treatment  of  a  nerson  who  has 
disobeyed  the  law  on  tne  ground  that 
such  disobedience  proceeded  from  con- 


ABULTERATION    ACTS  —  LICENSED 
VICTUALLERS— WEST^UNSTEK. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 
sity) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  recent  pro- 
secutions of  Licensed  Victuallers  in 
Westminster  for  breaches  of  the  Adul- 
teration Acts;  whether  such  prosecu- 
tions resulted  in  conviction  ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  record  of  such  convictions  was 
laid  before  the  Justices  at  the  Licensing 
Sessions  held  at  the  Guildhall,  West- 
minster, on  the  1st  March ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  give  instructions  that 
full  information  as  to  licensed  pre- 
mises shall  be  sent  from  the  various 
Police  Courts  of  the  Metropolis  to  the 
Justices  acting  at  such  Licensing  Ses- 
sions? 

The  SECEETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  It  is 
the  fact  that  there  have  recently  been 
prosecutions  of  Licensed  Victuallers  at 
Westminster  and  other  Oourts,  and 
many  of  such  prosecutions  have  re- 
sulted in  convictions.  A  list  of  con- 
victions is  not  submitted  to  the  Licens- 
ing Justices  by  the  officials  of  the 
Court ;  but  it  is  usual  for  the  solicitor 
to  the  Board  of  Inland  Bevenue  to 
furnish  an  account  of  such  proceedings 
to  the  LSoensing  Justices'  derk,  who, 
moreover,  if  authorized  by  a  Justice, 
has  power  to  inspect,  without  fee  or 
reward,  the  Register  of  Convictions, 
which  is  kept  at  every  Court.  Full  in- 
formation as  to  such  convictions  is  also 
fiven  by  the  police  to  the  Licensing 
ustioes.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
do  not  think  it  necessary  for  me  to  issue 
instructions  such  as  my  hon.  Friend 
suggests,  which  would  entail  much 
additional  labour  on  the  clerks  to  the 
police-courts. 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE  IN  ENG- 
LAND  — SCOTCH  CASES  — •*  JONES  v. 
SCOTTISH  ACCIDENT  INSURANCE 
COMPANY." 

Sir  EOBEET  FOWLER  rix)ndon) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  case 
of  '' Jones  r.  The  Scottish  Accident  In- 
surance Company  Limited,"  reported  in 
volume  17  of  the  Law  Iteporis,  Queen's 
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Benoh  DiTieion,  pase  421,  where  Mr. 
Justice  Day  deoided  that  the  plaintifF 
was  unable  to  take  proceedings  in  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  in  England,  be- 
cause the  Company  had  its  domicile  or 
bead  office  in  Edinburgh,  out  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  High  Court,  and 
which  judgment  was  confirmed  on  ap- 
peal; and  whether  he  will  propose 
legislation  on  the  subject  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (lele  of  Wight) :  I 
am  acquainted  with  the  decision  referred 
to  in  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 
The  rights  of  persons  and  Companies 
domiciled  in  Scotland  and  Irelana  to  be 
exempt  from  the  liability  to  be  sued  in 
the  Hif^h  Court  in  England  was  made 
the  subject  of  special  provision  at  the 
time  of  the  passing  of  the  Judicature 
Acts.  I  find  that  all  the  Scotch  Insur- 
ranee  Companies,  including  the  Com* 
pany  in  question,  issuing  policies  in 
England,  are  now  willing  to  be,  and 
are,  in  fact,  sued  in  England ;  and  I 
think  there  is  no  necessity  for  further 
legislation. 

PRISONS  (lEELAND)— SALARIES  OP 
OFFICIALS. 

Me.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  with  regard  to  the 
Proposed  increase  to  the  salaries  of  the 
risn  prison  officials,  What  grades  are 
to  be  excluded,  and  for  what  reason ; 
and,  whether  the  increase  will  be  in 
proportion  to  their  former  pay,  or  on 
what  basis  is  it  to  be  calculated  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said:  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  proposed  scheme  of 
increase  of  salary  of  the  Irish  prison 
officials  does  not  include  deputy  go- 
yemors,  chief  warders,  clerks,  female 
officers,  or  officers  in  the  Convict  De- 
partment, these  cases  not  having  been 
included  in  the  recommendation  of  the 
Royal  Commission.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary has  already  stated  that  the  increase 
is  not  a  proportional  one ;  but  it  would 
be  impossible  to  give  the  details  within 
the  limits  of  an  answer  to  a  Question. 

LONDON  COAL  AND  WINE  DUTIES 
CONTINUANCE  BILL. 

Mb.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex,  Uxbridge)  asked  the  Chairman  of 

Sir  i:ob.rt  Fiickr 


the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther, in  the  event  of  the  clauses  he  pro- 
mises to  propose  and  support,  by  which 
a  proportionate  share  of  the  Wine 
and  Coal  Duties  are  to  be  secured  to 
the  outer  Metropolitan  area,  not  bang 
adopted  by  the  Committee  on  the  Bill, 
he  will  vote  against  and  oppose  its 
third  reading  ? 

Thb  chairman  (Sir  Jambi 
M'Gabel  Hooo)  (Middlesex,  Hcvnsey): 
Mr.  Speaker:  I  am  surprised  thai  my 
hon.  Friend  should  have  ieLt  it  neces- 
sary to  ask  this  Question^  after  tin 
pledge  given  in  my  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Paddington  (Mr. 
Lionel  Cohen)  on  Thursdi^  last  I 
need  hardly  say  that  it  is  mj  intentioa 
fully  to  CArry  out  tiiis  pledge.  I  do 
not  anticipate  the  contingency  to  which 
my  hon.  Friend  refers ;  Imt  if  the 
clauses  in  question  are  not  adopted  by 
the  Committee  on  the  Bill,  it  would  be 
my  duty  to  bow  to  the  Committee's  de- 
cision. 

Me.  DIXON-HARTLAND:  After 
the  answer  I  have  received  from,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet,  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  when  the  Bill  is  brouglrt 
forward  I  shall  move  that  it  be  rsad 
this  day  six  months. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  —  STKAM  TUG 
OFF  MUMBLES  HEAD. 

Mb.  MACLURE  (Lancashire,  8£, 
Stratford)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  &e 
Admiralty,  If  his  attention  was  not 
called,  in  Jannary  last,  by  Mr.  A.  J. 
Lambert^  to  the  suggestion  that  a  steam 
tag  should  be  stationed  at  i^e  Mumbles 
Head  for  the  purpose  of  saving  life  «m1 
property  daring  bad  weather;  and,  whe- 
ther, considering  the  offer  to  Min^y  coal 
for  such  a  steams  gratis,  he  will  (n4er 
the  experiment  to  be  made  ? 

Thb  first  LORD  (Lord  €hn)Mi 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Biding) :  Ai« 
though  the  Admiralty  would  be  at  aU 
times  desirous  of  sending  any  Toeael  that 
was  available  to  the  assistance  at  a  ship 
in  distress,  the  suggestion  offered  fay  Mr. 
Lambert  is  one  that  is  outside  their  pro- 
irince,  and  is  a  matter  rather  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Board  of  Trads 
than  the  Admiralty.  I  uaderetaiid  that, 
with  the  view  of  facilitating  Gtovera- 
meat  co*operation,  certain  gendemsn 
have  undertaken  to  provide  gratuttooaJy 
the  coal  necessary  for  suoh  a  vessel; 
and  I  assume  that  they  would  be  ready 
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to  give  that  help  to  any  publio  or  local 
body  that  can  provide  the  tug  required. 

LABOUBERS'  (IRELAND)  ACTS  —  LA- 
BOUREES'  COTTAGES,  00.  LIMEBIOK. 

Mb.  W.  ABEAHAM  (Limerick,  W.} 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  the  Official 
Arbitrator  will  visit  Newcastle  next, 
County  Limerick,  to  receive  evidence  re- 
specting the  value  of  the  plots  selected 
as  sites  for  labourers'  cottages  in  that 
Union,  in  order  that  the  labourers  may 
derive  some  advantage  from  the  culti- 
vation of  the  plots  this  year  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  siud,  the  Arbi- 
trator haa  been  appointed  and  will  visit 
Newoaeile  when  the  Clerk  of  the  Union 
had  published  the  necessary  advertise- 
ment, and  taken  the  other  preliminary 
steps. 

LAW   AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  —  A3- 

DUcrrioN  OP  ethel  roe. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  G-aseral  for  Ireland,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  abduc- 
tion of  Ethel  Boe,  a  Protestant  girl  of 
13,  and  a  ward  in  Chancery,  Arom  her 
grandmother's  house  in  Pembroke  Road, 
Dublin,  on  the  19th  February;  and, 
what  steps  it  is  proposed  to  take  to  bring 
her  again  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery  ? 

Mb.  H.  J.  GILL  (limerick)  :  Before 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
answers  that  Qnestiim,  I  would  wish  to 
ask  him  this  supplementary  one  —if  he 
is  aware  that  Ethd  Boe  was  with  her 
mother  in  Belgium,  and  brought  up  as  a 
Bomaa  CathoUo  until  she  was  about  nine 
years  of  age ;  if  he  is  aware  that  she 
was  allow^  by  her  mother  to  go  under 
the  oare  of  her  grandmother  in  Dublin, 
on  the  understanding  that  her  religion 
should  not  be  tampered  with ;  if  he  is 
aware  tluit  she  is  now  with  her  mother 
again  of  her  own  freewill,  haying  written 
a  letter  to  that  effect,  in  which  lE^e  stated 
that  she  was  being  brought  up  by  her 
grandmother  to  execrate  the  religion  in 
which  she  believed;  and  if  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  state  which 
he  considers  the  more  natural  guardian 
of  a  child  —  a  mother  or  a  grand* 
mother  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  iob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
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versity):  I  am  not  aware  of  any  of  ths 
matters  to  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
referred.  In  reference  to  the  Question 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  seen  in  the 
newspapers  the  statement  as  to  the  dis- 
appearance of  Ethel  Roe,  a  ward  of  the 
i^glish  Court  of  Chancery,  from  her 
grandmother's  house,  last  month;  and 
I  am  aware  that  the  matter  has  been 
brought  by  the  grandmother  to  the 
notice  of  the  police,  who  are  prosecuting 
inquiries  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  if  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  letter  which  appeared  in  7%e 
Freetnan^e  Journal  of  the  1st  of  March 
last,  written  from  Metz,  Germany ;  and, 
whether  he  has  any  reason  to  doubt  the 
authenticity  of  that  letter  ? 

Mb.  JOHNSTON:  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle* 
man  if  he  is  not  aware  that  this  girl 
has  been  attending  church  and  Snnday- 
school  in  Dublin;  and,  if  it  has  not 
been  generally  believed  in  Dublin  that 
the  letter  referred  to  is  a  forgery  ? 

Mb.  HOLMES:  I  am  not  aware  of 
the  matters  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
refers.  I  have  read  the  letter  in  The 
Freeman^ i  Journal;  but,  beyond  the  cir- 
cumstance that  the  style  is  singularly 
matured  for  the  composition  of  a  girl  of 
13,  I  have  no  information  as  to  its 
authenticity. 

Mb.  H.  J.  GILL :  I  beg  to  inform  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

CIVIL    SERVICE  WRITERS-THE    DE- 
PARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther he  will  giro  the  names  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Departmental  Committee 
who  inquired  into  the  grievances  of  the 
Civil  Service  writers;  whether  any 
representative  of  the  writers  was  nomi- 
nated to  serve  on  the  Committee ;  what 
offices  were  visited  ;  whether  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  was  based  chiefly  on 
the  evidence  supplied  by  permanent 
officials  who  are  in  receipt  of  large 
salaries ;  and,  whether  he  will  state  the 
specific  points  into  which  the  Committee 
was  ordered  to  inquire,  and  what  were 
the  points  of  the  queries  addressed  by 
the  Committee  to  the  chief  officials  of 
the  different  Departments  f 
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TheOH  ANCELLOR  op  thb  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Ooschsit)  (St.  Goorge's, 
Hanorer  Square)  in  reply,  said,  hie  Deal 
answer  was  tiiat  he  would  lar  the  Be* 
port  of  the  Oommittee  before  the  Houae. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  asked 
Mr.  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther, in  yiew  of  the  acknowledfi;ment  in 
the  Treasury  Minute  on  '^Oivu  Senrioe 
Writers"  just  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment, that  one-third  of  the  number  of 
** writers"  employed  are  engaged  on 
work  of  a  "higher  order"  than  that 
for  which  they  were  intended,  he  would 
have  instructions  given  to  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Oommissiooers  to  suspend  any  con- 
templated examinations  for  Lower  Divi- 
sion clerkships  until  the  legitimate 
claims  of  deserving  '^  writers  "  are  met 
by  promotion  to  the  permanent  estab- 
Hehment  ? 

The  ohancellor  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Gosohbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Sauare)  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
Treasury  Minute  recommended  that  in 
special  oases  writers  of  admitted  merit 
might  be  promoted  to  clerkships  in  the 
Lower  Division,  and  that  recommenda- 
tion would  be  carried  out.  He  was  not 
prepared  to  say  that  all  examinations 
for  Lower  Division  clerkships  should  be 
suspended  in  the  meantime.  The  writers 
were  at  present  free  to  compete  for  clerk- 
ships in  the  Lower  Division ;  and,  more- 
over, they  were  allowed  to  compete  up  to 
an  affe  five  years  in  advance  of  the  cordi- 
nary  limit.  Li  this  way  they  had  already 
an  avenue  to  the  Lower  Division.  While 
he  was  anxious  to  satisfy  the  fair  claims  of 
the  writers  to  promotion,  the  educational 
standard  of  the  Lower  Division  must  be 
kept  up.  It  had  been  the  polioy  of  the 
House  to  see  that  the  efficiency  of  the 
Civil  Ser?ioe  should  be  maintained  by  ad- 
hering to  certain  educational  standards, 
which  it  would  not  be  well  to  break  down 
by  the  unrestricted  admission  of  writers. 

BANKRUPTCY  COURT  (IRELAND)- 
UNCLAIMED  DIVIDENDS. 
Mr.  P.  MCDONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whe 
ther  the  Lish  Bankruptcy  Court  and 
the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  refuse  public 
aocess  to  the  List  of  Unclaimed  Divi- 
dmids;  whether  the  Irish  Bankruptcy 
Judges  have  given  any  instructions  to 
the  officials  of  their  Court  as  to  the 
proper  and  periodic  examination  of  the 
List ;  and,  ii  not,  whether  such  instruc- 


tions will  now  be  givra;  whether  the 
total  amount  of  unclaimed  dividends 
reaches  the  sum  of  £40,000 ;  sad,  what 
means,  if  any,  are  taken  for  the  dae 
payment  of  this  derelict  fund  ? 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (DaUin  Uni- 
versity), in  reply,  said,  tiie  unclaimed 
dividends  in  a  particular  estate  can  be 
aaoertained,  but  that  a  general  examina- 
tion of  these  Lists  was  not  allowed  by 
the  Irish  Bankrupt!^  Court,  or  bj  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasurv.  There  was  a 
yearly  examination;  but  he  was  net 
aware  that  any  specific  instmctiona  had 
been  given  by  the  Judges.  The  total 
amount  was  about  £44,000,  of  which 
about  £34,000  had  been  teanalerred  te 
the  Commissioners  for  the  reduction  of 
the  National  Debt 

FISHERIBS  (SCOTLAND)— THE  TKAWL- 
ING  AT  BALLANTRAE,  ATBSHIRE. 
Mb.  VERNON  (Ayrshire,  8.)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  hardshipa  inflicted 
upon  the  local  fishermen  of  BallaskM^ 
Ayrshire,  whose  industry  is  stated  to 
have  almost  collapsed  owing^  to  die 
operations  of  heavy  English  trawHog 
vessels,  which,  with  their  beam  tmwls, 
destroy  the  fishing  gear  of  the  set  net 
and  long  line  fishermen,  besides  teariog 
up  the  spawning  beds;  and,  whedier 
the  Boara  of  Trade  will  cause  inqoiij 
to  be  made  into  Aeee  allegationB,  and 
also  into  the  feasibility  of  luiving  a  line 
of  demarcation  drawn  within  mudli  it 
shall  not  be  lawful  for  trawlera  to  entsr 
the  Firth  of  ayde? 

TsE  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St 
Andrews  Universities) :  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  this  matter.  As  re- 
gards any  past  ofEenoes  by  destroying 
nets  andUnes,  no  remedy  is  possible  un- 
less the  port  initial  and  registij  num- 
bers of  the  offending  vessels  have  been 
ascertained,  or  they  can  be  crtherwiss 
identified.  If  injury  has  been  do^e  to 
spawning  beds,  the  Fishery  Board  of 
Scotland  has  power  to  restrict  or  pro- 
hibit the  mode  of  fishing  which  cauMS 
the  injury,  and  application  ekonld  be 
made  to  that  Board.  The  Fidmy 
Board,  in  addition  to  this  power,  is 
authorized  to  forbid  fishiug  by  any  par- 
ticular mode  in  any  part  of  the  terri- 
torial waters  for  the  purpose  of  fi«h  cal- 
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sball  commuDicate  with  the  Fishery 
Board  on  the  matter,  for  the  purpose  of 
asoertaiiiiiig  whether  more  effectual  steps 
can  be  taken  to  protect  the  local  fishing 
industry. 

MEKCHANDISE  MAKES  ACT  (1862) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Mb.  H0ULD8  worth  (Manchester, 
N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  If  he  will  hare  any  objection 
to  introduce  into  the  Bill  to  consolidate 
the  Merchandise  Marks  Act  (I862j 
Amettdmrat  Bill  with  the  Act  of  1862 
words  more  fully  and  specifically  to 
describe  the  false  marking  of  lengths, 
widths,  and  weights  of  piece  goods  and 
yams  than  are  to  be  foimd  in  the  Act  of 
1862? 

Thb  8E0RETABY  (Baron  HianitY 
Dk  Woems)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
I  believe  that  Clause  7  of  this  Bill  and 
the  Act  of  1862,  read  together,  as  they 
will  be  in  tiie  Oonsolidating  Bill,  do 
sufficiently  define  '^the  fabe  marking 
of  length,  width,  and  weights  of  piece 
goods  and  yams ; "  bat  if  that  is  shown 
not  to  be  the  case,  I  shall  be  happy  to 
see  whether  the  hon.  Member's  wish 
can  be  met  in  Oommittee,  and,  of  course, 
to  do  so  if  possible. 

THB   CURRENCY— HALP-SOVEREIONS. 

Me.  DIXON-HABTLAND  (Middle- 
sex,  XJzbridge)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Ohanoellor,  Whether,  in  view  <^  the 
fact  that,  at  the  present  moment,  the 
supply  of  half-sovereigns  in  circulation 
is  very  largely  in  excess  of  the  demand, 
as  is  evidenced  by  the  unpreoedentedly 
large  amounts  of  Uiese  coins  held  by  the 
private  and  joint  stock  banks,  he  will 
^ve  iastruetions  to  suspend  thdr  further 
lasue  by  the  Mint  for  the  present  f 

Thb  OHANOELLOB  ojp  thx  EXOHE- 
aUEE  (Mr.  GosoBHf)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  Queen  had  power  to  determine,  by 
Proclamation,  the  denomination  of  coins 
to  be  coined  at  the  Mint.  Apart  from 
that,  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  no  power  to  suspend  the  issue  of 
half-sovereigns.  So  far,  however,  as 
the  Mint  was  concerned,  there  was  no 
fear  of  its  issuing  haK-sovereigns  in 
excess  of  the  demand,  because  it  only 
iaeued  them  when  the  Bank  of  England 
required  a  supply,  and  the  Mint  had  no 

Gwer  to  refuse  such  a  demand.    There 
d  been  no  demand  for  half-sovereigus 


last  year,  and,  consequently,  none  hcd 
been  issued.  He  was  aware  that  the 
half-sovereign  was  a  most  expensive 
coin ;  and  it  was,  therefore,  most  unde- 
sirable that  more  should  be  coined  than 
were  absolutely  required. 

ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  PUBIJC  BE. 
PARTMENTS-COMPUMORY  RETIRE, 
MENTS. 

Me.  MENZIES  (Perthshire,  E.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  it  is  within  the  power 
of  the  Eoyal  Commission  at  present  in- 
quiring into  the  establishment  of  the 
different  Offices  of  State  to  recommend, 
for  the  purpose  of  acceleratiog  promo- 
tion, the  compulsory  retirement  of  all 
Givil  servants  after  a  fixed  period  of 
service ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  fact  that, 
in  the  Admiralty  Civil  servants  have, 
on  completing  40  years'  service,  been 
called  on  to  resign  ? 

The  SECEETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  xes, 
Sir.  There  is  no  restriction  on  the 
power  of  the  Eoyal  Commission  to  make 
any  recommendation  that  they  may 
think  proper  with  a  view  of  increasing 
the  efficiency  of  the  Public  Service.  I 
am  informed  that  there  is  a  rule  at  the 
Admiralty  that  the  Civil  servants  shall 
retire  at  60,  if  they  have  completed  40 
years'  service,  and  it  is  found  to  work 
very  satisfactorily. 

WAR  OFFICE  (ORDNANCE  DEPART- 
MENT)-CONTRACT  FOR  CARTRIDGES 
FOR  QUEENSLAND.  - 

Mb.  HANBUBT  (Preston)  asked  the 
Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance,  Whe» 
ther  the  250,000  cartridges  which  Mes* 
sieurs  Latimer  Clark,  Muirhead,  and 
Company  contracted  to  deliver,  in  equal 
instalments,  on  the  25th  February  and 
the  4th  March,  were  bo  delivered  on 
such  days,  or  on  what  subsequent  days ; 
whether  they  were  all,  or  what  portion 
of  them,  manufactured  at  the  Millwall 
Works  of  Messieurs  Latimer  Clark, 
Muirhead  and  Company,  or  were  sup- 
plied  to  them  from  elsewhere ;  and,  if  so, 
by  whom  were  they  made ;  and,  whe- 
ther, at  the  time  of  the  making  the 
contract,  the  Direct(»>  of  Contracts  was 
aware  that  the  firm  to  whom  he  gave 
the  contract  were  not  manufacturers  of 
cartridges,  and  had  not  the  machinery 
for  such  manufacture  ? 
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Me.  JAMES  STUAET  (Shoreditch. 
Hoxton)  asked,  Whether  thehon.  Qen  tie- 
man  would,  at  the  same  time,  say  whe- 
ther he  was  aware  that  it  was  the  case 
that  Messrs.  Kynooh  of  Birmingham 
had  ezeooted  contracts  wholly  or  in  part 
for  the  British  QoTemment ;  whether  the 
work  had  been  completed  in  the  time 
specified  in  the  contract ;  and  what  pro- 
portion, if  any,  had  been  rejected  for 
bad  work  ? 

Thb  surveyor  general  (Mr. 
Noethcote)  (ExeterJ :  With  regard  to 
the  Question  which  has  just  been  put  to 
me,  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shoreditch  to  put  it  down  on  the  Paper. 
A  delay,  which  the  Superintendent  of 
the  Roval  Laboratory  states  to  have 
been  altogether  unavoidable,  has  oc- 
curred in  supplying  the  contractors 
with  the  necessary  gauges  from  Wool- 
wich. The  result  is  that  no  deliveries 
have  yet  been  made.  Notwithstanding 
this,  I  am  assured  that  the  first  de- 
livery will  be  made  this  week,  and  that 
the  whole  quantity  will  be  completed  by 
the  time  originally  fixed.  The  premises 
have  been  inspected  by  an  official  of  the 
Royal  Laboratory  at  Woolwich.  The 
Superintendent  reports  that  the  car- 
tridges are  being  actually  produced  at 
Millwall.  They  will  be  filled  by  Dyer 
and  Robson,  of  Greenwich.  I  have  al- 
ready explained  to  my  hon.  Friend  that 
this  firm  has  not  before  manufactured 
cartridges  for  the  War  Department, 
and  that  this  order  is  a  trial  one.  I 
shall  be  happy,  if  he  wishes  it,  to  show 
him  the  Papers  on  the  subject,  which 
will,  I  think,  satisfy  him  that  the  War 
Office  had  received  full  assurance  that 
the  firm  were  in  a  position  to  take  the 
order. 

Me.  DE  LISLE  (Leicestershire, Mid): 
Were  the  caps  also  manufactured  by 
this  firm? 

Me.  NORTHOOTE  :  I  will  ascertain 
for  my  hon.  Friend. 

ARMY     (MANUFACTURIKO     DEPART- 
MENT)  — STEEL    FOR   PROJECTILES 
AT  ROYAL  LABORATORY. 
Me.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  How  long  has  the  casting  of  steel 
required  for  projectiles  been  in  opera- 
tion at  the  Royal  Laboratory ;  whether 
it  is  true  that  a  second  furnace  has  been 
recently  erected  there  for  that  purpose ; 
and,  whether  the  undertaking  giyen  re* 


cently  by  him  in  regard  to  steel  forgings 
will  be  made  to  apply  equally  to  the 
steel  required  for  shells  and  all  otiier 
purposes  in  the  various  Army  Manofae- 
turing  Departments  ? 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr, 
E.  Staithopb)  (Lincdnshire,  Horn- 
castle):  Steel  for  projectiles  was  first 
cast  in  the  Royal  Laboratory  in  the 
financial  year  1885-6.  The  expenditure 
for  this  purpose  was  authorized  on 
Januaxy  20,  1885.  The  second  furnace 
was  commenced  about  the  middle  of  the 
year  1886,  provision  having  been  made 
in  the  Estimates  of  1886-7.  The  under- 
takmg  g^yen  by  me  a  few  days  ago  as 
to  the  trade  appHed  only  to  steel  forgings, 
and  was  in  redemption  of  expectations 
previoudy  held  out,  but  only  partially 
fulfilled.  I  may  take  this  opportunity  ot 
correcting  an  answer  made  by  me  as  to 
the  furnaces  recently  erected  for  steel 
forgings.  The  furnace  mentioned  by 
me  as  capable  of  producing  six-ton  in- 
gots can  reaUy  produce  ingots  up  to  10 
tons.  But  the  larger  furnace  of  15  tons 
is  not  completed,  and  there  is  no  inten- 
tion of  doing  so  at  the  present  time. 

EDUCATION  (SCIENCE  AND   ABT  DE- 

PARTMENT)— REGULATIONS   AS    TO 

DRAWING. 

Me.  HOULDSWORTH  (Manchester, 
N.  W.)  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Oommittee  of  Council  on  Education, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  a  strict  en- 
forcement of  the  Regulation  jost  issued 
by  the  Science  and  Art  Department,  to 
the  effect  that  ^'elementaiy  or  rough 
works"  in  drawing  ''will  not  be  con- 
sidered in  making  the  awards  for  pay- 
ments on  results,"  will  entail  serious 
loss  of  income  to  yarious  schools  throne- 
out  the  countxy ;  and,  whether,  haring 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  time  inter- 
vening between  the  date  of  the  Qreolar 
and  the  period  when  the  drawings  hate 
to  be  sent  in  is  not  more  than  a  month, 
he  will  consent  to  postpone  the  action  of 
the  New  Rule  till  next  year? 

Thb  vice  PRESIDENT  (Kr  Wii> 
LiAM  Habt  Dtke)  (Kent,  Dartford),  in 
reply,  said,  it  was  never  int^ided  that 
the  payment  on  results  at  schools  diould 
be  diminished  this  year  by  the  issue  of 
the  Rules  contained  in  the  Oiz«ii2ar; 
and  as  some  misapprehension  seemed  to 
be  entertained  in  regard  to  it,  he  thought 
it  best  at  once  to  give  a  guarantee  i&b, 
so  far  as  this  question  was  concerned, 
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no  action  should  be  taken  in  regard 
to  it  until  the  next  examination  was 
over. 

EVICTIONS     (IRELAND)  -OARMOKMA. 
CROSS  UNION. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
Oarrickmacross  Board  of  Guardians  re- 
ceived notice  at  their  last  meeting  of 
the  intention  of  Mr.  Shirley,  a  landlord 
within  that  union  area,  to  evict  forth- 
with 36  of  his  tenants ;  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  nearly  all  of  those  tenants 
about  to  be  evicted  had  offered  to  pay 
from  one  to  two  years'  rent  each  beibre 
proceedings  for  eviction  were  instituted, 
and  that  such  offers  were  refused  by  Mr. 
Shirley  \  and,  whether  the  Oovemment 
will  take  any  steps  to  stay  these  evic- 
tions, at  all  events  until  after  the  intro- 
duction of  the  promised  legislation  on 
the  Land  Question,  based  on  the  Eeport 
of  the  Cowper  Commission? 

Thb  AraORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
veraity)(who  replied)  said,  that  36  notices 
of  ejectment  had  been  served,  but  as  the 
Question  only  appeared  on  the  Paper 
that  morning,  he  had  not  been  able  to 
ascertain  who  was  the  landlord.  He  had 
no  means  of  ascertaining  the  informa- 
tion asked  for  in  the  second  portion  of 
the  Question. 
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between  different  branches  of  expendi- 
ture, somewhat  on  the  lines  suggested 
by  my  hon.  Friend. 

THE  QUEEN'S  JUBILEE  CELEBRA. 
TION— COMMISSIONS  TO  THE  ARMY 
AND  NAVY. 

Sir  SAMUEL  WIL80N(Port8mouth) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  will  consider  the  question 
of  granting,  in  the  Jubilee  year,  any 
Commissions  to  the  Warrant  Officers  of 
the  Eoyal  Navy,  and  to  the  Non-Oom- 
missioned  Officers  of  the  Army  ? 

Thb  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle) : 
The  ffrant  of  Commissions  must  depend 
on  the  vacancies  occurring;  and  pro- 
vision is  already  made  for  the  promo- 
tion of  as  many  Warrant  and  Non- 
Commissioned  Officers  as  is  considered 
desirable.  It  would  not  be  for  the 
public  good  to  increase  the  number 
on  account  of  an  event  unconnected 
with  military  service.  I  understand 
from  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
that  the  same  view  is  held  with  regard 
to  the  Navy. 


ARMY   ESTIMATES-DIVISION   INTO 
ANNUAL  AND  PERMANENT. 

Sib  henry  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War»  Whether  he  has  considered  the 
question  of  dividing  the  Army  Estimates 
into  two  portions,  with  a  view  of  speci- 
fying in  one  portion  the  annual  require- 
menXa  for  the  maintenance  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Forces  during  the  year,  and  in 
the  other  portion  the  expenditure  on 
works  of  a  permanent  character,  such  as 
barracks  and  fortifications;  and,  whether 
he  will  be  able  to  take  any  step  in  the 
direction  of  such  a  division  in  intro- 
ducing the  regular  Estimates  for  the 
present  year? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.Stanhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
The  Memorandum  on  the  Army  Esti- 
mates, which  will  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  immediately,  does  distinguish 


THB  EXHIBITION  OP  1861— LANDED 
PROPERTY  HELD  BY  THE  COMMIS- 
SIONERS— AMOUNT  MORTGAGED  TO 
GREENWICH  HOSPITAL. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
What  is  the  amount  of  the  acreage  of 
the  land  held  by  the  Commissioners  of 
the  Exhibition  of  1851,  which  is  mort- 
gaged to  the  Oreenwich  Hospital  for 
£  140,000 ;  and,  whether  anyproposal  has 
been  made  to  free  seyeral  acres  of  this 
property  from  the  liabilities  of  the 
mortgage,  without  any  reduction  in  its 
amount  ? 

Thb  first  LORD  rLord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  The 
acreage  of  the  land  held  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  Exhibition  of  1851, 
now  included  in  the  mortgage  to  (Green- 
wich Hospital,  is  about  33  acres.  No 
proposal  has  been  received  at  the  Admi- 
ralty to  free  any  portion  of  this  property 
from  the  liabilities  of  the  mortgage 
without  any  reduction  in  the  amount  of 
the  loan.  Of  the  loan  to  the  Commis- 
sioners for  the  Exhibition  of  1851  the 
sum  outstanding  is  £135,199  15^  llA 
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THE  CONTRACT  SYSTEM  OF  THE  AD- 
MIRALTY—THE ROYAL  COMMISSION 
—  IRREGULAR  PUBLICATION  OF 
EVIDENCE. 

Mr.  BYRON  REED  (Bradford,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  publication  in  The  T%m$$  of  what 
purport  to  be  extracts  irom  the  evidence 
giyen  before  the  Contracts  Oommission ; 
whether  these  extracts  are  correct ;  and, 
whether  he  can  explain  how  that  journal 
obtained  the  eridence  which  has  not  yet 
been  circulated  amongst  Members  of 
this  House? 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Forwood) 
(Lancashire,  Ormskirk) :  In  reply  to  the 
Question  of  my  hon.  Friend,  my  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  publication. 
The  few  extracts  furnished  to  The  Times 
from  the  evidence  are  of  an  ex  parte 
character,  and  do  not  convey  the  effect 
of  the  large  body  of  evidence  placed 
before  the  Committee.  In  answer  to 
the  last  portion  of  the  Question,  I,  at 
the  urgent  request  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Wolverhampton  (Sir  William 
Plowdejn),  more  than  once  preferred, 
eonsented  to  his  confidentially  reading 
the  Report;  and  I  have  to  ask  your 
permission,  and  that  of  the  House,  to 
read  some  correspondence  I  have  had 
with  that  hon.  Gentleman,  which,  I 
think,  will  clearly  show  how  the  evidence 
came  to  be  made  public.  On  Friday, 
the  4th  of  March,  I  received  the  follow- 
ing letter: — 

'*  House  of  Commona,  March  4,  1887.— 
Dear  Sir, — Referring  to  our  conyersation  of 
last  night,  I  sihall  be  at  the  Admiralty  to-mor- 
row momuig  at  11,  and  shall  be  glad  to  see 
the  proof  of  the  Report  on  Contracts,  which 
Tou  were  good  enough  to  say  I  might  look  at. 
Will  you  give  the  neces^iry  instructions  P 
Yours  faithfully,  W.  Plowden." 

On  Saturday,  the  5th,  the  hon.  Member 
called  at  the  Admiralty,  and  was  shown 
the  Beport  and  the  evidence  on  which  it 
was  based.  After  seeing  the  Eeport  in 
The  Timee  I  wrote  yesterday  to  the  hon. 
Member — 

"Admiralty,  Mardi  7,  1887.  Dear  Sir,— 
When  you  asked  me  on  Thursday  for  a  copy 
of  the  Report  of  the  Contracts  Committee,  I 
stated  that  until  it  was  presented  to  the  House 
I  could  not  furnish  you  with  one,  but  that  yon 
might  peruse  it  at  my  Office  as  a  confidential 
communication.  Accordingly,  on  Saturday,  my 
private  secretary  informs  me  that  he  placed  it 
before  you,  and  that,  with  his  permission,  you 
took  the  print  of   the  evidence  away.    This 


morning  I  notice  an  article  on  the  sa^ect  in 
The  Timetf  with  copious  extracts  from  the  eri- 
denoe.  As  the  copy  givoi  to  you  was  the  only 
complete  copy  of  the  eTidenoe  pabliihBd,  I  am 
constrained  to  believe  it  most  bftve  been  mad 
for  the  purpose  of  these  eztzacts.  Havmg 
asked  you  to  regard  the  matter  as  confidentjal, 
I  feel  that  I  have  a  right  to  iaqnire  if  yoa  oaa 
throw  any  light  upon  ibu  commnniimtion  to  the 
Press.  As  you  were  informed  on  Saturday,  and 
as  the  article  states,  the  Papers  were  only  laid 
before  the  House  in  dummy,  pen£ng  their 
receipt  from  the  printers.  Very  renMetfoHy 
yours,  A.  B.  Fokwood. — Sir  W*  FI»w4bb, 
K.C.8.I.,  M.P." 

To  which  I  received  a  reply  as  folknrs:— 

^  House  of  Commons,  March  7,  1867,  4.11 
p.m.  Dear  Sir,— I  beg  to  reply  to  your  letter 
of  to*day,  whi<^  has  just  boeoi  jilaeed  is  my 
hands.  On  visiting  the  Admiralty  on  Satur- 
day I  was  permitted  to  read,  and  to  take  notes 
of,  the  Report  on  Contracts.  I  was  told  it  was 
confidential,  and  as  such  I  have  regarded  it. 
But  with  r^^axd  to  the  evidonoe  eepuBfeofroa 
the  Report,  which  vras  given  to  me  amzately 
from  the  Report,  I  did  not  understand  it  to  be 
confidential.  On  the  oontrary,  the  gentleraan 
who  gave  it  me  gave  me  permiMion  to  take  it 
away,  which  he  refused  to  permit  in  the  case  of 
the  Report,  and  he  added  words  wfaidi  im- 
pressed me  with  the  public  character  ol  the 
evidence,  saving,  '  We  do  not  care  about  it.' 
If  I  had  understood  for  a  moment  the  evidence 
was  of  the  same  confidential  ohaiacter  as  the 
Report;  it  would  have  been  treated  by  me  witii 
the  same  reserve.  I  have  had  no  communica- 
tion with  The  Times  or  its  staff  on  the  matter ; 
but  as,  after  looking  it  over,  I  |;ave  die  evi- 
dence to  a  friend,  it  is  quite  possible  tUs  Cosy 
of  the  evidence,  which  I  gather  from  von  b  Um 
only  one  given  out,  may  have  famiilied  the 
extracts  in  The  Timee  of  this  morning.  Toms 
faithfully,  W.  Plowdbk.— A.  B.  Forwood, 
Esq.,  M.P." 

The  hon.  Member  was  good  enough  to 
enclose  for  my  information  the  following 
letter  he  receiTed  on  Friday,  March  4, 
from  Mr.  H.  C.  Burdett— the  friend  to 
whom,  I  presume,  he  refers  in  his  letter 
of  the  7th — the  day  he  wrote  appoint- 
ing Saturday,  the  5th,  on  whroh  to 
peruse  the  Beport — namely, 

"Dear  Sir  William,-- "Wm  you  oome  over 
here,  as  I  want  to  explain  how  it  wiD  be  easiert 
for  you  to  get  out  the  facta,  and  to  nndentaod 
the  Report  to-monow.  Believe  me,  faitfaf ally 
yours,    H.  C.  Burdett." 

I  am  sorry  the  hon.  Member  cbes  not 
state  what  he  did  with  the  notes  whidi 
he  states  he  took  of  the  Report,  seeing 
that  some  of  the  comments  of  Tke  l^met 
had  reference  to  extracts  hom  the  fie- 
port.  As  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
WolTerhampton  is  not  in  his  place,  it  is 
right  I  shoidd  add  that  I  communicated 
with  him,  and  received  his  assent  to  my 
reading  the  correspondence. 
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TRADE    AND     COMMERCE-INTERNA- 
TIONAL    CONFERENCE      ON      THE 
SUGAR  BOUNTIES. 
Mb.  NORBIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether  negotiations  are  pro- 
gressing with  Foreign  Powers  with  a 
view  to   place  the  sugar  industries  of 
this  country  upon  a  fair  and  reciprocal 
footing  with  regard  to  bounties ;  and, 
if  he  can  hold  out  any  hopes  of  a  mutual 
understanding  being  arriyed  at  ? 

The  under  BECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester,  N.K):  The  position  of  the 
question  of  the  sugar  bounties  has  not 
changed  since  the  statement  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  on  February  17, 
except  that  we  are  inquiring  of  certain 
Governments,  some  of  them  for  the 
second  time,  in  regiard  to  their  willing- 
ness to  ta^e  part  in  a  Conference  on  tne 
subject. 

THE  PUBLIC  SERVICE— RETIRED  PAY 
OR  PENSIONS-THE  RETURN. 

Mb.  CONYBEARB  (Oomwpll,  Cam- 
borne)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, 'When  the  Return  relating  to 
public  servants  at  present  living  on 
retired  payor  pensions,  promised  by  the 
honourable  Member  for  East  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  in  the 
first  Session  of  1886,  will  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  ? 

Thb  secretary  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds),  in  reply,  said,  the  Return  asked 
for  would,  he  was  informed,  cost  nearly 
£800,  and  he  was  very  unwilling  to  en- 
courage and  expand  ue  very  large  ex- 
penditure on  Returns,  especially  when 
the  information  asked  for  was  already 
contained  in  Parliamentary  Papers, 
though  not  in  the  precise  form  desired. 
If  the  hon.  Member  would  speak  to  him 
he  should  be  glad  to  consider  with  him 
if  the  information  he  sought  could  be 
got  in  some  less  costly  form. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  observed  that 
i^hat  the  right  hon.  Member  for  East 
Wolverhampton  promised  the  Secretary 
now  seemed  to  refuse.  However,  he 
would  be  glad  to  confer  with  him. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  under  a  misapprehension .  What 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  E^t  Wolverhampton  promised  was 
mot  a  Betum  so  large  as  that  now  asked 
for. 


POST  OFFICE-PARCEL  POST  TO  NEW 
ZEALAND. 

Mr.  GODSON  (Kidderminster)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  When  will  the 
Parcel  Post  system  be  applied  to  New 
Zealand? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikks)  (Cambridge  University):  The 
Post  Office  made  proposals  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  New  Zealand  for  a  Parcel  Post 
as  far  back  as  December,  1885,  and  the 
negotiations  were  almost  completed  in 
May  of  last  year,  when  the  Government 
of  New  Zealand  decided  to  postpone  any 
such  arrangement  with  this  country  until 
it  had  established  an  Inland  Parcel  Post. 
I  will  again  call  the  attention  of  the 
Government  of  New  Zealand  to  the 
matter,  and  urge  the  completion  of  this 
desirable  arrangement. 

METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OF  WORKS— 
COiraEMNED  BUILDINGS  IN  WHITE- 
CHAPEL. 

Lord  HENRY  BRUOE  (Wilts,  Chip- 
penham)  asked  the  Chairman  of  the 
Metropolitan  Bo^rd  of  Works,  Whether 
the  Bell  Lane  Area  Whitechapel  Union 
has  been  condemned  as  containing  bnild* 
ings  unfit  for  human  habitation,  and  that 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  has 
visited  this  site  more  than  once  and  con- 
demned it ;  is  he  aware  that,  in  answer 
to  a  deputation  of  the  Local  Board  of 
Works  more  Uian  two  years  since,  a 
promiso  was  made  that  the  site  should 
be  dealt  with,  and  nothing  has  been  yet 
done ;  and,  when  the  matter  is  going  to 
be  taken  in  hand  ? 

The  chairman  (Sir  Jambs 
M*Gabeii-Hogg)  (Middlesex,  Homsey) : 
The  area  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord 
has  been  condemned  by  the  Medical 
Officer  of  the  Whitechapel  District,  and 
a  Committee  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
has  inspected  the  site  more  than  once. 
No  resolution  has  yet  been  arrived  at  by 
the  Board;  but  the  Committee,  when 
viewing  the  locality,  expressed  their 
opinion  that  a  scheme  should  at  some 
time  be  prepared  for  it.  A  deputation 
attended  the  Board  on  the  drd  of  July, 
1885 ;  but  there  is  no  record  on  the 
Minutes  of  any  promise  on  the  part  of 
the  Board  to  deal  with  the  site.  I  may 
add  that  the  Board's  reasons  for  not 
dealing  with  the  area  at  present  are 
substantially  that  there  are  other  places 
with  equal  or  superior  claims^  and  that 
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the  Bell  Lane  area  immediately  adjoins 
the  Goulston  Street  and  Flower  and 
Dean  Street  areas,  from  which  more 
than  8,000  persons  have  been  displaced, 
while  the  Oity  Authorities  have  also  dis- 
placed larffe  numbers  of  persons  from 
the  immediate  yioinitj.  The  matter 
will  again  be  considered  in  Uie  course 
of  the  present  year. 

CUSTOMS    (IRELAND)  — OUT-DOOR 
OFPICERS. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.} 
(for  Mr.  Justin  Huntly  McCarthy) 
(Newry)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that,  by  the  Customs 
Hegulations,  permission  to  attend  ez« 
aminations  for  situations  in  other  De- 
partments will  not  be  granted  to  out- 
door officers  of  less  than  two  years' 
approved  service  exclusive  of  probation; 
whether  the  effect  of  this  Rule  is  to  pre- 
vent out-door  officers  from  entering  the 
Excise  or  Lower  Division  Departments ; 
and,  whether,  as  no  such  Bule  is  in 
force  in  any  other  Department  of  the 
Service,  and  considering  that  Customs 
officers  are  the  worst  paid  men  in  the 
Ser?ice,  the  initial  pay  for  the  first  year 
being  only  £55,  me  (Government  see 
their  way  to  altering  the  Hegulation  ? 

Thb  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
8URY  (Mr.  Jacksok)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said,  the  Bule  was  correctly 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member.  It  was 
adopted  in  order  to  obviate  the  iocon- 
venience  caused  to  the  Customs  Service 
by  persons  entering  the  Department 
with  no  intention  of  remaining  in  it. 
To  some  extent  it  might  check  the 
entrance  of  Customs  officers  into  the 
Excise  or  Lower  Division;  but,  in  the 
interests  of  the  Customs  Service,  it  was 
thought  desirable  to  maintain  the  Bule. 

TITHE  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  H.  GABDNEB  (Essex,  Safi&on 
Walden)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  can  give  the 
House  any  information  as  to  the  pro- 
bable date  on  which  the  Government 
intend  to  introduce  into  Parliament  the 
Bill  for  altering  the  mode  of  Levying 
Tithe  in  England  and  Wales,  promised 
in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  ? 

The  FIBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  have 
every  reason  to  hope  that  a  Bill  dealing 
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with  this  Question  will  be  introdnced 
into  the  other  House  <rf  Parliament 
shortly. 

PARUAMBNT— RULES  OF  DEBATE- 
OFFENSIVE  LANGUAGE. 
Mb.  E.  EOBEBTSON  (Dundee):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
the  following  Question,  of  whidi  I  have 
given  him  private  Notice,  namely:— 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go* 
vemment  to  add  to  the  New  Boies  of 
Ftooedure  a  Bule  dealing  with  offensive 
language  used  by  Members  of  this 
House  in  the  course  of  debate ;  and, 
whether  the  two  draft  Bulea  on  tills  aub* 
ject  which  appeared  in  The  THmm  of 
January  28,  together  with  the  oi^er 
Bules,  were  authorized  by  the  Ckyvera- 
ment. 

Thb  FIBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  I  quite 
agree  with  the  view  which  seems  to  be 
implied  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  that  if  there  is  no  an&ozitj 
to  deal  with  offensive  language  used  1^ 
one  Member  to  another,  or  disordeily 
language  in  debate,  then  it  weald  be 
necessary  that  a  Bule  of  that  kind  dbouM 
be  proposed.  But  I  am  informed  that 
the  Ohair  is  already  invested  with  ample 
powers  to  deal  with  offences  of  that  (£a* 
racter.  Therefore,  it  is  not  the  iaton* 
tion  of  the  Government  to  proceed  with 
either  of  the  Bules  to  which  the  bon. 
Member  has  called  my  attention. 

SUPPLY  -  SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTI- 
MATES, 18S6-7  — THE  ARMY  AMP 
NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

Mb.  LABOnCHEBE  (Northamptoa) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  TroMuy, 
To  be  good  enough  to  say  whetlMr  the 
Army  or  Navy  Supplementary  Estimatse 
would  be  taken  on  Thursday  f 

Thb  FIBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  It  is 
our  intention  to  take  both,  Sir.  The 
Army  Estimates  will  be  taken  ffnt. 

OKDE&    OF  THE  DAT. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (RULBS  OF 
PROOBDURE)— RULE  1   (CLOSURB  OF 
DEBATE).— RESOLUTION. 
ADJOUBNED  DEBATE.      [nUTTH  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  the  Ad* 
journed  Debate  on  the  Amendment  pre* 
posed  to  the  Main  Question,  as  ammded. 
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"  That,  after  a  Qaestion  has  been  proposed, 
a  Motion  may  be  made,  if  the  consent  of  the 
Chair  has  been  previously  obtained,  'That 
the  Question  be  now  pat.*  Saoh  Motion  fdiall 
be  pat  forthwith,  ana  decided  without  Amend- 
ment  or  Debate : 

'<When  the  Motion  <That  the  Question  be 
now  pat,'  has  been  carried,  and  the  Question 
consequent  thereon  has  been  decided,  any  fur- 
Cher  Motion  may  be  made  (the  consent  <^  the 
Chair  having  been  previously  obtained)  which 
may  be  requisite  to  bring  to  a  decision  any 
Question  ahready  proposed  from  the  Chair ;  and 
ilso  if  a  Olaase  be  then  under  consideration,  a 
Motion  may  be  made  (with  the  consent  of  the 
Chair  as  aforesaid)  That  the  Question,  That  the 
Clause  stand  part  of,  or  be  added  to  the  Bill,  be 
now  nut.  Such  Motions  shall  be  put  forthwith, 
and  aecided  without  Amendment  or  Debate : 

"Provided  always,  That  Questions  for  the 
Closore  of  Debate  shall  not  be  decided  in  the 
affirmative,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  unless  it 
shall  appear  by  the  numbers  declared  from  the 
Chair,  tnat  such  Motion  was  supported  by  more 
than  Two  Hundred  Members,  or  was  opposed 
by  less  than  Forty  Members,  and  supported  by 
more  thaa  One  Hundred  MembeM."  —  (JIfr. 
William  Eenry  Smith.) 

And  wliich  Amendment  was, 

In  line  1,  by  inserting  after  the  word  *'  pro- 
posed," the  words  *^*  a  Member  rising  in  his  place 
may  elaim  to  move,  'That  the  Question  be  now 
pot,'  and,  onless  it  shall  appear  to  the  Chair 
that  such  Motion  is  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of 
the  House,  or  an  infringement  of  the  rights  of 
the  minority,  the  Question,  *  That  the  Question 
be  now  put,'  shall  be  put  forthwith,  and  decided 
wiUioot  Amendment  or  Debate.'  *--'{Mr,  JTiUiam 
Bmry  SmUh.) 

Debate  resumed. 

QueatioD  again  proposed,  **  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  the  Amendments  on  the  Paper  in 
the  names  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Donegal  TMr.  O'Doherty)  and  of  the 
hon.  Memoer  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  are  out  of  Order.  The  Amend- 
ment before  the  House 


*^ 'That  the  Question  be  now  put,'  and,  un- 
less it  shaU  appear  to  the  Chair  that  such  Motion 
is  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House,  or  an  in- 
fringement of  the  rights  of  the  minority,  the 
Qaestion,  'That  the  Question  be  now  put,' 
shall  be  put  foithwith  and  decided  without 
Amendment  or  Debate." 

^e  Question  I  have  to  propose  is, 
**  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 
Mb.  T.  M.  HBALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
It  would  appear  that  hon.  Qentlemen 
opposite  are  providing  for  a  state  of 
things  when  they  themselves  will  be  in 
the  minority,  by  giving  Mr.  Speaker 
power  to  have  regard  to  the  rights  of 


the  minority.  There  is,  however,  a  still 
more  important  matter  which  concerns 
the  House  at  large.  It  is  this.  If  the 
Government  are  serious  in  proposing 
this  Hule,  why  do  they  not  propose  that 
it  should  be  made  a  Standing  Order  ? 
Before  the  House  consents  to  pass  the 
Eule,  I  think  we  ought  to  know  that 
the  Rule  will  be  made  permanent. 

Thb  FIEST  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  SMitH)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  :  Yes,  it  is  proposed  to 
make  the  Rule  permanent. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  House  is  not 
now  discussing  the  whole  of  the  Rule, 
but  only  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  Question,  **That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  think  it  is  an 
important  matter  for  the  House  to  know 
whether  the  Qovemment,  in  introducing 
this  Rule,  propose  to  make  it  a  Standing 
Order.  But,  passing  from  that,  I  will 
ask  the  Government,  before  the  Amend- 
ment is  inserted,  to  give  us  their  defi- 
nition of  the  value  of  these  words,  as 
compared  with  the  words  of  the  original 
Rule.  I  presume  that  they  had  fully 
considered  the  original  Rule  before  it 
was  submitted  to  the  House.  I  presume 
they  were  suddenly  seized  with  the  idea 
that  there  might  come  a  time  when  the 
Tory  Party  would  find  themselves  in 
Opposition,  and  thereupon  they  decided 
upon  requiring  that  the  Chair  should 
have  regard  to  the  rights  of  the  minority. 
That  is  what  the  ^ry  Party  gain  by 
the  change  which  has  been  made.  I  do 
not  know,  Sir,  what  it  is  exactly  that 
you  are  expected  to  do.  Are  we  to 
understand  by  the  words  "having  re- 
gard to  the  rights  of  the  minority,'*  that 
they  mean  that  when  we  elect  a  Speaker 
we  are  to  have  regard  to  the  rights  of 
the  minority  ?  Possibly,  a  Tory  Speaker 
might  take  a  broader  view  of  the  rights 
of  the  minority  than  a  Speaker  drawn 
from  the  Liberal  side.  In  that  respect, 
is  it  proposed  to  invest  the  Speaker  with 
a  partizan  character?  because  every 
Speaker  must  take  different  views  ac- 
cording to  the  Party  with  which  he  has 
been  brought  up.  I  cannot  conceive 
anything  worse  than  the  change  which 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman introduces  into  the  Rule.  Mem- 
bers sittine  on  these  Benches  come  from 
Ireland.  Now,  nobody  will  suppose  for 
a  moment  that  the  Speaker,  wno  will 
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nererbe  an  Irishman,  will  erertake  the 
same  idea  we  take  of  the  importance  of 
Indh  measures.  Therefore,  Mr.  Speaker, 
in  common  with  the  rest  of  the  world, 
we  will  have  regard  for  what  we  con- 
ceive to  be  the  just  measure  of  our 
rights.  The  English  Members,  bj  in- 
serting these  words,  will  always,  as  they 
conceire,  have  ample  protection  against 
the  application  of  the  Rule,  whereas  the 
Irish  Members  will  have  no  protection  at 
all.  Now,  if  the  cloture  is  to  be  carried 
out,  I  want  to  see  it  carried  out  tho- 
roughly ;  I  want  to  see  a  cloture  that 
will  be  used  when  we  have  a  Home 
Eule  Bill  on  the  Table  ot  this  House,  or 
on  the  question  of  the  Disestablishment 
of  the  Ohurch,  or  any  other  question 
that  may  excite  the  opposition  of  the 
Tory  Party.  At  present,  the  bearing  and 
point  of  the  Resolution  are  simply  in  an 
anti-Irish  direction.  It  is  not  a  real 
Rule  which  is  to  apply  to  the  House  in 
common ;  but  it  has  been  given  a  parti- 
san character,  which  ought  never  to 
have  been  imported  into  the  Rule  at  all, 
and  which  it  was  altogether  free  from 
as  it  stood  originally.  I  do  not  like  the 
cloture  at  all ;  but  if  we  are  to  have  a 
cloture,  let  it  be  a  real  cloture,  and  not 
one  whidi  is  to  be  used  against  the 
Irish  Members  only.  We  are  now 
asked  to  legislate  not  as  the  liberal 
Party  desire  to  legislate— namely, 
against  all  minorities,  but  against  a  par- 
ticular minority.  I  think  it  is  a  matter 
on  which  we  have  a  reasonable  ground 
of  complaint,  and  I  trust  the  matter  will 
be  taken  up  in  this  spirit  by  the  Liberal 
Party.  The  Rule  is  proposed  at  this 
moment  so  that  it  may  be  applied  to  the 
diEcussion  of  a  particular  BUI  in  the  dis- 
tance ;  but  the  time  may  come  when  the 
Liberal  Party  are  in  power,  and  may 
ask  to  apply  it  to  the  question  of  the 
Disestablishment  of  the  EngUsh  Church. 
It  is  probable  that  we  may  then  be 
called  together  to  change  the  Rule  once 
more,  because  it  may  not  be  applied  to 
a  Tory  minority,  on  account  of  the 
Speaker  having  regard  to  the  reason- 
able rights  of  the  minority.  A  minority 
either  has  rights  or  it  has  not,  and  if  it 
has  rights  it  is  entitled  to  exhaust  those 
rights.  Tou  are  determined  to  put 
down  the  liberty  of  speech  and  criticism. 
You  say  that  free  speech  is  a  gross  evil, 
and  yet,  at  the  same  time,  the  Speaker 
is  to  have  regard  to  the  rights  of  the 
minority.  As  I  have  said,  a  minority 
J/r.  T.  M,  Jlealy 


either  has  rights  or  it  has  no  rights,  and 
this  closure  is  not  a  ParliameDtaiy 
closure,  but  an  anti-Irish  desure.  The 
demand  for  the  change  of  the  Bale  did 
not  come  from  this  side  of  the  House, 
but  from  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Wells  Division  of  Somersetsfaiie 
(Sir  Richard  Paget).  If  we  had  con- 
ceived that  it  was  necessary  for  o«r  pro- 
tection, we  should  haye  proposed  it. 
But  no  such  proposal  came  from  us ;  we 
do  not  ask  for  it,  and  we  shall  oppose  it 
What  I  say  is  that  the  Tory  Par^  have 
taken  pretty  good  care  to  guard  tbeir 
own  rights,  and  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmfnglum 
(Mr.  J.  (9iamberlain),  whom  I  see  inluB 
place,  if  he  really  sees  any  useful  object 
m  carrying  a  cloture  which  shall  be  used 
against  Radical  measures  only?  The 
Tory  Party  are  providing  a  shield  and  a 
buckler  for  themselves,  which  they  may 
alwa3rs  be  ready  to  avail  themselves  of 
when  Radical  measures  are  brooffht  fo^ 
ward.  Let  us  suppose  that  the  Liberals 
are  in  power,  with  a  Liberal  Speaker  in 
the  Chair,  and  that  some  measure  in  re- 
gard to  the  House  of  Lords  is  brooght 
on,  and  the  Speaker  refuses  to  hare  re- 
gard to  what  the  Tory  Party  ccnoeiveB 
to  be  the  rights  of  the  minority.  There 
will  inevitably  spring  up  a  question  of 
debate  as  to  the  Speaker's  interpreta- 
tion of  the  Rule,  and  it  will  be  made  a 
matter  of  contention  whether  the  Speaker 
has  interpreted  the  Rule  fairly.  Surdj 
that  would  be  a  most  unfortunate  state 
of  things.  I  do  not  know  that  we  IriA 
Members  ought  to  carerery  mudi  abont 
it,  because  we  shall  not  be  here,  or,  if 
we  are,  we  are  not  likely  to  take  more 
than  a  humdrum  interest  in  the  debates 
of  the  House.  But  it  is  a  very  serions 
matter  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Liberal  Party.  Personally  I  have  al- 
ways adhered  to  the  Radical  programme, 
and  I  am  anxious  that  the  Tory  Party 
should  not  have  the  opportunity  whic^ 
this  Rule  will  give  them,  of  carrying  on 
continual  obstruction.  There  never  iras 
a  Party  guilty  of  grosser,  more  delibe- 
rate, ana  more  persistent  obstruction 
than  the  Tory  Party  in  the  past— as  for 
instance,  the  Ballot  Bill  and  the  Bedi«- 
tribution  Bill.  Of  course,  I  am  soeakii^ 
historically  of  obstruction,  for  I  know  it 
would  not  be  Parliamentary  to  wsm 
anybody  of  obstruction  in  the  preaest 
tense.  And  now,  in  addition  to  the 
ordinary  amenities  of  the  House,  t&ef 
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are  geitinff  something  thej  never  had 
before,  and  the  House  is  recognizing 
something  that  never  existed  before. 
There  is  no  such  thing  as  the  rights  of 
a  minority ;  individuallji  Members  have 
rights  as  such,  but  there  is  no  such 
thing  as  the  rights  of  the  minority. 
How  is  the  Speaker  to  know  whether 
there  is  a  nunority  or  not  ?  Is  he  to 
judge  from  the  amount  of  obstruction 
offered  ?  Now,  for  the  first  time  we  are 
engaged  in  giving  a  Parliamentary 
birth  to  the  monstrous  abortion— a 
Parliamentary  minority.  The  Bule  is 
simply  intended  as  a  protection  to  the 
Tory  Party  at  the  time  they  may  be  in 
Opposition,  and  I  maintain  that  a  Eule 
conceived  in  that  sense  is  altogether  an 
illusory  Bule,  framed  in  anyUmig  but  a 
frank  spirit,  and  altogether  contrary  in 
its  application  to  the  doctrine  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  that  it  should  be  applied 
equally  to  all  Parties.  The  Qovernment 
doubtless  expect  to  find  themselves  in  a 
minority  very  soon,  and  when  that  time 
arrives,  with  the  assistance  of  their 
liberal-TTiiionist  Friends,  they  will  have 
made  a  handsome  provision  for  them- 
B6l?esas  a  minority.  Seeing  that  the 
Amendment  is  a  Tory  ofiEspring,  its 
paternity  alone  renders  me  very  sus- 
picious of  it,  and,  in  the  absence  of  any 
satisfactory  explanation  from  the  Go- 
vernment, I  believe  that  in  its  working 
it  will  be  found  to  be  illusory,  and  in  its 
ultimate  effects,  deplorable. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  not  sur- 
prised  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  objects  to  the 
insertion  of  these  particular  words  in  the 
Amendment.  In  his  opposition  in  this 
matter,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
and  his  Friends  are  only  consistent, 
because  they  have  uniformly  opposed  all 
the  suggestions  which  have  been  made 
for  Uie  amendment  of  the  Rules  by  the 
Government  and  Hheiv  supporters.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  asks,  first 
of  all,  whether  ike  Government  are 
prepared  to  make  this  Bule  a  Stand- 
ing Order  of  the  House?  At  pre- 
sent I  can  only  say  that  I  am  in 
the  habit  of  proceeding  step  by  step; 
but  if  the  House  adopts  the  Bule  I  shall 
be  in  a  position  to  propose  to  make  it  a 
Standing  Order  as  soon  as  I  can.  The 
hon.  ana  learned  Member  severely  criti- 
cised the  motives  which  have  induced 
the  Government  to  propose  this  Amend- 
ment.   I  am  afraid  that  the  attitude  of 


suspicion  assumed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  towards  the  Govern- 
ment is  not  likely  to  be  removed  by  any 
observations  which  I  can  make.  I  will 
only  say,  for  my  own  part,  that  in  pro- 
posing the  Amendment  I  have  honestly 
endeavoured  to  meet  a  suggestion  which 
I  understood  was  generally  acceptable, 
and  not  in  order  to  expose  the  Irish 
Party  to  any  peculiar,  special,  or  personal 
penalties  whatever.  Having  attempted 
to  the  best  of  my  ability  to  satisfy  what 
I  felt  to  be  a  general  feeling  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  I  cannot,  of  course 
claim  to  have  satisfied  the  House  as  a 
whole.  I  distinctly  repudiate  and  dis- 
avow the  intention  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  attributed  to  the 
Governmient.  My  desire  is  to  secure  the 
just  rights  of  the  minority  in  all  circum- 
stances, and  not  to  exclude  any  minority 
whatever.  I  think  I  shall  best  oonsuU 
the  feeling  of  the  House,  and  shall  not 
be  wanting  in  respect  for  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  opposite,  if  I 
decline  to  debate  over  again  a  question 
which  was  exhaustively  discussed  on. 
Thursday  last.  We  then  debated,  at 
considerable  length,  whether  the  words 
objected  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  should  stand  part  of  the  Besolu- 
tion,  and  they  were  a&rmed  by  a  large 
majority  of  the  House*  I  think,  there- 
fore, that  I  shall  best  consult  the  progress 
of  Business  by  refraining  from  entering 
again  into  the  argument  previously  used 
in  support  of  the  alteration. 

Mb.  PABNELL  (Cork):  I  under- 
stand,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  you  have  ruled 
my  Amendments  to  be  out  of  Order. 
May  I  ask.  Sir,  respectfully,  for  the 
ground  upon  which  you  have  so  ruled  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  The  ground  upon 
which  I  have  ruled  them  out  of  Order  is 
that  they  would  stultify  the  action  of  the 
House.  The  House  has  refused  to  sanc- 
tion the  principle  that  debate  shall  pre- 
cede the  Motion  for  Olosure.  Therefore 
the  Question,  ''That  the  Question  be 
now  put  forthwith  "  means  that  it  be  put 
immediately,  and,  when  that  has  been 
decided  in  the  affirmative  to  allow  debate 
to  arise  on  putting  the  Main  Question 
would  be  but  a  stultification  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  PABNELL :  I  would  respectfully 
submit  that  the  House  has  not  yet 
decided  the  question  as  to  wheUier  there 
shfdl  be  a  debate  on  the  (question  of 
cloture  in  any  of   the  Divisions  which 
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have  been  taken  up  to  the  present  time. 
The  HouBe  has  refused  to  allow  a  debate 
upon  the  Original  Question  to  be  con- 
tinued after  a  Motion  for  Closure  has 
been  made ;  but  it  has  not  yet  decided 
the  question  whether  there  shall  be  a 
debate  on  the  Motion  for  Olosure  itself. 
That  is  the  question  I  sought  to  deal 
with  in  my  first  Amendment.  Then,  in 
regard  to  my  second  Amendment,  it 
bears  upon  an  entirely  different  ques- 
tion. It  seeks  to  provide  that  there 
shall  be  a  Division  on  the  question  of 
closure,  because  the  rule,  as  it  now 
stands,  leaves  the  question  as  to  whether 
there  shall  be  a  Division  or  not  entirely 
open ;  and  I  submit  that  we  ought  to 
ask  the  House  for  guarantees  that  there 
shall  be  a  Division  on  the  question,  and 
that  the  closure  of  debate  shall  not  be 
decided  by  the  operation  of  a  subsequent 
Eule  to  be  moved  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  providing  that  a  Division 
may  be  dispensed  with  altogether  at  the 
option  of  the  Speaker.  This  is  of  im- 
portance as  a  point  of  Order,  because 
there  is  a  question  of  numbers  that 
enters  into  the  Eule,  and  I  fail  to  see  how 
the  Speaker  is  to  decide  as  to  numbers 
if  he  is  to  refrain  from  taking  a  Division. 
My  second  Amendment,  it  will  be  seen, 
has  no  reference  whatever  to  any  ques- 
tion that  has  hitherto  been  discussed  ot 
decided  by  the  House  up  to  the  present 
moment.  In  reference  to  my  third 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"  Amendment  or,"  that  has  no  reference 
to  the  continuance  of  debate,  but  of  the 
right  I  claim  of  moving  a  formal  Amend- 
ment to  the  Motion  for  the  adoption  of 
the  closure.  I  would,  therefore,  respect- 
fully submit  that  my  three  Amendments 
are  in  Order. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  have  examined 
the  question  very  carefully,  and,  putting 
the  three  Amendments  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber together,  the  sentence  would  not  run 
as  English.  The  Eule,  if  the  Amend- 
ments were  adopted,  would  read — 

'*The  Question,  'That  the  Question  be  now  put, 
shall  be  put  if  debate  arises  after  period  not  ex- 
oeeding  one  hour,  decided,  unless  negatived  or 
hgreed  to,  after  a  Division  without  Debate." 

That  would  not  be  a  sensible  reading  at 
all,  and  I  think  the  sentence  does  not 
run  as  English.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
asks  that  the  House,  having  previously 
refused  to  sanction  debate,  should  then 
afford  an  opportunity  for  the  discussion 
of  a  Motion  that  the  Question  be  now 

J/r.  Parntfll 


put.  It  would  be  an  absurdity  to  allow 
the  Question  to  be  further  debated, 
whether  the  Question  can  be  now  put, 
and,  therefore,  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
ruling  that  the  Amendments  of  the  hon. 
Member,  both  individuallj  and  collec- 
tively, are  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  PAENELL:  I  snbmit  respect- 
fully to  your  ruling ;  but  I  hope  I  may 
be  allowed  to  point  out  that  it  has  been 
the  custom  of  the  House  to  £rame 
Amendments  to  a  clause  as  it  stands,  and 
not  with  regard  to  the  manner  in  whidi 
it  may  be  idtered  hereafter. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Under  no  possible 
circumstances  could  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  be  made  compatible 
with  the  Amendment  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury.  The  hon.  Member 
would  be  in  Order  in  omitting  line  1  to 
line  2  inclusive ;  but  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  bring  the  Amendments  on  that 
paper  in  harmony  with  the  question  now 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  May  I  ask  a 
question  ?  Am  I  to  understand  that  you 
are  now  ruling  that  it  will  be  impossible 
for  any  Member  to  move  Amendments  in 
the  clause  of  any  Bill f 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order!  I 
have  simply  ruled  on  the  question  before 
the  House,  which  is — "  That  these  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  I  take  it 
that  the  question  now  before  the  House 
is  that  the  Question  be  forthwith  put? 

Mr.  speaker  :  No.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  is  now  befbre 
the  House,  and  the  question  is,  *'  that 
those  words,"  meaning  the  whole  of  the 
Amendment,  **  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  DILLON :  Then  I  take  it  tiiat 
the  whole  of  the  Amendment  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  is  now  before  the 
House,  and  it  is  an  Amendment  which 
has  undoubtedly  been  framed  with  a  view 
of  directing  the  whole  force  of  these 
Rules  against  the  Irish  Party.  It  is  all 
very  well  for  the  right  hon.  Genliemaa 
to  get  up  in  this  House  and  deny  it. 
We  cannot  look  into  the  minds  of  men 
and  tell  what  their  hopes  may  be ;  but 
we  are  perfectly  competent  to  understand 
what  are  likely  to  be  the  effects  of  any 
particular  Rule  or  Amendment,  and  to 
ascertain  whether  the  opinions  we  express 
are  shared  by  the  public  who  take  an 
interest  in  these  proceedings.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Hoose 
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said  that  he  had  no  intention  of  drawil^ 
any  distinction  between  minorities  and 
minorities.  All  I  oan  say  is  that,  if  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  had  no  intention, 
his  followers  have  had  a  very  deeided 
intention  on  the  subject.  They  evidently 
did  not  like  the  Bale  as  it  at  first  stood. 
I  do  not  wonder  much  at  that.  They 
desired  to  frame  such  a  Eule  as  would 
enable  them  to  repeat  in  this  House  the 
proceedings  which  went  on  long  before 
the  Irish  Party  was  formed  here — ^in 
the  days  when  a  right  hon.  Qentleman, 
afterwards  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  James  Lowther),  and  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Whitehaven 
(Mr.  Oavendish  Bentinck)  led  a  forlorn 
hope  in  this  House,  whose  tactics  put 
those  of  the  Irish  Obstructionists  to 
shame.  The  Tory  Party  now  want  to 
have  the  power  of  doing  the  same  thing 
when  they  again  find  themselves  in  Op- 
position. I  have  witnessed  the  way  in 
which  the  Tories,  when  seated  on  the 
Opposition  Benches,  wasted  hour  after 
hour  in  a  manner  that  must  have  excited 
the  admiration  of  every  Irish  Member, 
and  now  they  fancy,  if  they  can  pass 
this  Amendment,  that  they  will  be  able 
to  secure  in  future  protection  for  them- 
selves. It  is  all  yetj  well  to  teU  us  that 
we  shall  be  secured  in  the  protection  of 
the  Chair.  That  will  depend  upon  who 
is  in  the  Chair,  and  without  intending 
to  cast  any  reflection  upon  any  occupant 
of  the  Chair  in  this  House,  I  say  that  I, 
as  an  Irish  Member,  utterly  decline,  as 
far  as  I  am  capable,  willingly  to  submit 
the  rights  of  tne  Irish  minority  to  the 
mOTcy  or  discretion  of  the  occupant  of 
the  Chair  for  the  time  being.     We  know 

Eerf  ectly  well  that  we  have  not  Ihe  same 
old  on  whoever  may  be  the  occupant 
of  the  Chair  as  the  Conservative  Memoers 
may  have.  Their  position  in  England  is 
of  a  totally  different  character  irom  ours. 
\^Crie9  of  **  Hear,  hear ! "  from  th$  Minu- 
terial  Benches,']  Yes  ;  **  Hear,  hear," 
hon.  Members  say.  I  know  it  is  dif- 
ferent, and  that  is  the  reason  they  fully 
calculate  on  being  allowed,  when  in  Op- 
position, to  carry  on  such  operations  as 
distinguished  the  Fourth  Party  in  pre- 
vious years,  and  which  received  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Chair,  when  they  only 
numbered  three.  We,  although  we 
number  8d,  for  pursuing  the  same  course 
would  be  promptly  put  down.  Certainly 
it  would  be  an  amusing  spectacle  to  see 
five-sixths  of  the  Eepresentatives  of  a 
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country  silenced  by  the  Chair,  in  order 
to  remove  an  obstacle  in  the  path  of  the 
Government;  but  it  is  a  spectacle  we 
cannot  be  expected  to  submit  to  tamely 
when  we  see  persons  under  the  protec- 
tion of  the  OhsLii  who  have  not  one- 
tenth  of  the  interest  we  have,  permitted 
to  waste  the  time  of  tiie  House  for  the 
simple  purpose  of  assisting  themselves  to 
climb  into  Office.  I  have  seen  four  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  Bench  holding  the 
majority  for  hours  at  bay.  If  we  at- 
tempt to  resist  the  passing  of  bad  laws 
in  this  House,  we  ^all  run  the  risk  of 
being  put  down  by  the  Chair;  whereas 
other  Members  will  be  permitted  to  act 
as  they  please,  because  they  are  scions 
of  the  aristocracy  —  sons  of  Dukes, 
or  sons  of  Prime  Ministers.  I  should 
like  to  see  the  Chair  put  down  the 
son  of  a  noble  Lord  who  is  at  the 
head  of  the  Gh>vemment.  He  would  be 
allowed  to  lead  any  forlorn  hope  and 
to  keep  the  whole  Liberal  Party  at  bay 
as  long  as  he  chose  to  do  so,  while  the 
Eepresentatives  of  the  entire  Irish 
people  would  be  promptly  silenced.  We 
Know  that  we  shall  be  able  to  obtain 
very  little  of  the  protection  of  the  Chair, 
and  that  we  shall  have  to  trust  to  our- 
selves for  what  protection  we  oan  g^t. 
We  are  convinced,  however,  that  it  will 
be  ample  enough  for  our  purposes.  At 
the  same  time,  we  have  learned  by  pain- 
ful  experience  not  to  part  with  a  single 
right  as  long  as  we  can  stick  to  it. 
These  debates  have  now  gone  on  for  a 
considesrable  length,  and  we  are  told 
that  the  House  and  the  country  are  tired 
of  the  prolonged  discussion  ;  so  am  I,  and 
so  I  dare  say  are  most  of  the  Members 
of  this  House ;  but  they  would  be  more 
tired  still  if  they  could  realise  that  we 
are  engaged  in  an  absolutely  worthless 
and  profitless  labour.  It  is  not  the  first 
time  that  the  House  has  been  engaged 
in  framing  a  Resolution  of  this  nature, 
and  this  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  I  in- 
tend to  struggle  against  the  Amendment, 
and  to  oppose  the  Bule  as  far  as  I  am 
able  to  do  so.  In  my  opinion,  these 
Bules  will  be  worth  no  more  when  they 
are  passed  than  the  paper  on  which  they 
are  printed,  and  in  discussing  the 
Amendment  we  are  simply  wasting  the 
time  of  tiie  House  without  advancing, 
by  a  single  inch,  on  the  road  you  desire 
totraveL  The  blame  of  waste  of  time 
must  be  entirely  on  the  heads  of  those 
who,  by  such  Amendments  as  these  and 
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by  suoli  Btiles,  are  under  the  delusion 
that  they  can  pat  down  85  Members 
who  are  comnuBflioned  to  speak  for  an 
entire  people.  By  the  Eule,  if  this 
Amendment  had  not  been  put  in  it,  you 
might  have  been  able  to  put  down  real 
Obstruotion ;  but  by  the  insertion  of  Uie 
Amendment  the  Gbvemmeat  have  made 
it  manifest  that  they  have  no  intention 
of  putUng  down  Obstruction  in  the 
House.  What  they  really  desire  is  to 
put  down  the  honest  attempts  of  men 
who  have  a  people  at  their  back^  the 
Irish  Party— whom  they  conceive  to  be 
an  obstacle  in  their  path.  Therefore, 
this  Amendment  is  simply  intended  to 

Srotect  the  real  Obstructionists  of  the 
usiness  of  the  House.  Although  we 
are  opposed  in  principle  to  this  Hule, 
and  opposed  to  it  on  the  ground  that  it 
is  entirely  unnecessary,  because  the 
obstruotion  and  dday  caused  by  the 
action  of  the  Irish  Members  in  this 
House  would  cease  if  you  did  justice  to 
Ireland  and  allowed  us  to  have  our  way 
^^[LaujfhUr  from  the  Minkterial  BenehaJ] 
— ^x es ;  I  repeat,  if  you  allowed  us  to 
have  our  way;  and  I  will  say  more, 
that  we  will  have  our  way  in  the  end. 
I  say  that  if  you  will  only  do  justice  to 
Ireland,  and  will  allow — what  you  will 
have  to  do  in  the  long  run— namely,  the 
right,  to  the  Bepresentatives  of  Ireland, 
of  legislating  for  their  own  country — 
you  would  need  no  such  Bules  and  no 
such  waste  of  time.  I  am  opposed  in 
principle  to  the  whole  of  these  Bules ; 
because  you  are  simply  trying  to  deal 
not  with  a  disease  itself,  bnt  with  the 
symptoms  of  a  disease,  and  you  know 
very  weU  that  you  cannot  cure  a  disease 
by  endeavouring  to  combat  the  symp* 
toms.  As  the  'Bx}\a  originally  stood,  it 
was  an  honest  Bule  which  might,  in  the 
hands  of  a  strong  and  determined  Leader 
of  the  House,  be  employed  for  a  useful 
purpose;  but,  as  it  now  stands,  it  is 
thoroughly  dishonest,  and  may  be  used 
to  put  down  an  honest  attempt  to  alter 
or  oppose  a  bad  law,  and  in  all  pro- 
babiufy  will  never  be  used  when  most 
needed  and  most  required.  The  House 
has  been  reminded  of  the  determined 
stand  which,  some  years  ago,  was  taken 
against  the  continuance  of  the  practice 
of  flogging  in  the  Army.  The  opponents 
were  few  in  number  but  they  were  per- 
sistent in  their  opposition,  and  in  the 
end  they  prevailed.  If  this  Bule  had 
been  in  existence,  flogging  in  the  Army 


might  still  be  practised.    Vfhni  I  eom- 

Eliun  of  is,  that  hereafter  this  Bule  may 
e  put  in  force,  to  put  down  all  discus- 
sions upon  important  questions  of  that 
nature,  while  we  may  have  a  repetition 
of  what  we  have  repeatedly  seen  before, 
when  three  officers,  who  had  no  Army 
behind  them,  were  able  to  obtain  the 
protection  of  the  Chair  and  keep  the 
entire  House  at  bay. 

Mb.  BAUMANN  (Oamberwell,  Peck- 
ham) :  Now  that  the  question  of  the 
intervention  of  the  Chair  in  the  applica- 
tion of  the  closure  has  been  dirooeed  of, 
there  is  no  capital  or  essential  ai£fereoce 
between  the  existing  Bule  of  Closure 
and  the  new  Bule  which  has  been  pro- 
posed by  the  Government,  and  I  think 
that  the  discussion  of  the  subject  has 
proceeded  far  enough.  The  prinoipleof 
closure  without  the  intervention  of  the 
Chair  was  decided  by  the  House  four 
years  ago;  and  four  nights  ago— on 
Friday  last — ^it  was  decided  that  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Chair  should  be  required. 
Those  two  important  principles  having 
been  disposed  of,  I  really  fail  to  see  how 
any  subsequent  Amendments  to  the  pro- 
posed Bule  can  escape  the  charge — ^I 
suppose  I  must  not  say  of  Obstruction — 
but,  at  any  rate,  of  superfluity.  I  would, 
therefore,  venture  to  appeal  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  to  assist  the  Grovemment 
in  bringing  this  discussion  to  a  close  as 
soon  as  possible,  in  order  that  we  may 
be  allowed  to  get  at  the  real  Business  3t 
the  Session.  I  make  this  appeal  not  on 
behalf  of  my  own  Party  alone,  but  for 
the  credit  and  reputation  of  the  House 
in  which  all  Pi^es  are  equally  inte- 
rested. We  know  very  weU  that  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  sit  here  for  the 
purpose  of  proving  that  the  government 
of  Ireland  by  England  is  impossible,  and 
it  is  our  business,  not  only  to  deprecate 
but  to  defeat  that  policy.  We  have 
defeated  it  already— [ CW««  of  ''Ques- 
tion!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  The  question  of  the 
government  of  Ireland  is  not  now  before 
the  House. 

Mb.  BAUMANN:  My  only  desire 
was  to  assist  the  Government  in  the 
passing  of  this  Bule,  so  that  we  may  get 
at  the  real  Business  of  the  Session.  Of 
course,  I  am  aware  of  the  great  difficul- 
ties of  getting  at  the  real  Business  of  the 
Session  as  long  as  there  are  Members  in 
this  House  like  the  Member  iot  NorQi* 
ampton  (Mr.  Labouchere), 
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Mb.  SPEA.KER :  The  hon.  Member 
is  entirely  out  of  Order  in  the  remarks 
he  is  now  makinfi^. 

Me.  BAUMANN  :  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  then  to  ask  the  House  to  termi- 
nate this  discussion.  Hon.  Members 
sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House  have 
been  accused  of  having  exhibited  impa- 
tience at  the  prolongation  of  the  debate. 
The  impatience  we  feel,  and  which  we 
may  have  occasionally  exhibited,  is,  I 
believe,  but  a  very  mild  reflection  of  the 
impatience  which  is  felt  in  the  country. 
I  hope  that  before  the  Sitting  closes,  the 
debate  will  have  been  brought  to  an 
end  by  the  application  of  the  existing 
cloture. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead): 
The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Baumann)  has  expressed  an  anxiety  to 
bring  the  debate  to  a  close ;  but  I  am 
afraid  that  if  we  act  with  undue  haste  in 
this  matter  the  hon.  Member  himself  and 
his  FriendSi  at  no  very  distant  date,  will 
be  ready  to  believe  that,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent a  few  hours  weariness,  they  may 
have  entailed  on  themselves  a  gooa  many 
hours  of  repentance.  This  is  a  case  in 
which  the  Government  are  undoubtedly 
anxious  to  escape  from  all  responsibility. 
Thev  do  not  find  themselves  in  a  par- 
ticularly comfortable  position,  ana  in 
order  to  evade  the  responsibility  which 
directly  belongs  to  them,  they  are,  by 
this  Amendment,  attempting  to  throw  it 
upon  the  Ohair.  The  Chiur  already  pos- 
sesses very  large  powers,  and  we  have 
seen  them  properly  and  discreetly  exer- 
cised. Let  me  illustrate  that,  by  putting 
what  may  be,  perhaps,  regarded  as  an 
extreme  case.  Not  long  ago,  Sir,  you 
ruled  that  we  might  not  discuss  a 
Motion  if  that  Motion  in  any  way  an- 
ticipates another  Motion  on  the  same 
question  put  down  for  a  future  day. 
Then,  what  is  to  happen  in  the  event  of 
some  hon.  Member  on  the  first  day  of  the 
Session  putting  down  a  Motion  that  he 
intends  to  caU  attention  to  the  state  of 
the  Army,  the  state  of  the  Navy,  the  state 
of  the  Civil  Services,  and  the  state  of  the 
nation  generally?  It  appears  to  me 
that  under  your  ruling,  if  such  a  Motion 
were  placed  on  the  Paper,  it  would  shut 
out  all  discussion  on  any  subject  what- 
ever. At  the  same  time,  I  am  of  opinion 
that  even  if  you  oany  this  Bule,  a  much 
smaller  minority  than  that  of  tiie  Irish 
Members  will  be  able  indefinitely  to 
postpone  and  put  off  discussion,  and  to 


prevent  a  conclusion  from  being  arrived 
at  upon  any  particular  Bill.  Therefore, 
from  whatever  point  of  view  I  look  at 
the  Amendment,  I  cannot  see  that  its 
operation  will  result  in  any  good  ;  it  will 
not  prevent  Obstruction  if  hon.  Members 
are  determined  to  resort  to  it,  nor  will  it 
be  a  protection ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
there  will  be  great  peril  and  danger  at- 
tached to  it.  It  will  expose  the  internal 
mind  of  the  Ohair,  and  render  it  open  to 
the  influence  of  external  circumstances. 
I  find  that  there  is  no  harder  task  than 
to  ascertain  the  individual  mind  of  my 
own  constituents.  How  much  more 
difficult  then  must  it  be  for  the  Ohair  to 
ascertain  all  the  circumstances  that  may 
lead  to  opposition  to  a  Bill,  and  still  less 
to  know  all  the  circumstances  outside 
which  may  influence  large  minorities. 
There  may  be  a  very  large  minority  in- 
deed outside  this  House,  although  sup- 
ported here  by  something  less  than  a 
score  of  hon.  Members.  What  the  Go- 
vernment have  done  is  to  infringe  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  private  Mem- 
bers, and  to  add  to  the  perils  and 
dangers  surrounding  the  authority  of 
the  Chair. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  do  not  think  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  will  be  very  grateful  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Peckham  Division 
of  Oamberwell  (Mr.  Baumann),  who 
protested  against  the  time  wasted  in  this 
discussion,  and  then  proceeded  to  pro- 
long it  by  a  number  of  very  useless  re- 
marks. I  feel  bound  to  protest  against 
the  Eesolution  as  it  now  stands  ;  and 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  says  that  its  object 
is  not  to  put  down  the  Irish  minority,  he 
makes  a  larger  draft  upon  my  credulity 
than  I  am  prepared  to  give  him.  I 
frankly  avow  that  I  am  myself  in  favour 
of  cloture,  and  of  a  strong  and  drastic 
cloture.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Ijord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  is  the  uving  embodiment  of 
the  argument  in  favour  of  such  a  cloture. 
The  Obstruction  carried  on  by  the  noble 
Lord  and  other  Members  associated  with 
him  will  have  suggested  to  any  rational 
mind  the  necessity  for  some  remedy  for 
the  protection  of  the  majority  and  the 
dignity  of  this  Assembly.  But  does  that 
Bule  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man provide  for  such  a  contingency  in 
the  future  ?    Every  Member  who  goes 
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into  the  Lobby  against  the  Besolntion 
will  vote  in  favour  of  a  real  cloture,  be- 
cause they  will  vote  against  a  sham 
cloture.  This  Rule,  as  it  has  been 
amended  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
is  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  Obstruc- 
tion instead  of  putting  down  Obstruction 
as  it  has  been  practised  by  the  Tory 
Party.  The  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  the  Amenament  is  proposed  as  a 
concession ;  to  whom  has  he  made  a  con- 
cession? There  were  several  Amend- 
ments proposed  from  these  Benches,  not 
a  sinele  one  of  which  has  been  accepted; 
and  the  only  Amendments  accepted  by 
the  Government  have  been  those  sug- 
gested by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
North  Hants  (Mr.  Sdater-Booth)  and 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Wells  Division  of  Somersetshire  (Sir 
Eichard  Paget)— in  other  words,  the 
Amendments  proposed  by  the  Tory 
Members  of  this  Mouse.  To  say  that 
the  Amendment  is  the  result  of  conces- 
sions to  aU  parts  of  the  House,  when  the 
Amendments  from  every  side  except  the 
Tory  Party  have  been  rejected,  is  the 

S greatest  abuse  of  language  that  any 
jeader  of  this  House  has  ever  been 
guHty  of.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
PecUiam  Division  of  Oamberwell  told  us 
that  a  real  Bule  of  cloture  already  exists. 
Then  what  an  abuse  of  the  Forms  of  the 
House  and  a  waste  of  time  it  is  to 
pass  a  Bule  which  leaves  us  in  ex- 
actly the  same  position  we  now  occupy. 
If  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  correct,  why  should  we  have 
been  for  weeks  pottering  and  tinker- 
ing at  the  Bules?  There  can  be  no 
wonder  if  the  constituencies  cry  out 
against  this  nerveless  and  flabby  legis- 
lation. We  stronfi^ly  protest  against  the 
intervention  of  the  Chair,  not  to  put 
down  Obstruction,  but  to  maintain  the 
dignity  of  the  Chair.  If  the  Bule  is 
passed,  the  Obstruction  of  the  Fourth 
Party  of  the  dim  and  distant  future  will 
be  just  as  much  safe^arded  as  if  it 
had  never  been  passed  at  all.  Under 
the  existing  Bule  the  closure  may  be 
passed  without  debate,  and  it  may  be 
carried  without  a  Division.  If  the  pre- 
sent Bule  is  carried,  it  will  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Chair  to  call  on  Members 
to  rise  in  their  places,  and  it  will,  there- 
fore, be  in  the  power  of  the  Speaker  at 
once  to  apply  the  closure.  Accordingly, 
the  closure  may  be  carried,  not  only 
without  debate,  but  without  Division. 

irr,T,  p.  O'Connor 


But  while  the  Bule  will  have  this  evil 
effect,  I  do  not  believe  that  it  will  pro- 
tect the  House  from  Obstruction.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  denied 
that  it  is  to  be  used  against  the  Irish 
Members  at  once ;  but  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  has  admitted  that  the 
main  object  in  passing  it  now  is  to  cany 
a  measure  of  coercion  for  Ireland.  It 
is  an  abuse  of  language,  therefore,  to 
tell  us  that  the  closure  is  not  really 
directed  against  the  Irish  minority, 
and  seeing  that  it  is  intended  for  Party 
purposes,  I  call  upon  every  Liberal  and 
Badical  Member  to  combine  with  the 
Irish  Members  in  resisting  it. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid): 
The  (Government  have  for  some  time 
been  complaining  of  their  inability  to 
get  on  with  the  Business  of  the  country, 
and  when  they  get  this  weapon  we  shall 
see  how  much  more  successful  they  will 
be  in  pressing  forward  legislation  than 
they  have  been  in  the  past.  I  do  not 
think  the  Bule  will  be  of  the  slightest 
use  to  them  in  helping  on  their  policy, 
or  in  forwarding  the  Business  of  the 
country.  At  first  we  had  a  positive 
proposal,  requiring,  very  properly,  the 
intervention  of  the  Chair ;  but  that  pro- 
posal did  not  commend  itself  to  some  of 
the  Members  of  the  Tory  Party,  and 
some  of  them  sugg^ted  an  Amendment, 
which  the  Leader  of  the  Honse  has  ac- 
cepted with  a  slight  alteration,  changing 
it  from  the  positive  to  the  negative. 
Instead  of  the  previous  consent  of  the' 
Chair  being  necessary,  it  is  now  pro- 
vided that  it  shall  not  be  withhdd.  The 
effect  will  be  that  it  will  be  used  by 
Members  of  the  Party  in  power,  not 
Members  of  the  Government,  but  some 
Members  of  no  consideration,  who  will 
endeavour  to  obtain  Parliamentary  no- 
toriety by  constantly  getting  up  and 
moving  ''That  the  Question  be  now 
put."  Let  me  remind  the  House  that 
all  reforms  at  first  have  had  bat  few 
supporters,  and  that  the  tendency  of 
this  Bule  will  be  to  stifle  all  minorities. 
If  the  Bule  had  been  enforced  years  ago, 
flogging  in  the  Army  would  still  have 
been  a  domestic  institution.  Its  only 
effect  now  will  be  to  introduce  the 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Ocmi- 
mittees  into  the  arena  of  Party  politics, 
which,  I  believe,  will  be  a  loss  to  the 
House  at  large,  never  to  be  compen- 
sated by  any  immediate  cessation  of 
Obstruction  or  by  any  adranta^  the 
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Goyernmest  may  obtain  by  securiDg  the 
immediate  closure  of  a  debate.  I  shall 
vote  against  the  Amendment,  because  I 
believe  that  it  is  badly  conceived,  badly 
drafted,  and  because  I  believe  it  will 
totally  fail  in  effecting  the  object  the 
Government  have  in  view. 

Mr.  O'DOHEETY  (Donegal,  N.): 
I  should  like  the  House  to  understand 
what  the  meaning  of  the  Amendment 
really  is.  It  relates  to  a  Eule  which  allows 
no  debate,  and  which  is  aimed  at  one 
class  of  Members  only.  I  can  under- 
stand you,  Sir,  having  your  mind  made 
up  and  being  satisfied  that  the  cloture 
should  not  be  applied,  and  in  that  case 
the  person  movmg  the  cloture  would  be 
veiv  easily  disposed  of,  I  can,  also, 
understand  your  mind  being  made  up 
that  the  closure  ought  to  be  applied; 
but  I  contemplate  cases  in  which  you 
desire  to  give  a  fair  and  impartial  de- 
cision where  there  is  doubt  in  your 
mind ;  and  I  ask  what  provision  tiiere 
is  here  to  give  you  that  information  and 
leading  which  you  will  desire  to  have  ? 
I  say  t£at  the  House  ought  to  reject  this 
Amendment,  because  it  dispenses  with 
all  those  things  which  should  make  the 
decision  of  the  Chair  a  fair  and  just  one, 
and  with  which  the  oonscience  and  mind 
of  the  House  would  thoroughly  coincide. 
It  is  for  that  reason  that  we  propose  an 
Amendment  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House.  It  is  proposed  that  the  moment 
a  Question  is  put  from  the  Chair  an 
hon.  Member  may  rise  and  move  **  That 
the  Question  be  now  put ; "  but  the 
proposal  goes  further — it  says  that  when 
a  Member  has  moved  no  onier  Member 
can  rise  and  remonstrate.  Under  those 
circumstances,  hon.  Members  will  have 
no  opportunity  of  knowing  when  the 
Question  is  coming  on,  and  you,  Sir, 
will  get  no  information  as  to  the  state  of 
Parties  at  the  time.  I  can  understand 
that  there  will  be  many  cases  in  which 
the  Chairman  could  give  no  decision; 
for  instance,  in  Committee  on  a  Bill  in 
which  there  are  a  large  number  of 
clauses;  and  I  say,  if  the  spirit  of  the 
Amendment  we  propose  is  not  met  by 
the  Government,  we  shall  be  frequently 
landed  in  a  position  which  will  cause 
the  House  to  regret  that  it  gave  this 
power  without  at  the  same  time  making 
provision  that  the  mind  of  the  Speaker 
or  Chairman  of  Committees  should  be 
enlightened  on  the  state  of  the  mind  of 


the  minority.  The  Speaker  or  Chairman 
must  first  discover  that  there  is  a  mino- 
rity; secondly,  he  must  discover  what 
are  the  rights  of  the  minority,  and  that, 
too,  without  the  minority  being  heard. 
It  is  unreasonable  to  ask  that  we  should 
put  that  duty  on  you ;  and,  therefore,  I 
appeal  to  the  House  to  reject  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  which, 
so  far  as  I  can  see,  is  infinitely  worse 
than  the  original  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment, because  the  presumption  in 
that  is  against  closure  of  debate,  whereas 
the  Amendment  contains  a  presumption 
in  favour  of  it. 

Me.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.):  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has  on 
several  occasions  met  us  with  the  argu- 
ment that  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House  are  uniformly  opposed  to  the 
closure ;  but  certainly,  if  that  is  so,  it 
does  not  affect  the  present  argument 
against  closure.  The  Government,  how- 
ever, have  distinctly  declined  to  receive 
or  pay  any  attention  to  the  arguments 
which  have  been  urged  agamst  the 
Bule  being  allowed  to  retain  its  present 
form.  I  am  opposed  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  because  it 
does  not  give  any  opportunity  for  ade- 
quate debate,  and  because  it  does  not 
gjive  any  definition  of  the  rights  of  mino- 
rities. It  would,  in  my  opinion,  as  has 
been  suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt^,  be  better  and  more 
straightforward  to  accept  the  closure 
pure  and  simple  by  a  bare  majority  than 
with  this  Amendment,  framed  on  lines 
which  are  known  only  to  Gentlemen  on 
the  Treasury  Bench,  and  of  which  we 
take  the  liberty  of  doubting  the  genuine- 
ness and  sincerity.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  apparently  indignant  that  hon. 
Members  on  these  Benches  should  enter- 
tain any  suspicion  of  the  bona  Jldes  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  this 
Amendment ;  but  we  have  nothing  to  do 
with  good  intentions  here  ;  we  takie  the 
words  as  we  find  them  before  us ;  and 
we  find  the  Amendment  is  proposed 
with  a  view  to  protect  those  who  do  not 
require  jproteotion,  whereas  to  those  who 
do  require  it  it  affords  no  protection 
whatever.  A  large  minority  can  take 
care  of  itself;  but  a  small  minority  fight- 
ing against  odds  and  opposed  by  a  large 
majority  would  have  little  opportunity 
of   making    their  voice  heard  if   this 
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Amendoient  is  paeaed.  The  Amend- 
ment does  not  make  provision  either  to 
protect  the  rights  of  minorities  or  that 
proper  dehate  should  be  had.  For  these 
reasons  I  oppose  the  Amendment  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  ;  and  I  be- 
lieve if  there  were  a  large  body  of  inde- 
pendent ConserratiYes  in  the  House— as 
there  were  in  former  times — that  they 
would  hesitate  very  long  before  they 
supported  an  Amendment  like  this, 
which  utterly  fails  to  oope  with  the 
question,  and  which  experience  will  show 
to  be  most  unsatisfactory. 

Me.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.): 
Sir,  I  can  scaroely  think  that  the  Govem- 
ment  at  all  understood  the  scope  of  this 
Amendment  when  they  proposed  to  at- 
tach it  to  the  original  Bule ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  I  am  conyinced  that  in  framing  it 
they  have  been  very  unfortunate  because 
it  deprives  vou,  Sir,  of  that  discretionary 
power  whi<m  the  original  Eule  placed  in 
^our  hands.  If  we  compare  the  Bule  as 
it  originally  stood  with  the  amended 
Eule  proposed  to  be  substituted  for  it, 
we  shall  find  that  your  liberty  and  dis- 
cretion with  regard  to  the  closure  is 
entirely  destroyed.  We  say  that  accord- 
ins  to  the  original  Bule  you  would  have 
to  DC  consulted  before  the  closure  could 
come  into  operation,  but  that  under  the 
Bule  as  it  is  proposed  to  be  amended  by 
the  Government  you  will  be  dragged 
into  the  question — so  to  speak — with 
your  hands  tied.  With  regard  to  the 
discussion  which  has  taken  place  upon 
these  Bules,  it  is  to  be  deplored  that  the 
Chair  has  been  brought  into  the  matter 
at  all ;  but  I  am  of  opinion  that,  if  the 
Chair  is  to  be  brought  in,  it  is  preferable 
that  the  Speaker  should  be  allowed  a 
full  and  free  deliberation  before  being 
called  upon  to  exercise  this  stringent 
Bule  of  closure.  It  is,  therefore,  the 
opinion  of  many  hon.  Members  that  the 
Bule  originally  proposed  left  you  more 
liberty  than  would  result  under  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.Gentleman. 
This,  Sir,  is  the  great  disadvantage  of 
bringing  the  Chair  into  action  after  the 
Motion  for  the  closure  rather  than  before 
it,  and  it  constitutes  a  very  wide  con- 
sideration which  ought  to  be  taken  into 
account  by  the  Qt)vemment  and  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  befoi*e  pressing 
this  Amendment  to  a  Division.  I  am 
convinced  that  by  adopting  this  proposal 
he  would  consult  not  only  the  interests 
of  free  debate  in  the  future,  but  the 
Jfr.  Flynn 


wishes  of  this  House  at  the  present 
moment,  and  of  a  great  many  hon. 
Members  who  will  follow  him  into  the 
Lobby  out  of  attachment  to  their  Party. 
I  am  sure  that  there  must  be  many  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
who,  through  the  exigencies  and  ccm- 
straints  of  Party,  will  be  found  going 
into  the  Lobby  to  support  this  Amend- 
ment against  their  convictions  which 
they  would  be  otherwise  glad  to  exercise 
in  favour  of  the  rights  of  minorities  and 
the  general  freedom  of  debate.  I  have 
stated  my  belief  that  the  Govemment 
and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  can 
scarcely  have  any  idea  of  the  scope  of 
the  Amendment  which  they  propose,  and 
I  am  surprised  that  the  FttBt  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  should  stick  so  tenaciously 
to  this  proposal.  For  these  reasons  I 
ask  the  Government  and  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  in  whose  name  this 
Amendment  stands,  either  to  alter  the 
wording  of  the  Amendment  or  to  with- 
draw it  altogether,  and  put  forward  soch 
a  Motion  for  closure  as  will  secure  the 
willing  acceptance  of  the  hon.  Members 
of  this  House.  If  we  are  to  have  the 
yoke,  let  it  be  placed  upon  us  with  our 
own  consent  and  in  accordance  with  our 
own  judgment. 

Mr.  K  HAEEINGTON  (Kerry, W.)  : 
Sir,  it  has  only  been  within  the  last  few 
da^s  that  the  words  '<  rights  of  mino- 
rities "  have  been  introduced.  The  Bale 
says  that  a  Member  rising  in  his  place 
may  claim  to  move — 

'*  That  th«  QnesUon  be  now  put,  and  wolem  H 
shall  appear  to  the  Chair  that  such  Motion  is  aa 
abuse  ox  the  Bules  of  the  House,  or  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  rights  of  the  minority,  the  Question^ 
*  That  the  Question  he  now  put,'  shall  be  put 
forthwith  and  decided  without  Amendment  or 
debate.*' 

But  I  ask,  what  is  the  minority?  Tliat 
is  a  question  open  to  a  good  deal  of 
doubt.  There  will,  lor  instance,  be  doubt 
and  difficulty  upon  tbat  point  even  if  an 
hon.  Member  changed  his  usual  seat  and 
sat  in  any  other  place  in  the  House.  I 
believe  that  many  hon.  Members  would 
argue  tbis  point  when  the  hon.  Member 
making  a  Motion  was  not  in  his  place. 
We  are  met  here  with  a  whole  series  of 
alterations,  and  because  we  want  to  un- 
derstand where  we  are  putting  our  foot 
we  are  found  fault  with  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  did  not  attempt  to-night  to  ex- 
plain  what  would  be  the  practical  work- 
mg  of  this  Bule,  but  he  met  ihe  appeal 
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of  one  hon.  Gentlemiui  who  tried  to  push 
it  to  its  legitimate  issue  by  deprecating 
anj  further  debate.     I  assert  not  only 
that  these  words  are  not  in  the  best  form 
that  could  be  adopted  in  this  House,  but 
that  they  do  not  embody  the  sense  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  in- 
tended to  put  into  the  Bule.    The  Bule 
says  '*  imless  it  appear  to  the  Ohair  that 
such  Motion  is  an  abuse  of  the  Bules  of 
the  House.''    How  can  you  lay  down  a 
Bule  which  is  to  giye  power  to  a  Member 
of  the  House  to  rise  in  his  place  and 
claim  that  the  Question  be  now  put,  and 
yet  contemplate  that  his  doing  so  is  an 
abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the  House  ?  I  say, 
Sir,  that  it  is  the  privilege  of  any  hon. 
Member,  and  that  it  can  never  appear 
to  the  Ohair  that  he  is  abusing  the  rights 
of  the  House  by  doing  so.    I  will  not 
repeat  the  objections  which  have  been 
urged  to  the  use  of  the  words  **  rights 
of  the  minority ; "  but  I  think  it  would 
be  well  that  there  should  be  some  ex- 
planation from  the  Treasury  Bench  as  to 
the  meaning  of  the  term  **  minority."   I 
think  it  is  altogether    abrogating  the 
rights  of  hon.   Members,  and  of  occa- 
sional minorities  in  this  House  to  retain 
this  expression*  There  has  been  no  Con- 
stitutional or  Parliamentary  recognition 
of  the  term,  and  if  you  adopt  the  lan- 
guage of  this  Amendment  I  cannot  but 
feel  that  it  will  result  in  serious  danger 
and  difficulty.    If  I  could  speak  as  an 
Englishman  I  should  say  that  Patty 
Government  and  Party  feeling  is  carried 
too  far  in  this  House  for  purposes  of 
general  legislation  on  the  needs  of  the 
country,  and  I  contend  that  this  Bule  is 
setting  a  premium  on  that  Party  feeling, 
because  it  only  recognizes  the  interests 
of  the  Gbvemment  of  the  day,  and  the 
"minority."    I  shall  be  borne  out  by 
many  hon.  Members  when  I  say  that 
there  has  alway  been  in  this  House  a 
Party  which  owed  no  specific  allegiance 
to  the  Government,  and  who  do  not 
follow  any  particular  leader.    But  there 
have  been  not  one  but  several  minori- 
ties, who  have  by  dint  of  perseverance 
and   by  the  latitude    allowed    by  the 
Forms  of  the  House,  succeeded  in  im- 
pressing their  views  not  alone  upon  the 
House  itffelf,  but    upon    the    country. 
These  in  the  future  wiU  disappear.    I 
believe  that  the  tendency  of  the  Bule, 
and  especially  the  words  we  are  asked 
to  insert  in  it,  is  in  that  direction.  Speak- 
ing from  the   Irish  point  of  view,   ot 


course,  we  are  forced  naturally  into  ten- 
tative opposition  to  every  one  of  these 
Bules,  because  we  look  upon  them  as 
directed  against  ourselves  and  our  coun- 
try. We  look  on  them  as  an  expedient  of 
the  Government  ioft  occupying  that  time 
which  should  be  devoted  by  this  House 
in  solving  the  problem  as  to  how  you 
are  to  reach  practical  legislation  for  the 
good  of  Ireland.  I  would  certainly  say 
that  the  Oonservative  Party  seem  to  me 
to  be  only  just  occupying  this  ground 
and  withdrawing  inch  by  inch  from  a 
position  which  they  know  to  be  unten- 
able. The  proceed  with  Uiese  Bules  be- 
cause they  have  nothing  else  on  which 
they  can  agree  with  those  who  per- 
mit them  to  remain  in  power.  I  wish 
the  House  to  understand  that  there 
should  be  some  means  by  which  irre- 
sponsible Members  should  be  prevented 
from  rising  in  their  place  and.mterrupt- 
ing  a  debate  most  useful  in  itself,  with 
the  Motion  ''That  the  Question  be  now 
put."  There  are  many  questions  during 
the  discussion  of  which  no  one  but  a  few 
specialists  are  left  in  the  House.  Let 
us  take  for  instance  a  debate  relating  to 
Scotch  or  Irish  affairs.  It  may  happen 
under  the  circumstancesi  have  described, 
that  a  Member  who  has  not  been  pre- 
sent, and  who  does  not  feel  the  weight 
of  the  grievance  brought  before  the 
House,  may  come  in  and  move  "  That 
the  Question  be  now  put."  I  do  object, 
Sir,  that  it  should  be  within  the  privilege 
of  suoh  a  Member  coming  into  this 
House  without,  perhaps,  having  heard 
one  word  of  the  debate,  without  having 
looked  into  the  merits  of  the  question, 
and  merely  because  he  felt  in  the  mood 
at  the  moment  to  jump  up  and  move 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put."  In 
my  opinion  ^e  original  Bule  is  better 
than  the  Amendment  proposed  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  because  the 
Bule  provides  that  the  consent  of  the 
Speaker  should  be  previously  obtained. 
I  think  it  only  reasonable  to  expect  that 
before  a  Member  could  rise  and  inter 
rupt  an  important  debate,  there  should 
be  some  form  by  which  that  Motion  of 
his  should  be  tested  before  it  is  sprung 
on  the  SpeaJser,  and  before  the  Speaker 
declares  either  that  it  is  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  rights  of  minorities  or 
an  abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the  House. 
Finally,  Sir,  I  venture  to  express  the 
opinion  that  if  in  place  of  going  into  this 
destructive  legislation  the  House  would 
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apply  itself  to  its  broader  and  better 
functions,  there  would  be  a  far  nobler 
record  of  the  Session. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :--AyeB  160 ;  Noes 
70:  Majority  90.— (Div.  List,  No.  47.) 

Mb.  PAENELL  (Cork) :  Sir,  I  rise 
to  propose  the  omission  of  the  words — 

"  When  the  Motion,  '  That  tha  Questioii  be 
now  put,'  has  been  carried,  and  the  Question 
consequent  thereon  has  been  decided,  any 
further  Motion  may  be  made  (the  consent  of  the 
Chair  having  been  previously  obtained)  which 
may  be  requisite  to  bring  to  a  decision  any 
Question  already  proposed  from  the  Chair." 

I  have  placed  this  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  in  order  to  save  the  rights  of  hon. 
Members  with  regard  to  debate  upon  a 
Main  Question,  and  also  to  save  the 
rights  of  hon.  Members  with  regard  to 
the  moving  of  subsequent  Amendments. 
Supposing  that  under  the  first  paragraph 
of  tne  Eule  a  Motion  has  been  made, 
and  the  consent  of  the  Chair  has  not 
been  withheld,  '*That  the  Question  be 
now  put,''  and  the  Question  is  to  be  de- 
cided without  Amendment  or  debate, 
and  that  Question  happens  to  be  an 
Amendment  to  the  Main  Question; — 
under  the  second  paragraph  of  the  Eule 
it  is  provided  that  a  similar  Motion  may 
be  made  in  the  same  way  as  the  first 
Motion  with  regard  to  the  Main  Ques- 
tion, and  that  the  debate  on  the  Main 
Question  may  also  be  brought  to  an  end 
in  the  same  fashion.  Let  me  take  the  case 
where  I  or  any  other  hon.  Member  de- 
sire to  move; — under  theEule  as  it  stands 
not  only  would  debate  on  the  Main  Ques- 
tion be  brought  to  an  end,  but  no  oppor- 
tunity would  be  afforded  of  moving 
any  second  or  third  Amendment.  I  think 
this  is  the  time  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  what  provision  he  proposes 
to  introduce  into  this  clause  to  fulfil  his 
pledge  with  regard  to  saving  the  rights 
of  hon.  Members,  who  put  down  Amend- 
ments in  Oommitikee  of  Supply,  and  also 
to  clauses  of  Bills.  We  have  had  a  de- 
bate on  the  question  with  regard  to 
Committee  of  Supply,  and  during  that 
debate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
mised that  he  would  consider  how  he 
could  meet  the  wishes  which  many  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  had  expressed, 
that  there  should  be  some  safeguard  in- 
serted in  the  Bule  which  would  preserve 
to  the  Members  of  the  Committee  the 
right  of  moving  several  separate  reduc- 
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tions  of  a  Vote.  It  is  manifest,  as  the 
Eule  now  stands,  that  no  such  safeguard 
exists.  I  cannot  accept  the  Amendment 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  pot 
down  as  a  satisfactory  fulfilment  of  his 
pledge,  and  I  must  ask  him  to  fulfil  it 
in  a  more  satisfactory  way,  that  is, 
to  agree  to  the  insertion  of  a  more 
real  safeguard.  At  present  we  have 
no  safeguard  whatever.  Therefore,  we 
are  entitled  to  ask  for  some  real  and 
tangible  safeguard  for  the  purpose  of 
insuring  that  there  shall  be  this  rail  and 
free  discussion  which  the  right  Hon. 
Gentleman  has  declared  so  repeatedly  it 
is  his  intention  to  afford  to  the  House. 
The  words  ''That  the  Question  be  now 
put  forthwith,  and  decided  vrit^ut 
Amendment  or  debate,"  bring  into  foroe 
the  summary  process  of  the  Eule  as  pro* 
vided  by  the  nrst  paragraph  against  &e 
original  Question  or  the  secon&ty  Ques- 
tion, either  on  a  Motion  in  Committee 
of  Supplv  or  in  the  discussion  of  the 
clauses  of  a  Bill.  In  the  first  place,  it 
provides  that  the  Eule  may  be  brought 
into  force  against  all  Amendments  in 
Committee  of  Supply,  and  in  either  case 
it  provides  for  stopping  debate  on  the 
Main  Question.  You  will  find  that  by 
this  Eule  the  Chair  would  have  to  deal 
even  with  a  Question  which  has  not  been 
proposed  at  all.  As  I  understand  the 
matter,  the  Question,  "  That  the  CManse 
be  added  to  the  Bill,"  is  not  put  until 
all  the  Amendments  have  been  disposed 
of.  The  Chairman  of  Committee  caDs 
the  clause  by  number ;  he  then  calls  on 
hon.  Members  who  have  Amendments 
On  the  Paper  to  move  their  Amendments, 
one  at  a  time,  and  it  is  not  until  th^e 
Amendments  have  been  put,  that  he 
comes  to  the  separate  Question,  ''That 
the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill."  Now 
in  this  Eule  it  is  provided  that  the  Ques- 
tion "  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill  "shall  be  now  put;  that  is  to  saj,  that 
a  Question  which  has  never  been  pot 
from  the  Chair  at  iJl,  or  an  Amendment 
which  has  never  been  discussed,  shall  be 
put  before  Amendments  are  moTcd  by 
any  Members  of  the  House.  These  are 
important  considerations,  and  I  mention 
them  in  order  to  show  how  necessary  it 
is  that  some  safeguard  should  be  in- 
serted. What  you  propose  to  give  to  any 
Minister  of  the  Crown  in  the  second  pari 
of  this  Eule  is  the  right  of  saying  what 
Amendments  shall  be  put  in  Committee 
of  Supply,  or  what  reductions  shall  be 
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moyed,  and  in  Committee  upon  a  Bill 
what  Amendments  shall  be  moved  to 
clauses.  This  praotioally  puts  it  in  the 
power  of  a  Minister  to  pass  a  Bill  m  hloo 
through  the  House  without  any  discus- 
sion whatever  upon  any  of  its  clauses.  The 
question  under  discussion  now  is  a  very 
difficult  one,  and  requires  more  explicit 
safeguards  than  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  has  hitherto  suggested.  I 
want  to  know  in  what  way  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  to  guard  the  free- 
dom or  liberty  of  debate  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House,  when  the  Chairman 
is  in  the  Chair,  and  when,  above  all 
things,  it  is  necessary  there  should  be 
some  safeguard  other  than  that  which 
has  been  proposed  by  the  Government  ? 
Let  me  turn  to  the  question  of  the  neces- 
sity for  some  additional  safeguards  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  HouBe,other  than 
that  which  exists.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  a 
wide  difference  in  the  position  of  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  and 
in  the  position  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means.  The  Speaker  is  usually 
selected  for  his  impartiality    and  his 

geat  knowledge  of  the  Business  of  the 
ouse.  He  is  not  a  partizan.  In  the 
words  of  the  celebrated  Speaker, 
Speaker  Lenthall,  he  is  a  servant  of 
the  House ;  he  is  not  its  master,  or  the 
master's  mate ;  he  takes  his  directions 
from  the  House,  and  he  is  the  guardian 
of  its  Order.  He  takes  no  part  in  our 
debates ;  but  he  can  give  a  casting  vote 
when  Parties  are  evenly  divided ;  but 
this  vote  he  never  thinks  of  recording. 
The  position  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees is  an  entirely  different  one.  Of 
course,  Mr.  Speaker,  when  I  refer,  on 
the  one  hand,  to  the  Speaker,  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  to  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, I  do  not  speak  in  eulogy  of  the 
one  and  in  disparagement  of  the  other. 
I  do  not  speak  of  yourself,  or  of  the 
present  Chairman  of  Committees ;  I 
simply  wish  to  compare  the  position  and 
functions  of  the  two  Offices,  and  the 
character  of  the  men  who  usually  hold 
them,  without  reference  to  individuals. 
The  Chairman  of  Committees  is  always 
an  intensely  Party  man.  He  does  not 
partake  in  any  sense  of  the  nature  of 
the  Speaker,  nor  does  his  Office  partake 
of  the  natmre  of  the  Office  of  the  Speaker. 
He  himself,  as  a  matter  of  common 
custom,  frequently  joins  in  debate  on 
disputed  questioiiB,  and  takes  the  side  of 


his  Party  when  the  Speaker  is  in  the 
Chair — when  he  is  not  acting  as  Chair- 
man of  Committees.  The  Speaker  never 
does  this ;  when  his  functions  cease  for 
the  moment  —  when,   for  instance,  the 
House  is  in  Committee — the  Speaker  is 
not  present  in  the  House.    He  does  not 
address  the  House,  or  take  anv  part  in 
the  Divisions  of  the  House.    The  Chair- 
man, on   the  contrary,    is  entitled    to 
speak  on  all  questions,  and  frequently 
does  speak.     He  has  not  the  experience 
or  knowledge  of  the  Rules  of  the  House 
that  the  Speaker  has,  and,  consequently, 
a  minority  may  be  justly  pardoned  if 
they  fear  entrusting  themselves,  during 
proceedings  in  Committee  on  Bills,  and 
during  proceedings    in    Committee   of 
Supply — to  which  this  Amendment  I 
move  more  particularly  applies— to  the 
power  of  such  an  official,  without  some 
checks  and  safeguards  other  than  those 
which  the  right  hon.   Gentleman    the 
Leader  of  the  House  has  introduced  into 
his  Eule  so  far.    Moreover,  the  Chair- 
nuin  of  Committees  is  liable  to  have  his 
place  taken  at  a  moment's  notice,  with- 
out debate  or  Division,  by  anybody  at 
all  whom  the  Government  choose  to  put 
in  the  Chair.    We  have  all  witnessed, 
in  recent  years,  the  summary  fashion  in 
which,   when    the  Chairman   of  Com- 
mittees has  been  tired  out  with  a  pro- 
longed discussion,  and  has  needed  rest, 
or  K>r  any  other  purpose  of  his  own,  has 
been  obliged  to  leave  the  Chair,  his  Suc- 
cessor is  inducted.    No  Motion  is  made, 
no  Division  takes  place;  in  fact,   the 
selection  of  a  Deputy  for  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  is  the  most  summary  and 
drastic  process  known.    The  substitute 
for  the  Chairman  of  Committees  may  be 
anybody  at  all ;  he  may  be  wanting  in 
all  those  qualities  which  our  present 
Chairman  of  Committees  undoubtedly 
has;    he   may  be  wanting^  in   all  the 
qualities  which  enable  him  to  respect 
the    rights    of   minorities,    which    the 
present  Chairman  of  Committees  pos- 
sesses  in   such  a  remarkable  degree; 
and   we   may  have  some  Government 
partizan,  some  nobody,  thrust  into  the 
Chair,  without  it  being  possible  to  pro- 
test, or  to  take  any  action  against  such 
substitution.     And  it  is  possible  that, 
under  such  circumstances,  such  a  par- 
tizan Chairman,  such  a  Member  of  the 
House,    may  be  carried  away   by  his 
partizan  feelings  and  by  his  passions  of 
the  moment,  and  very  probably  will  be     . 
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carried  away,  into  inflictmg  grave  injury 
upon  the  rights  of  the  minority.  See 
where  your  safeguards  come  in.  The 
original  Eule  stands,  '^  If  the  consent  of 
the  Chair  has  been  previously  obtained.'' 
Now  it  stands,  ''  The  assent  of  the  Chair, 
as  aforesaid,  not  havins;  been  withheld." 
A  still  more  slender  saiegaard  than  that 
which  originally  obtained  in  the  Bule. 
We  Irish  Members  cannot  divest  our- 
selves, in  the  consideration  of  this  ques- 
tion, from  the  fact  that  this  Eule  is 
being  carried  expressly  for  the  purpose 
of  hurrying  through  a  Coercion  Bill ; 
and  that  whatever  protection  an  ordi- 
nary minority  may  have  from  injustice, 
such  protection  will  be  entirely  wanting 
in  regard  to  us,  when  the  excitement 
and  feelings  of  the  House  mounts,  and 
everybody — or,  at  least,  all  the  English 
Members  of  the  majority — believe  it  is 
necessary  to  do  somethinfi^  desperate, 
quick,  and  speedy,  in  oroer  that  the 
State  may  be  saved.  We  have  had  to 
encounter  this  on  several  occasions.  We 
had  an  example  of  the  arbitrary  action 
of  a  regular  Chairman  of  Committees  in 
1882,  when  he  suspended  30  Irish  Mem- 
bers, many  of  whom,  it  was  proved,  had 
not  been  in  the  House  during  that  Sitting, 
and  many  others  had  taken  no  part  in 
the  debate  whatever  during  the  Sitting. 
Wehad  a  large  number  of  Irish  Members 
suspended  from  the  service  of  the  House 
by  the  Chairman  of  Committees  under  a 
Bule  which  provided  that  Members  could 
only  be  suspended  for  habitual  abuse  oi 
the  Forms  of  the  House,  and  unduly  pro- 
longing discussion.  Manifestly  those 
who  had  not  been  in  the  House,  or  who 
had  taken  no  part  in  the  debate,  or  had 
not  made  any  Motion,  could  not  be  said 
to  be  abusing  the  Forms  of  the  House. 
When  this  action  of  the  Chairman  was 
challenged,  especially  by  the  Tory  Party, 
the  Eule  as  to  the  suspension  of  Mem- 
bers had  to  be  materially  altered,  so  as 
to  prevent  anything  of  the  kind  occurring 
a^ain.  Now,  I  invite  the  House  to  agree 
with  me  that,  as  this  unfair  action  has 
been  taken  in  times  past  by  a  regular 
Chairman  of  Committees  under  another 
Eule,  so  there  is  no  reason  why  equally 
unfair  action,  the  power  to  use  which  is 
very  much  wider  and  more  open  in  the 
case  of  the  present  Eule  than  it  was  in 
the  case  of  the  Suspension  Eule  to  which 
I  have  just  referred,  should  not  be  taken 
again,  and  that,  therefore,  we  should 
provide   against  it  while  there  is  yet 
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time.    I  submit  there  should  be  some 
precise  words  put  into  this  Seeolution, 
providing  that  the  Chairman  of  Oommit- 
tees  shall  be  prevented  from  taking  this 
unfair  action,  if  he  be  indined  to  do  so. 
Unless  you  adopt  some  check  or  safe- 
guard of  this  kmd,  you  will  have  no 
security  that  the  Members  of  the  mino- 
rity will  be  able  to  exercise  the  legiti- 
mate, useful,  and  time-honoured  effect 
upon  the  ultimate  shape  of  Bills  and 
Eesolutions  in  this  Houae  which  the 
minority  have  always  exercised.    While 
upon  this  point,  I  must  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
for  some  more  explicit  assurances  &aa 
he  has  yet  given  us,  as  to  whether,  when 
this  Bule  is  passed,  he  intends  to  propose 
that  it  shall  be  a  Standing  Order  of  the 
House  ?    Is  it  the  intention  of  Uie  right 
hon.  Oentleman,  after  the  House  has 
finished  the  consideration  of  this  Bule, 
or  after  the  House  has  finished  the  con- 
sideration of  as  many  of  these  Rules  as 
the  House  may  decide  to  consider,  to 
ask  the  House  to  resolve  that  as  many 
of  the  Bules  as  shall  have  been  con- 
sidered shall  be  converted  into  Standing 
Orders  ?    How  does  that  question  bear 
upon  my  present  proposition  ?    My  pre- 
sent proposition  is  for  further  and  speoal 
saf eguwls,  more  particularly  in  view  of 
what  we  know  the  Government  intend 
shortly  to  propose.    I  wish  to  point  out 
that,  if  it  be  not  the  intention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  this  Bole 
a  Standing  Order,  or  any  Bule  that  Uie 
House  shall  have  considered,  a  Standing 
Order,  I  shall  have  an  unanswerable 
claim  on  Liberal  Members  above  and 
below  the  Gangway,  not  only  to  snpp<»t 
this  Amendment,  but  other  Amendments 
which  either  I  or  my  hon.  Friends  may 
move  with  the  object  of  limiting  the 
character  of  this  Bule ;  because  it  will 
then  be  plain  to  Liberal  Membeors  that 
the  Government  have  no  wish  that  the 
useful  weapon  of  the  closure  shall,  in 
future,  be  capable  of  being  put  into 
operation  by  the  Liberal  Parfy  against 
them.    It  will  be  clear  that  this  Qiosure 
Bule  question  is  simply  brought  forward 
for  the  purpose  of  putting  down  Irish 
debate  on  the  Irish  Coercion  Bill.     I 
beg,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment which  stands  in.  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  first  word  **  When,"  in  line  5, 
to  the  word  **  Chair,"  in  line  9,  both  in- 
clusive.— (iff.  FarnM.) 


Digitized  by 


Google 


\m 


{RuUiof 


jMABcnft,  1887} 


Procedure), 


1622 


Qaeetion  proposed, 

"  1  hat  the  words  *  Whon  the  Motion  *  That 
the  Qaestion  be  now  put '  has  been  carried,  and 
the  Question  consequent  thereon  has  been  de- 
cided, any  further  Motion  may  be  made/  stand 
part  of  the  Question." 

Thb  first  lord  of  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Sir,  I  can  hardly  com- 
plain of  the  continuous  opposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  (Mr.  FarneU) 
to  the  Bule  ajs  it  is  now  proposed  to 
the  House.  He  is,  no  doubt,  con- 
sistently hostile  to  the  Eules  of  Pro- 
cedure as  they  are  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment. He  wishes  to  prevent  them 
taking  effect,  to  prevent  them  being 
efficient  Eules  for  the  conduct  of  the 
Business  of  the  House  as  we  conceive  it 
to  be  our  duty  to  conduct  that  Business. 
Therefore,  he  is  perfectly  consistent  in 
endeavouring  to  make  it  impossible  for 
us  to  press  the  Eules  in  the  form  in 
which  we  have  submitted  them.  The 
hon.  Member  asks  that  we  shiJl  except 
from  the  operation  of  this  Eule  tne 
Committee  of  Supply  and  the  Com- 
mittee stage  of  all  Bills ;  in  other  words, 
he  desires  to  except  from  the  effect  of 
the  closure  the  Amendments  which  may 
follow  upon  the  Question  which  may  be 
immediately  before  the  House.  I  wish 
to  point  out  that  if  that  course  were 
adopted,  if  Amendments  can  be  moved 
one  after  another,  whether  in  Sapplj,  or 
whether  in  Committee  on  a  Bill,  it  would 
be  perfectly  hopeless  to  attempt  to 
dose  debate,  or  to  attempt  to  advance 
the  Business  of  this  House.  It  is  ob- 
vioos  to  anyone  that,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself,  who  is  opposed  to  the 
course  we  are  now  pursuing,  could  move 
Amendment  after  Amendment  without 
end  and  without  check,  and  the  closure 
was  not  to  apply  to  those  Amendments, 
or  not  to  apply  to  a  clause  which  was  a 
subject  of  debate,  all  attempt  at  closing 
of  the  debate  would  be  absolutely  hope- 
less. The  hon.  Member  asks  me  whe- 
ther we  have  fulfilled  the  engagements  I 
have  made  to  the  House  to  consider  the 
question  of  the  power  of  the  Chair  ?  I 
have  fully  considered  the  question,  and 
I  believe  I  have  clothed  the  Chair  with 
a  power  which  will  protect,  in  the  very 
words  the  hon.  Member  used,  the  rights 
of  the  minority.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  the  minority  may  be  pardoned 
if  they  distrust  the  Chair ;  but.  Sir,  they 
distrust  the  Minister  who  may  have  to 
move  the  application  of  the  Bule.    The 


Chairman  has  an  authority  and  power 
which  he  exercises,  not  for  the  protec- 
tion alone  of  the  minority,  not  in  de- 
fiance of  the  Minister  or  of  the  Member 
who  may  move  the  closure,  but  in  dis- 
charge of  his  duty  to  the  House  with 
reference  to  the  question  which  may  be 
before  the  House,  or  to^he  Amendments 
which  may  be  on  the  Paper.  It  would 
be  inconceivable  that  the  Chair  would 
permit  the  closure  to  be  applied,  and  a 
clause  to  be  put,  on  whicn  there  were 
vital  and  substantial  Amendments.  It 
is  quite  plain  that  the  Chair  will  dis- 
tinguish between  Amendments  which 
are  vital  and  Amendments  which  are 
only  conceived  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
structing Business.  I  may  observe  that 
the  hon.  Member  said  that  if  a  measure 
is  proposed  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House  on  the  ground  that  it  is  neces- 
sary that  the  State  shall  be  saved,  and  a 
Minister  rises  in  his  place,  and  says 
that  it  is  necessary  that  the  closure 
should  be  applied,  and  that  debate 
should  terminate,  the  House  would  at 
once  accept,  and  the  Chairman  would  at 
once  accept,  such  a  proposal.  Well,  if 
we  ever  come  to  a  question  in  which  a 
Minister,  sustained  by  a  great  majority, 
can  satisfy  that  great  majority  of  the 
House  that  it  is  necessary  to  propose 
measures  of  an  important  character  for 
the  safety  of  the  State,  I  believe  that, 
with  or  without  Eules  of  this  kind,  the 
House  would  accept  the  statement  of  the 
Minister  as  correct,  and  take  his  word 
aocompanied,4isitwouldbe,  by  evidence, 
and  the  House  would  give  any  power 
that  might  be  necessary.  That,  I  think, 
disposes  at  once  of  that  part  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  argument.  What  a 
Minister  would  do  under  such  circum- 
stances would  be  to  make  his  case  clear, 
and  if  he  did,  the  House  and  the  Chair 
would  support  his  demand  with  such 
authority  as  was  necessary.  I  have  said 
already,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member, 
that  I  believe  that  the  safeguards  we 
propose  are  adequate  safeguards,  and 
that  in  proposing  them,  I  have  com- 
pletely redeemed  the  engagement  I 
made  to  the  House.  But  the  hon.  Gon- 
tleman  has  said  that  the  Chairman  is 
not  to  be  regarded  with  the  same  respect 
as  the  Speaker.  I  deny  that  that  is  the 
view  of  the  House. 

Mb.  PAENELL  :  I  did  not  use  those 
words  at  all.  I  did  not  say  that  the 
Chairman  was  not  to  be  regarded  with  the 
same  respect  as  the  Spei^er;  but  wl^^|^ 
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I  did  say  was,  that  the  Chairman  was 
not  in  the  same  position  as  the  Speaker. 
I  simply  spoke  of  the  nature  of  the 
offices  of  the  two  Gentlemen. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  took  down 
the  words  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  be- 
sides which,  I  remember  distinctly  that 
he  said,  **  the  Chairman  was  an  intensely 
Party  man,"  and  I  am  sure  that  those 
words  would  conyey  the  impression  to  the 
House  and  to  the  country  that  the  de- 
cisioDs  of  the  Chairman  are  not  entitled 
to  the  same  respect  which  always  ac- 
companies your  decisions,  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  have  sat  for  many  years  in  this 
House;  and,  althot^h  I  admit,  out 
of  the  House,  the  (^airman  may  be- 
long to  one  Party  or  another,  as  I 
have  no  doubt  you.  Sir,  out  of  the 
House,  belong  to  one  Party  or  another, 
my  conviction,  and  I  believe  that  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  of  both  sides  of  the 
House,  is  that  the  conduct  of  the  Chair- 
men of  Committees  of  whom  we  have 
had  experience  has  always  been  that  of 
men  who  were  absolutely  impartial,  and 
who  discharged  the  duties  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  House  and  of  the  country. 
My  experience  is,  that  the  Chairman  may, 
YQTj  fitly  and  very  properly,  be  entrusted 
wit  a  the  power  with  which  we  now  seek  to 
dothe  him .  I  believe  that  the  Chairman, 
in  the  exercise  of  his  power,  will  not  only 
protect  the  interests  of  the  minority  of 
the  House  itself,  but  will  maintain  the 
dignity  and  order  of  the  House.  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  additional  respon- 
sibility which  is  now  cast  upon  him  will, 
in  the  least  degree,  affect  the  propriety 
of  his  conduct.  The  hon.  Member  has 
asked  me  whether  it  is  my  intention  to 
make  these  Bules  Standing  Orders.  I 
wish  it  to  be  understood  that  so  soon  as 
the  Bules  which  we  desire  to  pass,  and 
which  we  believe  must  be  passed,  shall 
have  been  passed,  I  will  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  in  my  power  of  having  them 
made  Standing  Orders  of  the  House. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
Why  not  put  such  a  Motion  on  the 
Paper? 

,  Mb.  W,  H.  SMITH :  It  is  not  de- 
sirable or  necessary  that  I  should  do  so. 
I  do  not  propose  that  when  this  particu- 
lar Hule  is  passed  that  it  shall  be  in- 
stantly made  a  Standing  Order,  because 
it  would  be  obviously  undesirable  that 
we  should  make  a  Motion  with  regard 
to  each  particular  Bule. 

Mr.FameH 


Mb.  PABNELL  :  Does  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman  intend  to  finish  Procedore 
definitely  before  going  on  to  any  other 
Business  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  cannot  under- 
take to  do  that;  but  I  say,  distinctly, 
that  before  we  leave  the  question  of  the 
New  Bules,  the  House  will  be  invited 
to  make  them  Standing  Orders.  I  can- 
not undertake  to  say  that,  before  we 
proceed  to  any  other  Businoas,  the 
House  will  be  invited  to  nuJ^e  them 
Standing  Orders.  I  wish  to  be  dear 
and  distinct  with  the  hon.  Member. 
Times  and  seasons  must  be  taken  into 
account,  and  it  ma^  be  neceesaiy  to  in- 
terpose urgent  Business  before  the  whole 
of  the  Procedure  Bules  are  passed,  and 
in  that  case,  it  will  not  be  my  duty,  n^ 
is  it  my  intention,  to  ask  the  Honee  to 
make  those  Bules,  which  may  have 
already  been  passed,  Standing  Ordera. 
But  before  we  have  parted  with  the 
Bules,  I  intend  to  ask  the  House  to 
make  them  Standing  Orders.  As  to  the 
question  of  casual  Chairman,  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  (Government  to  restrict 
the  powers  intended  to  be  given  under 
this  Bule  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  praised  the  hon.  (Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  PamcJI} 
for  his  consistency  in  opposing  these 
Bules.  It  is  rather  singular  that  die 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  do  that, 
considering  that  these  Bules  are  iden- 
tical with  those  proposed  in  1882,  which 
he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  and  hia  Party 
vigorously  opposed.  What  my  hoa. 
Friend  (Mr.  Parnell)  has  asked  to-night 
is  whether  the  Gbvemment  intend  to 
make  these  Bules  Standing  Ord^s  d 
the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  replied — *^Yes;  wh«i  these  Bules 
have  been  passed,  I  shall  make  a  Mo- 
tion that  they  become  Standing  Orden 
of  the  House."  When  pressed,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  if  otner 
Business  intervened  before  all  the  Bules 
had  been  passed,  he  would  not  make 
the  Motion.  The  effect  of  such  a  course 
would  be  that  the  Bules  vnll  remain 
Sessional  Orders  only.  The  meanine  is 
clear  to  us.  An  Irish  (Coercion  Bin  is 
to  be  introduced.  This  First  Bule  will 
become  a  Sessional  Order,  and,  under 
it,  anything  like  free  discussion  upon 
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the  Ooeicion  Bill  will  be  stopped.  When 
the  Oovernment  have  passed  their  Ooer- 
cion  Bill,  they  will  idlow  the  Cloture 
Enle  to  lapse,  and  thus  prevent  its  being 
subsequently  used  against  themselves. 
I  was  glad  to  get  this  acknowledgment 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  because 
it  clears  the  air,  and  lets  us  see  exactly 
what  the  aim  of  this  Rule  is.  Then,  again, 
the  remarks  made  by  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Parnell)  regarding  the  action  of 
the  Chair,  especially  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committees,  has  not,  in  the  least  degree, 
been  answered  by  the  Leader  of  the 
House.  Let  us  consider  what  is  the 
power  given  under  this  Eule.  If  an 
Amendment  to  a  clause  of  a  Bill  is  pro- 
posed in  Committee,  and  if  dilatory 
arguments  are  advanced  in  support  of 
it,  it  is  left  to  the  Chair,  upon  being 
appealed  to  by  any  Member,  to  cloture 
all  the  following  Amendments  to  the 
clause. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  fact  that  we  are  not  now  discussing 
the  whole  of  the  paragraph,  but  only 
the  pi»t  from  the  word  *^  when,"  in  line 
5,  to  the  word  **  Chair,"  in  line  9.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  now  going  into  mat- 
ter which  refers  to  the  second  portion 
of  the  paragraph,  with  which  we  are 
not  now  dealing. 

Me.  MOLLOx  :  I  am  sorry  if  I  have 
misunderstood  the. Amendment;  but  I 
can  advance  the  arguments  I  desire  to 
address  to  the  House  upon  the  second 
portion  of  the  paragraph. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  said 
it  is  inconceivable  that  the  Chair  will 
permit  the  closure  to  be  applied  to  a 
clause  in  regard  to  which  vital  Amend- 
ments stand  on  the  Paper ;  and,  in  the 
opening  part  of  his  remarks,  he  said  the 
conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell)  was  perfectly  consistent, 
inasmuch  as  his  desire — and  the  desire 
of  his  followers— is  to  prevent  the  work- 
ing of  this  Rule  altogether,  and  to  frus- 
trate the  object  of  the  Government  in 
getting  the  Rule  passed.  That  depends 
altogether  upon  what  the  object  of  the 
Government  is.  If  the  object  of  the 
Government  is  to  further  the  Business 
of  the  House,  and  the  legislation  of  the 
country,  we  certainly  have  no  desire  to 
oppose  the  Rule ;  but  if  their  object  is 
to  rush  through  the  House  a  Coercion 
Act  for  Ireland  by  the  aid  of  the  Rule, 


we  certainly  do  desire  to  oppose  it  with 
all  the  power  we  have  got.  Then  he 
said  it  would  be  manifestly  absurd  to 
make  any  limitation  to  meet  the  objec- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  and 
added— "I  think  I  have  clothed  the 
Chair  with  full  power  to  protect  the 
rights  of  the  minority."  He  used  the 
word  *'the,"  if  he  had  said  ^*a"  I 
should  have  liked  it  better,  because  it 
would  have  looked  that  he  wished  to 
deal  more  fairly  with  the  House.  **  The 
minority  "  conveys  a  very  unfavourable 
impression  to  my  mind.  I  did  not  like, 
moreover,  the  manner  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  when  he  spoke  of  the 
support  which  would  be  accorded  to 
the^  Minister  in  introducing  any  Bill 
which  that  Minister  thought  necessary 
for  the  safety  of  the  State ;  because  I 
know  that  if  a  Minister  with  a  majority 
behind  him  makes  an  appeal  for  the 
application  of  the  cloture  upon  any  Irish 
question  he  is  certain  to  find  his  appeal 
responded  to.  Now,  this  Amendment 
chiefly  refers  to  proceedings  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  Under  the  Rule,  as 
it  now  stands,  there  is  absolutely  no 
check  upon  a  desire  which  may  be 
evinced  by  hon.  Members  to  take  Votes 
with  a  rush,  except  the  discretion  of  the 
Chairman.  It  is  open  for  a  Minister  to 
take  Vote  after  Vote,  without  allowing 
any  discussion  at  all.  We  are  asked  to 
trust  to  the  protection  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees.  I  am  bound  to  confess 
that  our  experience  teaches  us  to  dis- 
trust Chairmen  of  Committees  in  times  of 
excitement,  when  passions  are  aroused, 
as  they  undoubtedly  will  be  again,  pro- 
bably before  Easter.  I  have,  unfortu- 
nately, personal  experience  of  what 
Chairmen  of  Committees  will  do.  I  re- 
member coming  down  to  the  House  one 
day  and  finding  that  I  had  been  sus- 
pended at  9  o^ilock  in  the  morning, 
when  I  was  asleep  in  bed.  I  was  ac- 
cused of  obstructing  the  Business  of  the 
House ;  but  as  a  matter  of  fact,  I  had 
not  been  in  the  House  for  12  hours. 
The  difficulty  we  labour  under  is  that 
our  position  in  this  House  is  entirely 
different  from  the  position  of  an  English 
Party.  The  majority  of  the  Members 
of  the  House  are  Englishmen,  and  the 
matters  which  we  consider  vital  are  to 
them  exceedingly  trifling  and  uninte- 
resting. English  Members  regard  all 
our  business  as  a  nuisance.  No  doubt, 
in  times  past,  it  has  been  a  nuisance, 


C^^M^^^ogle 


1627 


£u$ines»  of 


{00MM0N8} 


the  Bouti 


1628 


and  it  will  be  a  nuisance  for  some  time 
to  come.  It  is  our  duty  to  struggle 
against  a  Bnle  which  will  inevitably 
lead  to  the  suppression  of  the  voice  of 
Ireland  in  this  House.  We  do  not  mean 
to  have  our  voice  suppressed ;  because 
we  realize  that  it  has  only  been  by  itera- 
tion, by  wearisome  and  tiresome  discus- 
sion, that  we  have  succeeded  in  compel- 
ling attention  in  the  House.  If  you  nad 
had,  six  years  ago,  the  power  to  close  our 
mouths,  not  one  of  the  reforms  we  have 
obtained  for  Ireland  would  have  been 
passed.  If  you  hcid  silenced  us,  it  would 
have  resulted  in  Fenianism,  dyoamite, 
or  something  else  of  the  kind.  ['^Oh, 
oh  !'']  In  saying  that,  I  appeal  to  the 
history  of  Ireland.  When  I  first  came 
into  this  House,  or  took  up  Oonstitu- 
tional  agitation,  the  difficulty  was  to  get 
the  people  to  come  to  the  polls,  because 
they  saw  no  use  in  doing  so.  What  we 
have  done— whether  you  consider  it  an 
evil  or  not— is  to  win  a  hearing  for  Ire- 
land. We  have  won  the  confidence  of 
the  Irish  people  in  Parliamentary  action, 
and  we  have  won  it  by  making  ourselves 
a  nuisance  to  you. 

M&.  SPEAKEE :  The  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  are  not  relevant  to  the 
Amendment  before  the  House.  That 
Amendment  only  relates  to  any  further 
action  in  case  the  Motion  for  dosure  is 
carried. 

Me.  DILLON :  The  effect  of  the  Eule 
is,  that  whenever  the  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply get  tired  of  discussing  the  details 
of  the  Estimates,  it  will  be  in  the  power 
of  a  Minister  to  rush  all  the  remaining 
Estimates  through  Committee.  What  I 
wished  to  bring  forward  was  that,  what- 
ever chance  under  this  Bule  English 
Estimates  may  have  of  being  discussed, 
the  Irish  Estimates  have  no  such  chance 
at  all;  because,  as  a  rule,  they  are  weari- 
some to  the  majority  of  the  House.  I 
shall,  therefore,  support  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Parnell). 

Mb.  CHANGE  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  The 
further  one  looks  into  these  words  the 
more  extraordinary  they  appear  to  be. 
In  the  first  part  of  the  Eesolution  we 
have  arranged  that  on  certain  conditions 
the  Motion  '^  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  may  be  made ;  but  when  the  Eule 
proceeds  further  you  find  that  a  certain 
vagueness  creeps  into  it,  and  it  says  that 
any  further  Motion  may  be  made,  under 
certain  conditions,  which  may  be  requi- 
site to  bring  to  a  decision  any  Question 

Mr.  Dillon 


already  proposed  from  the  Chair.  The 
original  Question,  which  I  will  call  X, 
has  been  propo8ed,Y  is  the  first  Amend- 
ment, and  Z  is  an  Amendment  to  that 
Amendment.  Under  the  first  part  c^ 
the  Eule,  Z  may  be  clotured  and  deeided 
in  the  negative  without  debate.  Two 
Questions  will  then  remain  which  have 
been  put  from  the  Chair — namely,  X  and 
Y,  and  it  will  be  competent  then  for  any 
hon.  Member  to  move  that  X  be  forth- 
with put  from  the  Chair.  That  seems 
to  me  a  most  extraordinary  method  of 
getting  rid  of  Y.  We  have  already 
decided  to  leave  the  rights  of  evety  indi- 
vidual Member  of  the  House  to  the 
majority,  under  certain  circumstances; 
but  now  it  seems  to  me — if  my  interpre- 
tation of  the  Eules  is  correct — iiiat  we 
have  gone  a  little  further  and  have  put 
the  rights  of  every  individual  Member 
completely  at  the  mercy  of  any  other 
Member  who  may  choose  to  move  a 
rather  foolish  Amendment.  An  hon. 
Member  may  move  a  sensible  and  rea- 
sonable Amendment,  Y,  some  other 
hon.  Member  may  choose  to  move  Z — 
an  untenable  alteration  in  it — the  Honse 
may  cloture  that  untenable  alteration, 
then  power  will  be  left  with  the  House 
to  get  rid  of  the  sensible  and  reasonable 

Question  and  put  a  stop  to  discussion, 
t  may  be  said  that  this  kind  of  thing 
will  not  be  permitted  by  the  C^ir ;  but 
we  have  eot  to  deal  with  the  Eesolution 
as  it  will  stand  on  the  Orders  of  the 
House.  I  trust  that  the  Amendment 
will  be  accepted,  or  that  a  limitation  will 
be  put  on  the  words  '*  any  fortiiet 
Motion,''  and  that  we  shall  receive  s(Mne 
interpretation  of  the  words  "  any  Ques- 
tion already  proposed." 

Mr.AETHUE  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  The  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Chance),  although 
it  may  at  first  appear  obscure,  is  in 
reality  a  very  simple  one,  and  a  very 
important  one,  although  I  do  not  know 
that  the  illustration,  X,  Y,  Z,  that 
he  gave,  was  the  best  it  would  have 
been  possible  to  offer.  The  Eule  we  are 
discussing,  with  the  Amendment  moved 
to  it  and  the  sub-Amendment  to  that 
Amendment,  gives,  however,  a  good  illus- 
tration of  what  our  position  wul  be.  We 
had  the  original  Question  including  all 
the  words  of  the  Eesolution.  To  thai 
an  Amendment  was  moved  by  the  first 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  That  might  have 
been  an  adverse  Amendment,  and,  as  a 
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matter  of  coarse,  in  most  cases  an 
Amendment  moyed  to  a  Question  is  an 
adverse  Amendment.  Well,  to  that 
Amendment  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  a  number  of  sub-Amendments 
were  moved,  and  if  this  Bule  we  are 
now  discussing  were  in  force  it  would  be 
competent  for  any  Member  to  rise  and 
invite  the  cloture  on  one  of  those  sub- 
Amendments.  The  cloture  being  put  in 
force  on  that  Amendment,  there  would 
remain  the  original  Question  of  the 
Bule  itself  and  the  Amendment  standing 
in  the  name  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  himself — to  say  nothing  of  the 
other  sub-Amendments.  Now,  as  this 
Rule  is  worded,  it  would  be  competent 
for  any  Member  then  to  move  that  the 
doture  be  applied  to  the  Amendment  or 
to  the  Bule  itself,  because  the  words  of 
the  Rule  are— 

'^  Any  further  Motion  may  be  made  (the  con- 
lent  of  the  Chair  having  heen  previonsly  ob- 
tained) which  may  be  requisite  to  bring  to  a 
decision  any  Qaestion  already  proposed  from 
the  Chair," 

and  it  will  be  obvious  that  there  are  two 
Questions  that  have  been  proposed  from 
the  Chair.  I  imagine  that  the  gentleman 
who  drafted  this  Besolution  did  not 
realize  the  effect  of  the  words  he  put 
into  it.  They  will  probably  go  a  great 
deal  farther  than  he  contemplated,  and, 
I  take  it,  the  Gh>vernment  will  admit  that 
they  did  not  intend  to  propose  what  is 
involved  in  the  Bule.  1  submit,  there- 
lore,  that  there  is  room  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Bule  in  the  way  that  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  it. 

OoLONBL  NOLAN  (Qalway,  N.) :  I 
think  two  or  three  practical  difficulties 
arise  from  the  wording  of  thb  Besolu- 
tion as  it  stands  on  the  Paper.  If  there 
are  three  Questions  before  the  House 
the  doturing  of  the  third  will  enable 
the  cloture  to  be  at  once  put  on  either 
the  first  or  the  second,  and  what  we  wish 
to  secure  is  that  there  shall  be  a  separate 
cloture  in  each  case.  I  think  that  is  only 
reasonable.  The  Budget  may  be  under 
discussion,  and  a  Conservative  Member 
may  get  up  and  propose  the  abolition  of, 
say,  the  carriage  tax,  and  speak  at  in- 
ordinate length  upon  the  subject,  and 
the  Government  may  cloture  him.  Well, 
the  result  will  be  that  very  important  pro- 
posals affecting  the  teaduty  or  the  whisky 
tax  may  be  shut  out  by  that  proceeding. 
iXhe  Chaitoellor  of  the  Exohequeb 
Oi^ented.  I    The  right  hon.  Qentleman 


the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
GK)schen))Who  is  no  doubt  a  great  autho- 
rity on  these  questions  of  taxation, shakes 
his  head ;  but,  it  seems  to  me  that  under 
this  Bule,  when  the  cloture  is  put  on 
one  question,  all  the  other  questions 
will  fall  to  the  ground.  Suppose  you 
wish  to  go  to  war,  and  for  that  purpose 
desire  to  increase  the  tea  tax  from  ^d. 
to  1#.  The  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
may  wish  to  resist  that  increase,  and 
will  wish  to  go  round  to  the  different 
sections  of  the  House  to  see  what  sup- 
port he  can  get.  That  will  take  some 
time ;  and,  in  the  meantime,  some  hon. 
Member,  hostile  to  the  Government,  or  to 
some  small  extent  friendly  to  them—  and 
there  is  every  shade  of  friendliness  to  the 
Qovemment  now — may  invite  his  friends 
and  enemies  to  help  him  in  resisting  the 
Amendment  of  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, and  someone  may  move  that  the 
duty  on  tea  shall  not  be  interfered  with 
unless  the  tax  is  taken  off  armorial 
bearings,  or  something  of  that  sort. 
That  Motion  he  and  his  Friends  may 
discuss  until  the  cloture  is  applied,  and 
the  effect  of  that  cloture  will  be  to  stop 
not  only  that  Motion,  but  the  more 
weighty  Amendment  as  well.  In  that 
way  a  Government  might  avoid  the 
discussion  of  a  subject  which,  if  pro- 
perly debated,  might  lead  to  their  being 
turned  out  of  Office,  and  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition^niight  be  prevented  from 
speaking  on  the  principal  Question. 
You  may  say  that  the  Leader  of  the 
Government  in  this  House  would  sooner 
cut  off  his  right  hand  than  refuse  the 
Opposition  an  opportunity  of  challenging 
the  conduct  of  the  Executive,  and  no 
doubt  that  would  have  been  his  feeling 
in  the^  old  days ;  but  I  do  not  know 
how  soon  the  courtesies  of  Party  war- 
fare may  not  be  forgotten,  or  how  long 
this  old  Parliamentary  etiquette  will 
last  under  the  cloture.  I  see  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  Front  Bench  opposite  smiling 
at  that ;  but  that  is  my  opinion.  Some 
Amendments  moved  in  the  House  are 
sometimes  of  much  greater  importance 
than  others.  Often  the  weight  of  an 
Amendment  is  not  thoroughly  appre- 
ciated by  the  House  or  by  the  outside 
public.  There  is  no  one  to  judge  of 
their  comparative  importance,  so  that 
an  Amendment  which  seems  of  no  im- 
portance, but  which,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  desires  to  move  it  could  show 
to  be  of  the  utmost  importance  if  he 
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were  allowed  to  speak  upon  it,  will  be 
Bhut  out  by  the  application  of  the 
cloture  upon  another  Amendment.  There 
is  no  way  to  judge  of  the  importance  of 
an  Amendment  without  bringing  it  be- 
fore the  House  and  then  subjecting  it 
to  the  test  of  the  Press,  and,  finally,  it 
need  be,  to  the  test  of  a  General  Elec- 
tion. If  you  pass  the  Kule  in  the  form 
proposed  by  me  Government,  you  will 
be  shutting  out  the  possibility,  and  I 
would  even  say  the  probability,  of  a  cer- 
tain number  of  questions  being  brought 
forward,  and  will  be  shutting  out  most 
important  questions  by  cloturinff  minor 
debates.  I  look  on  all  these  Buies,  but 
especially  this  one  of  the  cloture,  as 
having  a  general  tendency  to  drive  dis- 
cussion on  most  subjects  from  the 
House  of  Oommons  to  platforms  out- 
side. I  look  upon  that  as  a  very  dan- 
gerous thing.  I  consider  that  the  best 
possible  way  to  deal  with  vital  questions 
IS  to  discuss  them  here,  where  there  is 
likely  to  be  less  friction  and  less  danger 
than  outside.  To  my  mind  it  would  be 
much  better  for  Parliament  to  make  up 
its  mind  to  sit  another  month  every  year 
than  for  the  House  of  Commons  to  pass 
the  Cloture  Rule.  I  know  it  would  be 
a  terrible  misfortune  if  any  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  had  to  sit  here  from  the 
12th  of  August  to  the  12th  of  September, 
because  then  he  not  only  would  lose  the 
grouse  shootinff,  but  also  some  of  the 
partridge  shooting.  But  however  much 
hon.  Members  may  be  inconvenienced, 
if  you  do  not  take  that  course,  and 
adopt  this  fiule  instead,  you  will  run 
the  risk  of  shutting  out  the  discussion 
of  important  subjects  in  this  House  and 
the  opening  of  other  channels  for  their 
consideration.  Tou  will  be  stopping  an 
outlet  for  the  blowing  off  of  steam, 
which  must  be  blown  off  to  relieve  the 

Eressure  on  the  boiler.  If  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  does  not  condescend  to  give 
my  observations  some  consideration,  I 
should  be  glad  if  he  or  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  would  say  a  few  words  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  discussions  on 
the  Budget  will  be  affected  by  this 
Closure  Kule.  The  discussion  of  the 
Budget  is  very  important,  and  is  one 
of  the  Constitutional  functions  of  hon. 
Members  of  this  House.  If  it  can  be 
shown  that  this  Eule  would  enable  the 
Government  to  stop  discussion  on  ques- 

Colonel  Nolan 


tions  affecting  taxation,  it  seems  to  me 
the  Government  should  not  insist  upon 
carrying  the  Resolution  in  its  present 
form.  The  Government  say —  *  *  You  may 
trust  to  us  and  to  Mr.  Speaker."  1 
have  no  doubt  that  you  may  be  trusted. 
Sir ;  but  I  am  now  alluding  to  future 
Speakers.  At  present,  the  only  protests 
against  the  payment  of  money  which 
hon.  Members  are  not  inclined  to  listen 
to  are  those  protests  with  regard  to  Yotec 
for  the  Royal  Family.  There  has  always 
been  a  howl  to  prevent  discussion  when 
hon.  Members  venture  upon  these 
courses  with  which  the  House  generally 
does  not  sympathize.  But  "^tes  are 
proposed  at  critical  periods — on  the  eve 
of  a  great  war  money  is  asked  for,  and 
with  this  Rule  at  their  command  the 
Government  may  feel  themselves  safe 
in  proposing  almost  anything.  In  my 
opinion,  it  would  be  most  unfortunate 
if,  with  a  prospect  of  war  before  us,  the 
Government  were  able  to  choke  discus- 
sion in  the  House  of  Oommons  under 
cover  of  this  Resolution.  As  I  under- 
stand it,  on  the  Budget  and  all  questions 
of  taxation  we  shall  be  incurring  a  great 
danger  by  passing  this  Rule  in  its  pre- 
sent form,  because  by  the  cloturing  a 
comparatively  trivial  matter  you  would 
be  able  to  shut  out  very  important 
questions ;  and  although  you  might  be 
very  likely  backed  up  by  public  opinion 
in  London,  you  may  afterwards  €nd 
yourself  in  great  danger  amongst  the 
constituencies. 

Mb.  statelet  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire.  Kings  win  ford) :  I  agree  with  a 
great  deal  which  has  been  said  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Colonel  Nolan) 
who  has  j  ust  spoken,  and  I  think  that  this 
feature  of  the  cloture  will  very  greatly 
endanger  free  debate  in  this  House, 
It  means  that  as  soon  as  one  part  of  a 
clause  of  a  Bill  has  had  the  cloture  ap- 
plied to  it  the  whole  of  the  rest  of  ihB 
clause  may  be  put  from  the  Chair. 
There  was  a  time  in  the  drafting  of  our 
old  Acts  of  Parliament  when  that  pro- 
cess would  have  been  innocent  enough 
— when  each  clause  represented  in  itself 
some  particular  vital  enactment.  But  at 
the  present  time  clauses  are  drawn  in  a 
different  way.  Clauses  are  now  drawn 
in  a  number  of  sub-sections 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  now  dealing  with 
that  part  of  the  Resolution  which  re£sn 
to  the  consideration  of  a  clause.    Hie 
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hon.  and  learned  Member  will  see  that 
that  Bubject  is  in  the  second  portion  of 
the  paragraph,  and  is  not  included  in 
the  subject  under  consideration. 

Me.  STAVELEY  HILL :  I  bow  to 
your  ruling,  Sir ;  but  I  thought  the  argu- 
ment I  was  using  would  apply  to  both 
proceedings.  I  will  restrict  myself  to 
the  first  portion.  I  was  suggesting  that 
as  clauses  are  now  drawn  they  faU  into 
half-a-dozen,  or  sometimes  as  many  as  a 
dozen  or  20  various  sub-sections,  all  hing- 
ing on  the  first  part  of  the  dause. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  Question  before 
the  House  is  to  leave  out  the  words — 

"  That  the  words  *  When  the  Motion,  "  That 
the  Question  be  now  put,'*  has  been  carried, 
and  the  Question  consequent  thereon  has  been 
dedded,  any  further  Motion  may  be  made.'" 

That  is  all  which  would  be  excluded  by 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell). 
The  rest  of  the  paragraph  of  the  Eeso- 
lution  refers  to  ''the  clause"  which  is 
now  the  subject  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oendeman's  argument. 

Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL :  Then,  Sir, 
I  wiU  reserve  what  I  have  to  say  until 
we  come  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Beso- 
lution. 

The  OHANOELLOE  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Qoschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Hon.  Gentlemen  be- 
low the  Gangway  opposite  have  appealed 
to  me  to  say  a  word  or  two  upon  this  sub- 
ject ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  I  adverted 
to  it  in  one  of  the  earlier  discussions 
upon  this  Eule.  I  pointed  out  that 
theoretically  the  power  taken  in  this 
Eule  is  certainly  very  great.  The  point, 
therefore,  is  whether  me  advantages  of 
adopting  this  Bule  are  greater  than  the 
difficulties  in  which  the  House  is  in- 
volved by  defects  of  procedure.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite 
(Colonel  Nouin)  addressed  the  House  as 
if  it  were  the  desire  of  the  GK)vemment 
or  any  section  of  the  House  to  limit  de- 
bate. It  has  been  repeated  over  and 
over  again,  however,  that  neither  the 
Government  nor  any  section  of  the 
House  wish  to  curtail  legitimate  de- 
bate. I  am  sure  I  express  the  feeling 
of  the  great  majority  in  this  House  when 
I  say  that  the  nest  we  expect  firom  this 
Bule  is  that  the  knowledge  of  its  existence 
may  render  it  unnecessary  ever  to  apply 
it.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  spoke 
ofthe  courtesy  of  warfare.  Weshonldwish 
the  courtesies  of  warfare  not  only  to  be 
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continued  as  they  are  at  present,  but  we 
should  like  to  recur  to  the  old  practices 
of  warfare,  under  which  discussion  was 
possible  in  this  House.  With  regard  to 
the  special  point  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  and  others  who  have 
spoken,  they  seemed  to  me  to  make  some 
confusion  between  what  is  permitted 
and  what  is  possible;  and  they  have 
spoken  as  if  it  were  the  necessary  con- 
sequence of  the  Bule  that  important 
Amendments  will  be  ruled  out  by  pre- 
vious unimportant  Amendments.  The 
construction  of  the  Bule  would  make 
that  possible,  so  far  as  these  two  lines 
are  concerned,  if  they  are  not  read  in 
the  light  of  the  context— of  what  has 
gone  before.  Notwithstanding  the  op- 
position of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  opposite,  the  interposition  of 
the  Chair  has  been  secured.  Those 
hon.  Members  voted  against  us  in  re- 
gard to  giving  the  minority  these  safe- 
guards ;  but,  fortunately,  in  the  interests 
of  the  minority,  these  safeguards  were 
inserted  in  the  Eule.  Tou  wUl  have,  both 
in  the  full  House  and  in  Committee,  the 
security  which  has  been  already  enacted 
— ^namely,  that  a  Motion  for  closure  can- 
not be  put  if  it  is  an  abuse  of  the  Bules 
of  the  House,  or  an  infringement  of  the 
rights  of  the  minority — and  all  oases 
which  have  been  suggested  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  Gangway  opposite 
would  fall  under  one,  or  both,  of  these 
heads.  If  the  majority  acted  as  it  is 
suggested  they  would  act,  their  conduct 
womd  be  an  abuse  of  the  Eules  of  the 
House,  and  an  infringement  of  the 
rights  of  the  minority;  and  unless, 
therefore,  we  assume  that  the  Chair 
would  disregard  a  distinct  enactment  of 
the  House,  we  know  that  it  would  refuse 
its  consent  to  any  Motion  of  that  kind. 
I  apprehend  that  in  all  these  most  im- 
portant questions  of  taxation,  to  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  has  re- 
ferred, it  would  be  perfectly  out  of  the 
question  that  because  some  frivolous 
Amendment  had  been  moved  and  dis- 
posed of  in  the  discussion  of  a  par- 
ticular matter,  therefore  an  important 
Amendment  affecting  the  taxpayer 
should  be  burked,  or  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  wish  to  speak  on  it  should 
be  silenced.  I  venture  to  think  that 
such  a  thing  is  an  impossibility,  and 
could  not  occur.  If  it  old,  it  would  be 
an  abuse  of  the  Eules  of  the  House,  and 
a  gross  infringement  of  the  rights  of  the 
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xninoritj.  The  Bule  is  drawn  up  ia  its 
present  form  in  order  that  some  power 
may  be  reserved  to  deal  with  absolutely 
frivolous  Amendments.  I  have  pointed 
out  the  safe^ards  that  exist  against  the 
abuse  of  this  power  by  the  majority; 
but  we  must  also  have  some  protection 
against  the  abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the 
House  by  the  minority.  It  was  pointed 
out  at  an  earlier  stage  of  this  debate 
that  unless  some  precaution  of  this  kind 
were  taken  the  eloture  in  Committee  of 
Supply  would  be  absolutely  nugatory, 
because  an  endless  number  of  Amend- 
ments might  be  moved,  and  the  appli- 
cation of  the  cloture  might  be  neces- 
sitated in  such  frequency  as  to  render 
it  impossible  to  come  to  a  conclusion 
on  the  really  important  points  of  the 
debate.  We  have  taken,  and  the  House 
has  assented  to  our  taking,  every  pos- 
sible security  that  could  be  taken  against 
undue  use  of  the  Bule.  We  have  done 
that  in  the  face  of  considerable  opposi- 
tion, because  we  do  attach  the  greatest 
importance  to  free  discussion,  and  to  the 
protection  of  the  rights  of  every  portion 
of  this  House.  I  would,  further,  point 
out  one  circumstance  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  opposite  have 
not  alluded  to ;  and  it  is  this,  that  this 
doture  cannot  be  applied  unless  there 
are  200  Members  in  the  House,  which, 
again,  is  a  considerable  protection,  be- 
cause it  shows  that  the  Bule  cannot  be 
appUed  except  on  important  occasions, 
and  when  there  is  a  general  gathering 
of  the  House.  I  can  only  repeat  that  it 
would  be  entirelv  contrary  to  the  views 
of  Her  Majesty^s  Government — and,  I 
believe,  entirely  contrary  to  the  wishes 
of  the  majority  of  the  House — if  any 
of  these  Kules  should  tend  to  limit 
the  free  right  of  debate  on  matters 
of  importance,  and  on  matters  which 
interest  the  House  generally.  And, 
further  than  that,  I  am  quite  ready  to 
admit  to  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
that  it  would  be  a  disaster  if,  under 
these  Bules,  they  should  not  be  able  to 
debate  with  perfect  freedom,  and  at 
reasonable  length,  all  those  matters 
which  are  of  interest  to  Ireland,  and 
which  may  be  less  interesting  to  Ens- 
land.  Every  part  of  this  House  would 
regret  that  the  voice  of  Ireland  should 
be  silenced.  We  are  all  anxious  to  hear 
the  voice  of  Ireland;  but  we  have  re- 
gretted that  that  voice  has  occasionally 
spoken  at  such  inordinate  length,  and 
Mr.  Qo9chm 


with  such  infinite  repetition,  that  we  have 
not  been  able  to  catch  the  kernel  of  the 
views  expressed  as  well  as  we  might 
have  done  if  they  had  been  presented  to 
us  in  a  more  concentrated  form.  I  have 
been  challenged  to  say  a  word  or  two  on 
this  matter;  and  I  hope  I  have  dealt 
frankly  with  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  opposite,  as  well  as  with  the 
bulk  of  this  House.  I  should  regret  if, 
in  answer  to  their  challenge,  I  had  said 
that  which  would  tend  to  prolong  the 
debate.  If  I  have,  it  will  not  be  an  en- 
couragement to  us  to  meet  in  future 
the  challenges  which  are  held  out  ^m 
time  to  time  in  that  quarter. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Ooschen) 
in  the  observations  he  has  just  ad- 
dressed to  the  House  has  shown  a 
lamentable  ignorance  of  his  own  Bule. 
He  has  said  that  the  Bule  will  not  do 
any  mischief  because,  in  the  first  place, 
it  will  only  be  applied  when  there  is  a 
large  gathering  of  Members,  the  pre- 
sence of  200  being  necessary  before  it 
can  be  enforced.  The  right  hon.  Ghen- 
tleman  is  sadly  in  error.  It  does  not 
require  200  Members  to  be  present  to 
vote  for  the  closure.  It  could  be  voted 
bv  much  fewer  than  200^  even  100 
Members.       

Me.  GOSCHEN  :  That  implies  the 
presence  of  a  minority  of  less  than  40, 
which  is  a  thing  not  likely  to  arise, 
looking  at  the  constitution  of  Parties  in 
the  House. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY;  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  referring  to  what 
will  be  likely  to  take  place  at  about  2 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  when  there  are 
only  a  small  number  of  Irish  Members 
present.  He  looks  upon  this  as  an 
unjust  power,  but  says  it  is  neoenaiy 
to  place  it  in  the  power  of  the  Chair, 
in  order  to  prevent  the  prcHpoaing  of 
unnecessary  Amendments.  That  shows 
further  ignorance  of  the  Bulea  of  the 
House,  because  there  is  already  resident 
in  the  Chair  power  to  deal  with  that 
kind  of  obstruction.  Having  admitted 
the  injustice  of  the  Bule,  he  says  there 
is  some  safeguard  in  committing  tiie 
exercise  of  that  injustice  to  the  (Siair, 
because,  otherwise,  you  will  have  end- 
less Amendments  proposed.  But  I 
remind  him  that  if  frivolous  Amoid- 
ments  are  proposed,  there  is  abeadj  in 
existence  power  to  deal  with  them,    A 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1637 


{RuU$  of 


{Mabch  8,  1887} 


Proeeduri). 


1638 


Eule  was  passed  years  ago,  in  order  to 
deal  with  persistent  Obstruction — Stand- 
ing Order  No.  12.  And  bow  did  that 
Standing  Order  operate?  Whv,in  1882, 
when  many  of  my  hon.  Frienas  were  at 
home  and  in  bed,  they  were  suspended 
under  it.  I  was  up  all  night  on  that 
occasion,  and  perhaps  it  was  quite  right 
to  suspend  me,  but  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Tipperary,  now  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  and  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Longford, 
now  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy),  who  were  at  home 
in  bed,  were  all  suspended,  showing 
that  there  nrjeaa  power  m  the  Chair  not 
only  to  silence  Members  but  to  abuse 
the  Bules.  It  is  not  denied  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  by  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H,  Smith)  that  this  is  what 
may  happen.  You  mav  haye  a  Motion 
before  the  House — call  it  No.  1.  To 
that  there  may  be  five  Amendments. 
On  the  second  of  these  the  cloture  may 
be  moved  and  carried,  and  that  opera- 
tion will  have  an  effect  backwards, 
ol6turing  Nos.  3,  4,  and  5,  and  an  effect 
forwards,  doturing  also  the  Main  Ques- 
tion. Sir,  a  repeating  rifle  will  be 
nothing  to  it.  I  put  it  to  the  House,  is 
that  a  reasonable  Bule  for  a  body  of 
sensible  men  to  pass,  especially  when 
you  consider  that  not  only  is  there 
power  resident  in  the  Chair  to  prevent 
mvolous  Amendments,  but  there  is  a 
•arplus  of  power?  I  cannot  conceive 
anything  more  absurd  than  the  way 
this  Bule  will  work.  Under  the  Bules 
of  urgency  applied  to  Mr,  Forster's 
Act  it  was  possible  for  the  Prime 
Minister  to  get  up  on  the  Tuesday 
and  declare  that  on  the  Wednesday,  if 
the  Amendments  were  not  disposed 
of  at  3  o'clock,  they  should  aU  be 
pat  and  decided  without  debate;  and 
then  on  the  Wednesday  if  a  Member 
happened  to  be  speaking  at  3  o'clock, 
the  Speaker  fi;ot  up  and  decapitated 
him,  and  the  Amendments  at  once  went 
off  like  so  many  explosive  crackers. 
But  now  you  are  adopting  an  even 
more  absurd  system.  You  propose,  by 
lopping  off  a  branch,  to  kill  the  tree— 
in  the  middle  of  a  bunch  of  Amend- 
ments you  stop  one,  and  away  go  all 
the  rest. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  It  does  not  follow 
that  if  one  Amendment  is  clotured  all 


the  rest  will  fall.  That  will  only  happen 
when  the  Motion  is  made  ''That  the 
Original  Question  be  now  put,"  and 
then  only  if  decided  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  say  that  it 
may  happen,  and  in  view  of  the  im- 
petuous character  of  some  noble  Lords 
m  this  House,  I  confidently  predict  that 
it  will  happen.  Give  these  hon.  Mem- 
bers an  inch  and  they  will  take  an  ell. 
The  example  of  the  mover  of  the  first 
Cloture  Motion  will  be  followed,  and 
the  Amendments  will  be  cut  down  in 
succession.  In  this  way,  as  I  say,  you 
will  reduce  debate  in  this  House  to  an 
absurdity.  Then,  here  is  a  point  hon. 
Members  above  the  Gangway  do  not 
appear  to  be  aware  of.  At  an  early 
period  of  the  evening  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury made  a  remarkable  confession  in 
answer  to  a  Question  addressed  to  him. 
It  is  said  that  important  urgent  Busi- 
ness m^  be  interpolated  in  these  Pro- 
cedure Bules,  ana  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  asked  when  he  proposed  to 
make  this  Cloture  Besolution  a  Stand- 
ing Order  of  the  House  ?  He  replied 
that  he  should  make  the  proposal  wnen- 
ever  the  discussion  of  the  Bules  was  re- 
sumed. So  that  the  Besolution,  when 
passed,  will  be  a  Sessional  Order.  It 
will  drop  at  the  end  of  the  Session,  a 
Liberal  Government,  when  they  come 
into  power,  will  not  renew  it,  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  hope  that  it  will 
disappear  altogether.  The  right  hon. 
Genueman  said  distinctly  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  make  this  Bule  a 
Standing  Order.  It  is  to  be  regretted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  M^n- 
ber  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
was  not  in  his  place  when  that  admis- 
sion was  made,  or  some  Member  who 
sat  on  the  Committee  when  the  Bules 
were  bein^  passed.  The  cloture  was 
fought  in  that  Committee  and  passed  on 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby, 
in  the  behef  that  it  would  be  necessary 
for  the  conduct  of  Business  in  this 
House ;  bnt  now  we  have  it  confessed 
that  if  the  present  Bule  is  carried,  the 
Government  will  go  on  with  the  Co- 
ercion Bill,  and  the  rest  of  the  Bules 
will  be  left  over  to  the  future.  If  the 
closure  is  to  be  passed  at  all,  let  it  be 
passed  en  ptrmanence^  and  not  to  prevent 
all  opposition  to  the  Coercion  BSl.  I 
submit  that  these  Bules  have  been 
drafted  with  carelessness.  The  Bules  of 
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1882  were  carefully  worded  with  regard 
to  the  power  to  be  given  to  the  Ohair- 
maaof  Ways  and  Means.  A  casual  Ohair- 
man,  by  those  Kules,  was  not  to  have 
the  same  power  as  was  eiven  to  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.  It  is 
clear  that  the  House  should  not  give  this 
power  of  closing  debate  to  the  casual 
Chairman ;  and  when  we  pressed  that 
view  on  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
it  will  be  remembered  that  he  confessed 
that  it  was  not  intended  that  the  casual 
Chairman  should  have  this  power,  a  fact 
which  shows  that  the  House  would  have 
made  a  great  mistake  if  it  had  hurried 
forward  this  Bule  and  passed  the  whole 
of  the  Amendments  in  one  night.  When 
the  GK)vernment  make  the  admission  that 
thes^  Bules  will  work  mischief,  unless 
they  are  stringently  guarded  by  the 
Chair,  they  concede  our  whole  position. 
We  say  that  whatever  view  is  taken  as 
between  one  English  Party  and  another, 
you  cannot  take  the  same  view  of  our 
questions  as  we  ourselves  take ;  and  yet 
you  say  that  the  Speaker  is  to  decide 
that  the  Motion  for  the  closure  is  not 
an  infriDgement  of  the  rights  of  minori- 
ties, or  an  abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the 
House.  Under  this  Amendment,  we 
shall  have  the  Speaker  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  applying  their 
minds  to  all  Amendments  in  a  light 
which  we  do  not  share  at  all.  There- 
fore, it  is  only  reasonable  that  we  should 
ask  the  House  to  say  that  no  Amend- 
ment shall  be  olotured  or  disposed  of, 
unless  under  a  system  in  which  the 
cloture  is  applied   to   each   particular 

Amendment.       

Mb.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.): 
Sir,  with  regard  to  the  raising  of  frivo- 
lous Amendments,  which  it  is  said  that 
this  Eule  is  intended  to  prevent,  I  think 
it  has  been  shown  that  the  Speaker  and 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  have 
ample  powers  at  present  for  dealiog  with 
such  Amendments,  and  that  they  have 
at  times  exercised  that  prerogative.  We 
maintain  that  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  make  it  quite  possible 
to  prevent  debate  on  a  series  of  Amend- 
ments such  as  those  now  standing  in 
the  name  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell). 
It  would  be  a  great  hardship  on  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  to  prevent  them  dis- 
cussing reasonable  and  {proper  Amend- 
ments, such,  for  instance,  as  might  be 
moved  in  Committee  of   Supply;    but 
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under  the  Bule  any  Member  of  tfat 
House  oould  move  that  the  doture  shouU 
be  applied  to  that  Amendment  I  think 
that  the  House  has  something  to  com- 
plain of  in  the  manner  in  which  the 
pledge  made  by  the  Leader  of  the  Houm 
some  time  ago  has  been  redeemed. 
When  we  have  asked  him  to  redeem 
tiiat  pledge,  we  have  always  bnen  met 
with  the  statement  that  the  Government 
are  not  anxious  to  curtail  reasonable, 
but  unreasonable,  debate,  and  that  it  is 
not  anxious  in  the  least  to  interfezsiriik 
the  rights  of  minorities,  or  with  the 
rights  of  individuals ;  but  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  so  anxious  to  smb- 
guard  the  rights  of  minorities  or  indi- 
viduals, it  is  reasonable  that  we  shoold 
expect  that  he  would  find  woids  in  the 
English  language  to  enable  him  to^t 
his  wishes  into  proper  form.  The  ngfat 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  we  may  de- 
pend that  the  right  of  minorities  will 
not  be  infringed ;  but,  even  by  lus  own 
admission,  theoretically,  the  Bule  is  ea- 

5 able  of  being  used  very  much  to  the 
etriment  of  minoritiee.  We  gather 
that  the  first  use  which  will  be  made  d 
the  Bule  will  be  to  apply  it  to  a  Coendtn 
Bill,  and  it  will,  therefore,  be  proper  for 
us  to  offer  every  opposition  to  the  Bule 
in  its  present  form.  With  regard  to  tiie 
position  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
we  maintain  that  he  is  a|^pointed  to  the 
office  because  he  is  a  strong  Party  man. 
He  takes  part  in  debates,  and  we  say  he 
cannot,  therefore,  take  up  the  same  nn* 
biassed  position  with  regard  to  the  clo- 
sure as  the  Speaker  of  the  House.  The 
Government  should  look  forward  to  times 
when  we  may  not  go  on  peaeefdllj  in 
this  House.  We  know  that  when  ^ 
House  is  in  a  good  humour  its  Bulee  are 
not  likely  to  l^  abused ;  but  that  when 
Parties  become  excited,  that  those  Bolei 
will  very  likely  be  used  wiUi  stemnen. 
It  is,  therefore,  absolutely  neeeseigy 
that,  in  framing  these  Bules,  die  Qe- 
vemment  should  keep  before  tiieir  ejes 
what  is  likely  to  happen  in  times  of 
excitement.  For  these  reasons  I  urge 
upon  the  Government  the  aooeptaooe  of 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  CHILDEB8(Edinburgh,a):  Sr, 
although  I  have  not  had  the  advantage 
of  hearing  the  whole  of  tJie  discuaaion 
which  has  taken  place  on  iMs  question, 
I  have  listened  witti  attention  to  tiio 
speeches  of  my  right  hon.  'SnmA  tiio 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  tiie 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
l^use.    I  understood  the  latter  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say,  quite  distmotljy 
that  these  Eules  would  be  made  Stand- 
ing Orders ;  but  it  has  now  been  sug- 
gested by  some  hon.  Members  that  this 
is  not  the  determination  of  the  Ooyern- 
xnent.    I  ask,  therefore,  if  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  QoTemment  to  make  each 
£ale,  as  it  passes.  Standing  Orders,  be- 
cause, if  it  is  not,  then  I  must  say  that 
-we  are  entering  upon  a  oourse  of  oon- 
Biderable  danger  in  adopting  the  closure 
for  a  moment,  and  not  permanently,  for 
the  regulation  of  our  proceedings.     I 
feel  as  much  as  any  hon.  Gentleman  that 
during  this  Session,  we,  on  this  side, 
whether  abore  the  Gangway  or  below 
it,  may  find  ourselyes  in  decided  mino- 
rities with  regard  to  some  great  question, 
and  especially  some  connected  with  Ire- 
land ;  and  I  shall  not  be  surprised  if,  in 
the  course  of  those  debates,  the  closure 
is  frequently  proposed  by  some  Member 
opposite,  and  that  the  Speaker  orOhair- 
man  of   Oommittees  does  not  stop  it. 
But  it  is  some  consolation  that  the  time 
may  come  when  questions  will   arise 
which  are  not  palatable  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  and  that  we  shall  have 
€he  power  then  of  putting  this  power  in 
force.    I  wish,  therefore,  to  make  the 
position  quite  clear,  and  to  put  an  end 
to   the    strong   impression   that  these 
Sules  are  not  at  once,   and  as  each 
passes,  to  be  converted  into  Standing 
Ord^n.    My  second  point  is  this — I  can 
quite  understand  that  it  will  be  proper 
to  apply  the  doeure  to  a  good  many 
Amendments  on  a  particular  question, 
those  Amendments  being  efusd$m  peneruy 
and  being  practically  disposed  of  by  the 
adoption  of  one  Motion ;  but  I  want  to 
know  whether  this  Eule,  as  it  stands, 
does  not  go  a  good  deal  farther,  and,  if 
BO,  I  think  the  House  would  be  sorry  to 
see  the  extreme  power  exercised  which 
apparently  may   be    given   to    certain 
words  in  the  Bule.    Suppose  a  Motion 
is  under  discussion,  and  there  are  on  the 
Paper  seyeral   bond  fidt  Amendments, 
would  it  be  possible  that  the  closure 
should  be  so  applied  that  it  will  shut 
out  altogether  all  these  Amendments? 
If  that  is  possible,  I  appeal  strongly  to 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  to  the 
whole  House,  as  to  whether  it  is  not 
right  to  modify  the  Eule  in  this  respect. 
Again,  with  respect  to    a   Bill  under 
epneideration  in   Oommittee;    suppose 


there  are  several  Amendments  fo  a 
clause,  and  the  first  is  under  discussion, 
I  say  it  would  be  most  impolitic,  if  we 
were  to  establish  such  a  system,  that 
an  Amendment  to  another  part  of  the 
same  clause  would  be  shut  out. 

Me.  SPEAKEE:  I  must  point  out  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  sub- 
ject of  Committees  is  not  included  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  I  obey  your  di- 
rection, Sir,  and  I  will  briefly  restate  the 
two  points  on  which  I  desire  to  have  an 
answer  from  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
First,  I  ask  for  a  distinct  declaration  as 
to  whether,  when  this  Eule  is  passed,  it 
will  be  at  once  converted  into  a  Standing 
Order  without  waiting  for  the  adoption 
of  the  other  Eules;  and,  secondly,  for  an 
answer  to  the  appeal  I  have  made  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  introduce  words 
which  will  prevent  genuine  Amendments 
from  being  shut  out  by  the  operation  of 
the  closure,  after  the  first  Amendment 
to  a  Motion  has  been  put. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir,  I  can  only 
speak  again  by  the  indulgence  of  the 
House.  I  think  it  is  rather  inconvenient 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  return 
to  the  House  and  ask  questions,  every 
one  of  which  has  been  answered  in  the 
reply  given  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 


.ember  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  I 
stated  distinctly  to  that  hon.  Member 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty *s 
Government  that  the  Eule  now  proposed 
should  be  made  a  Standing  Order.  I 
did  not  engage  that  this  Eule  by  itself 
should  be  made  a  Standing  Order.  To 
make  each  Eule  a  Standing  Order  woxdd 
subject  the  House  in  every  case  to  a 
long  debate,  and  possibly  the  Eule 
would  be  made  a  weapon  for  further 
obstruction ;  but  I  have  undertaken  in 
good  faith  to  ask  the  House  to  make  the 
Kules  Standing  Orders  as  soon  as  it  is 
possible  to  do  so.  With  regard  to  the 
second  question  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, I  say  distinctly  that  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  give  the 
Chair  complete  authority  under  the  Eule 
now  proposed  to  exclude  the  Motion  for 
closure  as  regard  any  subsequent  sub- 
stantial Amendment  which  remains  to 
be  considered.  I  think  it  impossible  to 
define  the  matter  more  clearly.  It  must 
rest  with  the  Chair  to  determine  with 
regard  to  the  Motion,  whether  it  consti- 
tutes an  abuse  of  the  Eules  of  the  House 
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or  an  infringement  of  the  rights  of  mi- 
norities. I  have  no  desire  whatever  that 
any  Member  of  the  House  should  be 
precluded  from  the  discussion  of  ques- 
tions; and  I  think  that  anyone  who 
sought  to  prevent  the  discussion  of  a 
substantive  question,  or  to  close  debate 
when,  from  all  the  experience  we  have 
had  in  this  House,  debate  must  be  enter- 
tained, would  be  absolutely  unfit  for  the 
position  which  I  have  the  honour  to 
occupy.  On  the  other  hand,  Sir,  it  is  im- 
possible, if  the  regulation  of  the  debate 
in  this  House  by  closure  is  to  be  exer- 
cised at  all,  to  leave  to  hon.  Members 
the  right  to  discuss  evei^  Amendment 
which  may  be  raised  on  a  Vote  in  Supply 
at  their  own  pleasure  without  the  con- 
trol and  sanction  of  the  Ohair. 

Mb.  TAENELL  :  Sir,  I  hope  I  shall 
be  allowed  to  make  an  explanation  in 
answer  to  the  statement  which  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  just  made. 
That  statement  does  not  free  my  mind 
from  the  apprehension  which  induced 
me,  earlier  m  the  evening,  to  ask  the 
Question  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  adverted.  The  Question  I 
asked  was,  whether  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Oovemment  to  move  the  House 
that  these  Bules,  or  such  of  them  as 
mav  be  passed,  should  be  made  Standing 
Orders  after  they  have  been  passed,  and 
before  the  Oovemment  proceeds  to  the 
consideration  of  other  Business?  The 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
was,  that  before  the  Oovemment  finally 
left  the  question  of  Procedure,  it  was 
their  intention  to  move  that  such  Bules 
as  they  considered  it  necessaiy  to  adopt 
should  be  made  Standing  Orders.  But 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  distinctly  de- 
clined to  pledge  himself  to  refrain  from 
interrupting  the  consideration  of  the 
Bules  before  the  House  after  the  First 
Bule  has  been  passed,  in  the  event  of 
its  being  necessa]^  to  take  up  other 
urgent  Business.  Those  were  the  words 
of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  and  they 
amount  to  this — that  in  the  event  of  its 
being  necessary  to  take  up  other  urgent 
Business,  after  the  passage  of  the  First 
Bule  the  Oovemment  will  take  up  the 
Business  without  making  that  Bule  a 
Standing  Order,  with  the  intention  of 
reverting,  after  the  disposal  of  the  other 
urgent  Business,  to  the  consideration  of 
the  remaining  Bules.  Well,  Sir,  I  want 
to  know  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment, in  the  event  of  their  thinking 

Mr.  W,  J2.  Smith 
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it  necessary  to  proceed  with  their  mea- 
sure for  strengtneuiDg  the  Criminal  Lav 
in  Ireland  after  the  First  Bule  is  passed, 
and  before  the  subsequent  Bules  hare 
been  disposed  of,  to  make  the  Bole  t 
Standing  Order  or  not?  Because,  if 
they  proceed  to  their  measure  for 
strengthening  the  Criminal  Law 

Ma.  SPEAKEE:  The  hon.  Member 
is  taking  considerable  latitude  in  his  re- 
marks. No  doubt,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  will  answer  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Sir,  the  hoa. 
Gentleman  appeals  to  me  to  make  this 
Bule  a  Standing  Order.  My  reply  i^ 
that  if,  after  the  discussion  of  this  Bald, 
and  its  adoption  by  the  House  as  a 
Sessional  Order,  the  House  will  accept 
it  as  a  Standing  Order  without  the  delaj 
attendant  on  debate,  I  will  then  more 
that  it  be  made  a  Standing  Order.  I 
expressly  guard  myself  asainst  the  delaj 
which  would  take  place  from  debate  oa 
the  Motion  that  the  Bule  be  made  a 
Standing  Order. 

Me.  JOHN  MOBLET  (Newwsde- 
upon-Tyne) :  Sir,  I  think  the  answer  we 
have  had  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  one  which  perfectly  justifies  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  in  their 
apparent  importunity.  It  is  clear  that 
if  the  Sessional  Order  is  to  be  used  for 
the  purpose  of  passing  the  so-called  re- 
forms in  Irish  Criminal  Procedure,  bj 
the  time  those  reforms  are  passed,  con- 
siderable changes  may  have  taken  piece 
in  the  situation  of  affairs ;  and  it  may  not 
be  any  long  time  before  we  are  able  to 
see  whether  we  have  been  wise  or  not  in 
allowing  the  Bule  to  pass  as  a  Sessions! 
Order.  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  if  there 
is  a  distinct  understanding  that  the  Ses* 
sional  Order  shall  be  made  a  Standing 
Order  at  once,  before  we  proceed  to  the 
discussion  of  the  Coercion  Bill  for  Ire- 
land, I  do  not  see  that  this  is  other  than 
a  tolerably  reasonable  proposal.  Upon 
that  ground,  we,  at  all  events,  shall  ofier 
no  opposition  to  it. 

Me.  LABOUCHEBE  (Northampton): 
Sir,  the  Leader  of  the  House  says  that 
he  will  move  that  this  Bule  be  made  a 
Standing  Order,  if  the  House  agrees  to 
its  becoming  one  without  debate.  Thii 
means,  practically,  that  he  will  not  more 
that  it  be  made  a  Standing  Order  anlesi 
the  House  gives  that  pledge.  I  want  to 
know  who  can  give  that  pledge  ?  Anj 
Member  who  diooses  may  ftctervardi 
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get  up  and  say  that  he  is  not  bound  by 
the  pledge.  Practically,  therefore,  the 
light  hon.  Oentleman  says  that  he  will 
not  move  the  Bule  as  a  Standing  Order ; 
but  that  he  wiU,  as  soon  as  it  is  passed 
as  a  Sessional  Order,  pass  a  Coercion 
Bill  for  Ireland,  and  that,  when  the 
Bill  is  passed,  it  will  remain  to  be  de- 
cided whether  he  will  make  the  Bule  a 
Standing  Order  or  not. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  he  will  make  this 
a  Standing  Order  if  the  House  guaran- 
tees that  it  shall  be  done  without  debate. 
We  are  not  masters  of  the  House ;  and 
we  cannot  say  that  there  shall  be  no  dis- 
cussion. Then  the  rieht  hon.  Oentle- 
man aaid  it  was  probable  that  he  would 
drop  the  other  Bules  of  Procedure  the 
moment  he  has  passed  the  First  Eule. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  beg  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon ;  I  said  nothing  of 
the  sort.  I  said  that  it  was  possible 
that  urgent  Business  might  arise,  and 
that  it  might  be  necessary  to  proceed 
with  that  Business  before  the  wnold  of 
the  Bules  were  passed.  I  referred 
especially  to  other  than  the  First  Bule. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  :  After  that 
explanation,  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gtmgway  opposite  ought  to  be  a  little 
abashed  at  the  interruptions  in  which 
they  have  indulged.  The  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has  said 
that  urgency  may  make  it  necessary  for 
him  to  interpose  other  Business. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  said  it  may  be 
necessary  to  suspend  the  consideration 
of  the  Bules  before  all  the  Bules  are 
got  through.  I  referred  to  other  Bules 
than  the  First. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB :  I  do  not  say 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  in- 
tend, some  time  or  other,  to  proceed  with 
the  remaining  Bules  of  IVocedure.  What 
I  do  say  is,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
contemplates  the  suspension  of  the  con- 
fflderation  of  some  of  the  Bules  of  Pro* 
cedure,  on  account  of  urgent  Business 
that  may  arise.  I  venture  to  put  my 
own  interpretation  upon  these  words. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  means  to  get 
his  closure,  and  to  use  it  in  passing  his 
Coercion  Bill ;  and,  when  he  has  done 
that,  we  will  never  hear  another  word 
about  any  Bule  of  Procedure.  I  maintain 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
trifling  with  the  House  and  the  country, 
when  he  puts  on  the  Table  of  the  Hoiise 
a  whole  array  of  Bules  of  Procedure—— 


Mb.  SPEAKEB:  We  are  not  now 
discussing  the  whole  Bules  of  Procedure, 
and  I  must  say  ^e  discussion  on  the  in- 
cidentalpoint  has  lasted  long  enough. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB:  After  that 
warning  from  you,  Mr.  Sjpeaker,  to 
which  I  most  gladly  and  willingly  at- 
tend, I  will  proceed  to  the  discussion 
of  the  Main  Question,  having  said  suffi- 
cient on  the  incidental  question  to  show 
exactly  how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stands  with  the  House.  Now,  I  main- 
tain that  this  Bule,  as  it  stands,  is  a  most 
serious  abridgment  of  the  liberties  of  the 
House.  ['*  Oh !  oh ! "]  I  really  must 
ask  to  be  protected  from  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  the  Darwen  Division  of 
Lancashire  (Viscount  Cranborne),  who 
is  indulging  in  very  unseemly  inter- 
ruptions. Now,  we  have  here  the 
words  "the  Chair."  The  Chair  may 
mean  the  Speaker,  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means,  or  the  Gentleman  who 
is  put  into  the  Chair  for  the  time  being. 
Suppose  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Ecdesall  Division  of  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  were  put  in  the 
Chair 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man cannot  have  been  in  the  House  when 
I  spoke  upon  this  Amendment,  other- 
wise he  must  have  known  I  distinctly 
stated  that  it  is  intended  to  confine  this 

Sower  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
[cans. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  facilitate  the  dis- 
cussion if  he  will  find  out  what  a  person 
is  goin^  to  say,  before  he  rises  to  inter- 
rupt him.  I  have  not  said  anything 
about  what  the  intentions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  are.  We  must  look  to 
the  words  of  the  Bules,  and  not  to  the 
intentions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ; 
and  my  contention  is,  that  by  the  Bule, 
as  it  stands,  this  power  will  be  given  to 
any  casual  Chairman.  It  may  happen 
that  the  Government  will,  on  some  oc- 
casion, select  as  a  casual  Chairman  so 
impartial  a  man  as  the  noble  Yiscount 
oppo.^ite  (Viscount  Cranborne).  We  have 
a  nght  to  demand  that  the  Government 
will  put  in  words  that  will  save  the 
House  from  this  enormous  and  unpre- 
cedented interference  with  the  liberties  of 
the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  we  can  trust  the  Chair.  I  will  not 
mention  names ;  but  I  have  seen  a 
Chairman  of  Committees  carried  away 
by  the  passion  and  clamour  of  the  House. 
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Last  Thursday  night  a  number  of  Qen- 
tlemen  came  down  at  12  o'clock  and  en- 
deavoured to  howl  down  everybody  who 
rose  from  these  Benches,  just  as  they 
are  now  vainly  endeavouring  to  howl 
me  down.  Suppose  we  have  a  repetition 
of  these  soenes.  Suppose  that  some 
night,  after  12  o'dock,  one  of  the  relavs 
of  the  Tory  Members  come  down  to  the 
House,  and,  filled  with  political  enthu- 
siasm or  any  other  sort  of  enthusiasm, 
persist  in  crying  **  Agreed ! "  and 
*'  Divide ! ''  and  in  indulging  in  manifes- 
tations of  extreme  Party  and  personal 
opposition.  I  can  imagine  a  weak  Ohair- 
man,  or  even  a  weu  Speaker,  being 
earried  away  by  the  tempest  of  opposi- 
tion, and  consenting  to  the  getting  rid 
of  half-a  dozen  Amendments  to  a  large 
"^Me  in  Supply,  or  to  an  important 
Bill  before  tke  House.  I  think  that 
everybody  who  has  any  regard  for  the 
liberties  of  the  House  will  strenuously 
and  obstinately  oppose  this  Bule. 

Question  put. 

The  KovLoe divided: — ^Ayes  281 ;  Noes 
105  :  Majority  176.— (Div.  List,  No.  48.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  7,  to  leave  oat  the  words  **  the  consent 
of  the  Chair  havinff  been  previously  obtained/* 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  **  the  assent  of  the 
Chair  as  aforesaid  not  having  been  withheld.*' — 
{Mr,  William  Henry  Smith.) 

Question  proposed,  <*That  the  words 

S reposed  to  be  left  out  i^;and  part  of  the 
iuestion.^ 

Dr.  CLABE  (Caithness)  rose,  but 
Mr.  Speaker  was  proceeding  to  put  the 
Question,  when 

Mb.  PAENELL  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish 
to  oppose  the  Amendment ;  but  I  under- 
stood the  hon.  Gentleman  (Dr.  Clark) 
had  caught  your  eye. 

Db.  CIjABE  :  I  beg  to  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
~(2V.  Clark) 

Mb.  SPEAEIBB:  I  consider  that 
Motion  an  abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the 
House,  and  I  shall  put  the  Question 
forthwith. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  a  point 
of  Order.    [  Cr%$9  of  '*  Divide ! "] 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided -.^^Kjen  04 ;  Noes 
292;  Majority  198.-.(Div. list,  No.  49.) 

Mr.  T,  P.  (y  Connor 


Dk.  CLARE :  Will  yon  allow  me,  Sir. 
to  make  a  personal  explanation.  I 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
as  a  protest  against  the  course  of  eondnct 
pursued  by  the  Junior  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
suxT  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell),  in  blockiog 
Bills,  and  especially  in  ULockiaff  the 
Crofters'  Act  Amendment  BiU.  I 
thought  that  the  course  which  this 
blocHng  Gentleman  has  been  cafrying 
on  since  the  beginning  of  the  Sesaion 
was  an  abuse  of  the  Forms  of  the  House. 

Mb.  SPEAEEB:  I  may  say  it  was 
because  I  was  aware  that  that  waa  the 
intention  of  the  hon.  G^entleman  (Dr. 
Clark)  in  moving  tiiie  adjoommeat  of 
the  debate  that  1  thought  the  MoiioB 
was  an  abuse  of  the  Bulea  of  the 
House. 

Original  Question  again  propoeed, 
'*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  \m  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.)  : 
I  should  like  to  ask  why  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  TMr.  W.  H.  Smiih) 
prefers  the  words  ne  proposes  to  those 
already  in  the  Bule?  It  seenous  to  me 
there  is  no  advantage  to  be  gained  by 
tiie  substitution.  At  present  the  words 
of  the  Bule  are,  *^  the  consent  df  tiie 
Chair  having  been  previously  obtained," 
and  now  the  right  hon.  Gendenum  svg- 
g^ts  the  words  *' the  assent  of  the  CSudr 
as  aforesaid  not  having  been  wittiheld." 
The  one  set  of  words  requires  from  the 
Speaker  a  positive  act ;  me  other  set  of 
words  means  that  the  Speaker  must 
withhold  something.  I  do  not  think  that 
the  Speaker  will  ever  have  to  pot  ttis 
particular  branch  of  tiiie  Bme  into 
operation ;  it  will  be  altogether  in  the 
hands  of  the  Oiairman  of  Oommittees. 
Under  the  Amendment,  the  CHiairman 
may  sit  irtill,  while  the  d6ture  is  ap- 
plied; whereas,  according  to  the  B«ie 
in  its  original  shape,  what  I  maj  oali  an 
affirmative  assent  of  the  Presiding  CMB- 
oer  will  be  required.  Under  these  oir- 
cumstances,  the  right  hon.  Genliemsn 
would  do  better  to  allow  the  B^e  to 
stand  as  originally  poroposed. 

The  FIBST  LOBD  of  trb  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  The  House  has  already 
decided  that  the  assent  of  the  CSiair 
shall  be  a  negative,  rather  than  an  affir- 
mative consent.  The  propond  words 
are  consequential  upon  the  Amendment 
adopted  earlier  in  the  evening. 
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Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
g^l,  E.) :  It  seems  to  me  that  the  con- 
sent of  the  Ohair  is  a  matter  of  great 
importance.  I  do  not  know  anybody  in 
this  House,  not  even  the  present  occu- 
pier of  the  Ohair,  whose  opinions  on 
matters  of  this  kind  are  more  authori- 
tative than  those  of  the  late  Speaker 
Brand.  In  the  year  1881,  when  the 
Business  was  dedared  urgent,  and  Mr. 
Speaker  was  invited  to  frame  Bules  for 
the  despatch  of  Business,  he  included, 
amongst  those  he  drew  up  for  an  ad- 
mittedly exceptional  and  transitory  state 
of  things,  one  Rule  which  was  headed 
*' Putting  the  Question."  It  was  pro- 
Tided — 

**  That  when  it  appears  to  the  Speaker  to  be 
the  general  sense  of  the  House  that  the  debate 
sboald  close,  then  that  proposition  shall  be  pat 
from  the  Chair  and  be  dedded  in  the  affirma- 
tive onl^  by  a  majority  of  3  to  1." 

Now,  that  is  Speaker  Brand's  opinion  of 
the  pontion  which  the  Speaker  ou^ht  to 
oocupy*  Not  only  should  the  initiative 
rest  with  the  Chair,  but  the  action  of 
the  Speaker  himself  should  be  supported 
bj  a  majority  of  at  least  three-fourths. 
The  position  of  the  Gbyemment  is  very 
di£fereat  to  the  opinion  of  Speaker 
Brand.  It  seems  to  me  a  very  reason- 
able and  very  moderate  safeguard  to 
ask  for,  that  the  consent  of  the  Chair 
should  have  been  formally  and  in  set 
terms  obtained  previous  to  the  Question 
being  put.  It  is  difficult  to  understand 
what  is  the  object  of  the  Government  in 
attempting  to  limit  these  words,  seeing 
that  there  is  involved  in  the  second  por- 
tion of  the  Eule  a  summary  closure  of 
debate,  such  as  has  never  been  proposed 
in  this  House  by  any  Committee — not 
by  the  Committee  of  1848,  of  1854,  or  of 
last  Session,  or  by  any  Qovemment  that 
I  have  ever  heard  of.  Tou  will  have 
such  a  closure  of  debate  as  will  effec- 
tually silence  men  who  have  prepared 
themselves  to  speak  upon  a  oertain  sub- 
ject, and  have  been  looking  forward  to 
an  opportunity  to  address  the  House. 
These  men  maybe  especially  qualified 
to  debate  a  subject,  but  will  be  pre- 
vented from  doing  so,  because  other 
Members  have  incurred  the  displeasure 
of  the  House  and  have  been  clotured. 
I  do  not  see  what  the  Qovemment  have 
gained  by  refusing  to  include  these 
words  in  the  Bule;  these  words — 
namdy,  that  it  is  proposed  to  strike 
out 


Me.  PAENELL  (Cork):  I  entirely 
dissent  from  the  position  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  who  holds  that  the  words 
he  proposes  to  insert  are  consequential. 
If  he  will  look  at  the  words  of  the  Heso- 
lution  as  they  originally  stood,  he  will 
find  that,  according  to  the  idea  of  the 
framer  of  the  Bule,  these  words  were 
not  consequential.  This  is  for  a  Motion 
separate  and  distinct  from  that  for  which 
the  original  consent  was  to  be  obtained. 
That  first  Motion  we  have  disposed  of, 
and  I  would  strongly  protest  against  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  attempting  to 
make  out  that  every  fresh  question  that 
arises  in  the  course  of  these  debates  has 
been,  already  disposed  of  in  previous 
debates.  That  is  not  lowing  the  same 
fair  play  that  he  claimed  for  us,  and  for 
his  own  Party,  in  1882,  when  the  Tory 
Party  occupied  17  nights  in  discussing  a 
Cloture  Beeolntion  of  not  one- tenth  part 
the  stringency  of  the  present  Bule,  and 
when  they  moved  nearly  40  Amend- 
ments ;  whereas,  up  to  the  present  mo- 
ment, we  have  only  moved  some  eight 
or  nine.  One  Amendment  which  was 
moved  in  1882,  took  three  nights  to  dis- 
cuss; whereas  no  Amendment  that  we 
have  had  before  us  in  these  debates  has 
occupied  more  than  a  portion  of  a  night. 
I  protest,  therefore,  against  the  line  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  adopted  on 
this  and  on  other  Amendments.  I  pro- 
test arainst  his  trying  to  shut  us  out 
from  discussion  in  a  way  that  he  would 
not  have  allowed  any  political  Party  to 
do  in  1882.  Turn  and  twist  this  Amend* 
ment  about  as  you  like,  and  the  more 
dangerous  it  looks,  the  more  necessary 
it  is  to  introduce  some  safeguard  and 
regulation  against  abuse.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  propose  to 
make  it  a  Standing  Order.  He  wants  it 
for  the  passing  of  a  Coercion  Bill,  and 
after  that  I  suppose  it  will  disappear 
with  the  Session.  That  is  all  very  well. 
I  can  remember  the  cloture  being  passed 
in  1881,  when  the  House  agreed  to  Bules 
of  urgency  which  provided  a  modified 
kind  of  cloture.  I  predicted  then  that 
the  time  would  come  when  that  incid^it 
would  be  taken  advantage  of  by  the 
Tory  Party  to  pass  a  Bule  for  the  appli- 
cation of  the  cI6ture  pure  and  simple. 
That  time  has  come ;  and  now  I  predict 
again,  that  the  time  will  come  when  this 
Bule  will  be  used  with  fatal  effect  against 
the  Tory  Party  by  the  Liberal  Party. 
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Ev^a  if  the  Liberal  Party  has  to  propose 
it  again  as  a  Sessional  Order,*  the  Tory 
Party  will  be  unable  to  maintain  any- 
thing like  a  debate  against  it,  after  the 
language  they  haye  used  in  regard  to  it 
in  the  oourse  of  these  discussions.  I 
Tiew  the  latter  part  of  this  Bule  with  the 
greatest  alarm,  as  I  believe  it  will  be 
used  as  an  engine  of  oppression  against 
minorities,  and  that  minorities  will  be 
unable  to  resist  it.  I  belieye  it  will  do 
infinite  harm  and  damage  to  freedom  of 
debate  in  this  House. 

Mb.  SOLATEE-BOOTH  (Hants, 
Basingstoke):  I  would  eyen  now  ask 
my  hon.  Friends  whether  they  oould  not 
cure  the  mischief  that  is  apprehended 
as  likdy  to  arise  from  the  operation  of 
the  cloture  upon  a  series  of  Amendments, 
by  acceding  to  the  present  proposal. 
I  regret  that  the  affirmative  action  of 
the  Speaker  in  dealing  with  this  cloture 
has  b«en  changed  into  a  veto.  I  foresee 
that  it  will  never  be  exerobed,  as  hon. 
Members  will  be  careful  not  to  come 
within  the  definition  of  abusing  the 
Forms  of  the  House.  But  I  stat^  the 
other  nipfht,  in  reference  to  this  subject, 
idien  discussing  the  Rule  as  a  whole, 
that  I  could  scarcely  believe  the  inten- 
tion was  that,  after  the  cloture  had  been 
applied  to  the  first  of  a  series  of  Amend- 
ments, we  sh<Hild  be  enabled  to  pass  by 
all  the  other  Amendments,  and  wen  go 
at  once  to  the  general  proposition.  There 
are  three  occasions  of  importance  on 
which  that  may  be  done.  The  first  is  in 
connection  with  a  series  of  Amendments 
in  Oommittee  of  Supply.  We  have 
already  discussed  that.  The  matter  has 
been  pressed,  and  no  concession  has 
been  made  by  the  Qovemment.  The 
second  is  the  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  just  now— namely,  a 
series  of  AmendmeDts  on  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply.  That  question 
will  be  presently  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
ffallant  Member  for  North  Oalway 
(Colonel  Nolan),  in  an  Amendm^it; 
and  the  third  occasion,  and  the  most 
important  one,  is  a  s^ies  of  Amend- 
ments to  a  clause.  I  think  it  most  extra- 
ordinary that  a  simple  Motion  of  closure 
to  one  Amendment  to  a  clause  should 
enable  us  to  pass  by  all  the  other 
Amendments,  and  come  to  the  conside- 
ration of  the  Original  Question.  As  I 
have  stated,  when  the  House  is  to  rise 
at  a  fixed  hour  every  night,  there  will 
be  great  pressure  to  use  tiiis  cloture  on 

Mr.JPam$ll 


lhsS0U9$ 


1653 


every  occasion  that  the  House  meets.  I 
should  be  satisfied  if  the  Amendment 
which  I  have  coming  on  presently,  in 
regard  to  Amendments  of  whidi  Notice 
has  been  ffiven  to  clauses  of  a  Bill,  is 
adopted.  If  the  Oovemment  were  now 
minded  to  allow  the  assent  of  the  Speaker 
to  apply  to  these  subsequent  prooeedings, 
so  that  the  cloture  will  not  operate  so  as 
to  pass  by  Amendments  without  the 
consent  of  the  Chair,  I  shall  be  eesi- 
tent.  I  do  not  wish  to  delay  the  Hofose, 
or  to  argue  the  question  prematmrdy; 
but  I  think  if  the  Qovemment  would 
refrain  from  opposing  this  Amendment, 
and  would  allow  the  consent  of  the 
Chair  to  be  giv^i  to  the  operatkm  ct 
the  cloture  under  these  circumstances,  it 
would  remove  some  of  the  objections 
which  have  been  raised  in  regard  to 
proceedings  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Sib  G®)RQB  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  would  join  in  the  appeal 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Oenflematn  who 
has  just  sat  down  to  the  Gbyemment,  to 
conuder  that  the  latter  part  of  the  Bule 
stands  in  a  totally  diflSu^ent  poaitian  to 
the  former  part,  it  puts  us  in  this  pon- 
tion— that,  at  any  moment,  wxtiiout 
notice,  on  any  speech,  any  Member 
may  rise  and  propose  to  cloture  any 
clause.  In  the  same  way,  with  regard 
to  the  items  of  a  Vote ;  when  the  discus- 
sion upon  one  of  them  is  dotured,  it  will 
be  in  the  power  of  any  Member  to  move 
to  shut  out  discussion  upon  all  the  rest. 

The  chancellor  of  the  DUCHY 
OF  LANCASTER  (Lord  JoHir  Maiwebs) 

Sioioestershire,  E.) :  The  proper  thneto 
scuss  the  point  raised  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  will  be 
when  we  come  to  his  Amendment 
Therefore,  I  hope  I  shall  be  allowed 
to  pass  by  his  contention,  and  to  state 
that  we  regard  the  question,  so  far  as  it 
refers  to  tiie  Amendment  of  ^e  hon. 
Membw  for  Cork,  as  beinff  already 
settled  by  the  Vote  the  House  has  given. 
Our  view  is  that,  on  all  these  oocaaions, 
the  minority  will  find  protection  in  the 
necessity  for  the  Speaker's  consent  beiDg 
given  to  a  proposal  for  the  appHcaticn 
of  the  cloture.  I  am  surprised  at  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  opposing  the 
present  Amendment,  because  he  has 
one  on  the  Paper  to  precisely  the  same 
effect. 

Mr.  FARNELL  :  May  I  explain  ttist 
I  put  my  Amendment  down  before  the 
exceedingly  mischievous  addition  pro* 
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posed  by  the  right  hou.  Qeotleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  appeared  on  the 
Paper  ?  I  proposed  to  leave  the  Bule 
without  any  reetrictioii  at  all^  under  the 
belief  that  it  would  be  a  Bule  equally 
fair  to  all  Parties ;  but  I  hare  always 
opposed  the  restriction  introduced  into 
the  Eule  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
as  being  calculated  only  to  serve  his 
own  Party,  and  to  be  of  no  use  to  us. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I 
must  take  exception  to  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  John 
Manners)^  that  we  have  already  decided 
the  question  under  consideration*  We 
have  only  decided  that  part  of  the  Eule 
which  enables  the  cloture    to  be  ap- 

Elied  to  one  set  of  proceedings,  and  we 
ave  now  come  to  deal  with  that  part  of 
the  proposal  which  relates  to  a  totally 
different  set  of  proceedings.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  calculated  to  make  hon. 
Members  who  have  been  successful  in 
one  Motion  to  apply  the  cloture  push 
their  victory  to  an  Ulegitimate  degree, 
especially  when  we  remember  that  these 
proceedings  will  take  place  iimidst  con- 
siderable heat.  I  think,  when  it  is  a 
question  of  putting  a  stop  to  all  subse- 
quent discussion  after  the  closure  has 
been  once  adopted,  the  Chair  ought  to 
be  put  in  a  position  of  greater  responsi- 
bility and  power  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes. 

Me.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.):  I 
think  we  should  have  a  guarantee  that 
the  Speaker's  intervention  shall  be  well 
considered,  and  shall  not  be  taken 
hastily.  If  the  consent  of  the  Speaker 
is  to  be  previously  obtained,  time  will 
be  given  to  him  to  consider  the  matter, 
and  to  make  up  his  mind  whether  inter- 
vention is  called  for  or  not.  The  danger 
at  presoit  is  that  he  may  be  led  into 
giving  a  decision  which  may  be  sus- 
pected of  partiality.  If  the  interven- 
tion of  the  Speaker  is  to  be  justified  at 
all,  it  should  DO  justified  by  impartiality 
and  by  the  fact  that  we  shall  never  get 
an  unconsidered  and  hasty  decision  from 
him. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  observe  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  is  giving  little 
or  no  consideration  to  the  representa- 
tions made  on  this  subject  from  these 
Benches.  Surely,  we  may  claim  to  lay 
our  voice  before  the  House^  and  to  give 


to  the  Government  any  suggestions 
which  we  believe  could  be  adopted  with 
the  greatest  advantages.  I  must  con- 
fess that  I  think,  when  an  Amendment 
like  this  is  under  discussion,  it  is  very 
strange  that  there  are  not  some  of  the 
Conservative  Members  ready  to  follow 
the  oourse  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Sdater- Booth),  in  view  of  the 
grave  dangers  which  are  run  by  passing 
the  Bule  in  a  hurry  and  in  passion.  I 
maintain  that  I  have  correctly  and  ac- 
curately described  the  situation  when  I 
say  that  these  Bules  are  being  passed 
in  a  hurry  and  in  passion,  and  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  in  their  design  and 
wish  to  get  a  fleeting  triumph  over  hon. 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
are  forgetful  of  the  dangers  which 
may  be  incurred  against  the  liberties 
of  the  House  of  Commons  and  by 
the  Members  of  the  Tory  Party.  I 
have  very  carefully  read  these  Bules 
over  and  over  again,  and  I  must 
admit  that  the  more  I  read  them  the 
more  I  feel  convinced  that  the  Bules 
are  drawn  out  in  a  manner  so  clumsy, 
and  the  language  is  left  so  unguarded, 
as  to  lead  to  every  kind  of  abuse  of 
the  liberty  of  speech.  I  hope  that  the 
greatest  attention  will  be  paid  to  the 
important  appeal  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Solatcar- Booth)  to 
the  right  hon,  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  that  the  Government 
should  seriously  take  into  oonsideration 
some  words  that  would  prevent  those 
great  abuses  of  cloture  by  which  the 
doturing  of  one  Amendment — the  con- 
sent of  the  Chair  having  previously 
been  obtained — would  have  the  effect 
of  doturing  every  other  Amendment 
on  the  Paper.  We  have  already  de- 
cided the  question  with  regard  to 
Votes  in  0)mmittee  of  Supply;  and, 
while  I  do  not  wish  in  the  least 
to  anticipate  the  discussion  which 
will  arise  on  this  matter  later  on,  I 
would  suggest  to  the  Government  that 
what  they  ought  to  do  is  to  announce 
to  Members  what  is  the  principle  of 
action  on  which  they  intend  to  proceed, 
in  order  that  the  oourse  of  Members 
may  be  clearer  than  it  is  at  present. 
We  ought  to  know,  before  we  pass  any- 
thing further,  whether  the  Government 
will  insist  that  the  consent  of  the  Chair, 
or  rather  the  veto  of  the  Chair,  shall  be 
rendered  absolutely  necessary  with  re- 
giard   to  each   successive   Amendment 


^Digitized  by  VjV:!i^vLC 


1655  iuiinsii  of  { COMMONS } 

proposed  to  the  House.  I  will  recall  to 
the  reooUeotion  of  the  House  the  fact 
that  when  we  have  had  Bales  of  Urgency 
passed,  there  was  a  verj  heated,  vehe- 
ment, and  prolonged  resistance;  and 
this  is  what  occurred  in  the  case  of  the 
Coercion  Bill  of  the  rieht  hon.  Ghentle- 
man  the  Member  for  llid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  £.  Gladstone).  Bj  these  Urraicy 
Bnles  it  was  possible  to  have  all  the 
Amendments  upon  the  Paper  taken  at 
a  certain  hour  in  the  evening ;  but  then 
they  were  passed  in  circumstances  which 
bore  no  parallel  to  the  circumstances  in 
which  we  are  now,  for  the  House  of 
Oommons  was  in  a  state  of  almost 
revolutionary  fever.  I  call  the  at- 
tention of  Uie  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  the 
fact  that,  even  in  these  Bales  of  Urgency 
to  which  I  have  referred,  although  no 
debate  was  allowed  on  the  successive 
Amendments,  each  had  to  be  divided 
upon.  I  candidly  acknowledge,  how- 
ever, that  that  course  led  to  some  in- 
convenience, and  yet  I  recognize  the 
importance  of  the  fact  that  we  could 
have  the  Amendments  divided  upon.  I 
hope  that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  give  us, 
even  in  this  Bule,  the  same  safeguard 
that  we  had  in  the  Bules  of  Urgency 
which  I  have  mentioned.  It  appears  to 
me,  I  must  oonless,  very  strange  that, 
considering  the  abuse  and  clumsiness 
oliMtering  in  and  about  the  Bale,  that 
the  Tories  should  sit  down  without  com- 
plaint, while  their  Leader  is  forging 
imoh  sluu^es  for  them. 

Mr.  HENBT  H.  FOWLEB  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.):  I  think.  Sir,  that  the 
debate  has  been  mainty  with  reference 
to  the  consideration  of-  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill  in  Oonmiittee,  whereas  the 
Amendment  refers  entirely  to  the  former 
part  of  the  Bule,  whicdi  considers  whe- 
ther the  Speaker  is  in  the  Chair,  the 
latter  part  referring  to  subsequent  pro- 
ceedings. I  should  like  to.  put  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Membcor  for  the  Scot- 
land Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  an  illustration  of  the  mode 
in  which  this  Bule  would  work  if  the 
alteration  he  suggests  were  made  in  it. 
I  think  the  House  has  now  decided 
that  the  power  of  the  Chair  t^iall 
be  by  way  of  veto,  and  not  by  way  of 
consent ;  and  I  am  of  opinion  that 
it  would  be  wrong  to  have  two  ways 
of    enforcing  the  cloture.     The  only 
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time  cloture  was  ever  put  in  force  was 
in  a  case  to  which  this  Bule  exactly  ap- 
plies. The  Question  b^ore  the  House 
was  that  Uie  Orders  of  the  Day  and  the 
Notices  of  Motion  should  be  postpcmed 
until  after  the  Motion  in  the  name  of 
the  late  Sir  ENafford  Northcoie  shonld 
be  brought  on.  The  Amendment  was  to 
insert  the  words  ''with  the  exception 
of"  some  other  words  in  question.  The 
Question  was  then  put,  "That  tiioae 
words  should  be  inserted,''  and  the 
House  decided  against  it ;  but  it 
would  have  been  open  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  move  Aat  other  Motions 
should  be  inserted,  and  inserted  so 
as  to  completely  nullify  the  patdng 
the  cloture  in  force.  Cloture,  without 
this  clause  being  put  in,  I  believe  would 
not  work  at  alL  x  et  while  I  quite  re- 
serve to  myself  the  riffht  to  sapport  the 
right  hon.  Member  (lu*.  Sdater-BoothX 
I  would  like  to  point  out  that  there  is  m 
radical  distlnotion  between  the  Speaker 
being  in  the  Chair,  and  the  House  being 
in  Committee,  ei^er  in  Supply  or  on 
tiie  clauses  of  a  Bill.  I  would  very  muek 
hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  die 
First  Ix>rd  of  the  T^asury  would  care- 
folly  consider  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Sdater-BooA) ; 
b^use  I  beHeve  that  it  would  remove 
a  great  deal  of  objection  to  tiie  Utter 
part  of  the  Bule,  if  we  had  a  gnamntes 
that  there  would  be  no  interference  with 
the  honi  fii€  discussion  on  any  matter. 
I  will  support  the  Amendment,  because 
I  think,  m  that  way,  the  dosure  may  be 
made  e£Peotive. 

Question  put 

The  House  ifm^i;— Ayes  67 ;  Noes 
267:  Majority  200.— (Div.List^  No.  60.) 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  the  words, 
'the  assent  of  the  Chair  as  aforesaid 
not  having  been  withheld/  be  there 
inserted." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  quite  admit  that  we  are  now  past  the 
first  portion  of  the  Bule ;  but  I  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Qentlanan  tiie  Knt 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  make  a  Proviso, 
declaring  whether  casual  Chairmen 
would  be  able  to  exercise  the  powen 
which  the  Bule  would  confer.  Under 
the  circumstances  of  the  ease,  I  tiunk 
the  Gt>vemment  are  bound  to  give  some 
guarantee  of  their  intentions  by  aooept* 
ing  the  exclusion  of  casual  dnsnmeni 
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and  proTiding  that  the  word  ''  C^iair " 
^oufd  be  remoTed  and  in  its  place  in- 
serted ''Speaker  or  the  Ohairman  of 
Ways  and  Means." 

Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  i  I  put  down  a  Proviso  of 
the  character  that  is  mentioned,  and  I 
will  more  it  at  a  subsequent  stage,  the 
object  of  the  Proviso  being  to  restrict 
the  powers  of  the  Speaker  and  the 
Ohainnan  of  Ways  and  Means.  The 
words  which  I  shall  propose  are  as  fol- 
lows:—  *'  Provided  that,  in  this  Rule, 
the  word  <  Chair '  shi^l  indude  only  the 
SpeiJcer  and  the  Ohainnan  of  Ways  and 
Means." 

Me.  T.  p.  O'OONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland):  The  words  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  do  not  embody  all  that  is 
necessary  and  satisfactory.  What  we 
want  is  that  not  only  the  casual  Ohair- 
man, but  that  ail  the  other  ofi^ials  shall 
be  excluded.  I  do  not  wish  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  give  us  an  under- 
taking just  now,  or  make  up  his  mind 
hastily  ;  but  wiU  he  consider  this  ?  I  do 
not  suppose  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
has  examined  this  Rule  so  carefully  and 
anxiously  as  we  have,  and  we  say  that 
his  words  have  exactly  the  opposite  ob- 
ject to  that  at  which  we  aim ;  his  words 
are  for  the  exclusion  of  two  officials,  not 
for  the  exclusion  of  anybody  else*  We 
want  to  [Mroceed  by  exclusion,  not  by 
inclusion.  To  the  legal  mind  the  words 
may  oany  a  special  significance;  but 
speaking  as  a  layman,  and  not  taking  a 
merely  legal  view  of  them,  I  say  the 
words  do  not  effect  our  object.  Under 
the  circumstances,  I  will  now  propose  the 
Amendment  of  which  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Healy)  gave  No- 
tice. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  It  will  be  extremely 
inconvenient  to  introduce  the  proposed 
words  here,  after  the  word  "  Ohair,"  for 
this  reason— the  word  ^'Ohair"  occurs 
previously  without  the  qualification  of 
these  words.  It  would  be  far  better  to 
move  the  addition  of  the  words  by  way 
of  Proviso. 

Thk  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiOHABD  Webstbb)  (Islc  of  Wight) :  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  words  proposed  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
will  meet  the  yiew  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  by  the  adcUtion  of  the  word 
"only  "at  the  end. 
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Mb.  PARNELL:  I  think  probably 
that  would  be  sufficient ;  but  what  we 
propose  to  do  now  is  to  take  a  Division 
against  inserting  these  words  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  In  doing 
so,  we  revert  to  the  original  position  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbread).  We  take  our  stand  on  the 
principle  we  have  maintained  all  through 
since  1882,  when  Olosure  Rules  came 
first  before  the  attention  of  the  House 
of  O)mmons,  that  if  there  is  to  be  a 
Rule  of  Olosxire  it  shall  be  equally  ap- 
plied to  all  Parties. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  244 ;  Noes 
78:  Majority  166.— (Div.  List,  No.  51.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again 
proposed. 

Mb.  DILLWTN  (Swansea,  Town) :  I 
rise  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  it  is  not  time  for  us  to  go 
home?  Putting  my  question  into  the 
form  of  a  Motion,  1  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
(Mr.  DiUwyn.) 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand,  West- 
minster): I  am  very  reluctant  to  put  an 
early  termination  to  thedebate,inview  of 
the  amount  of  work  we  hare  ^t  through. 
Wlien  we  have  done  little  won  we  should 
be  prepared  to  sit  a  little  longer.  Seeing 
how  little  we  have  accomplished,  I  think 
a  quarter-past  1  is  an  early  hour.  I 
think  we  might  make  a  little  more  pro- 
gress. We  have  had  Diyisions  otw  and 
over  again,  and  have  arrived  at  a  deci- 
sion, and  now  that  we  have  arnTed  at 
consequential  Amendments,  I  think  we 
might  run  rapidly  through  them,  and 
adjourn  at  half -past  1. 

Mb.  storey  (Sunderland) :  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  the  next  Amend- 
ment we  have  to  deal  with  can  scarcely 
be  called  a  consequential  Amendment. 
I  refer  to  the  most  important  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Qalway  (Oolonel  Nolan).  It 
cannot  but  give  rise  to  a  considerable 
amoimt  of  d&ussion  of  a  technical  kind, 
and,  speaking  for  myself  and  I  may 
venture  to  do  so  for  some  other  hon. 
Members,  though  the  spirit  may  be  wil- 
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ling,  theflesb  is  weak.  Ihavdnointention 
of  takiog  part  in  any  tactics  of  obstruc- 
tion, and  I  will  support  any  Ministry  in 
getting  on  with  Business;  but  at  20 
minutes  past  1  in  the  morning  we  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  go  home,  especially 
when  we  remember  that  we  have  to  be 
here  again  at  midday,  only  10}^  hours 
hence.  I  do  not  appeal  to  the  hot  blood 
of  the  Gentlemen  below  the  Oangway 
opposite,  but  to  the  calm,  good  sense  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleu*.an,  and  beg  him 
to  listen  to  our  appeal. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  can  only  speak 
again  by  the  indulgence  of  the  House, 
and  merely  wish  to  say  that  I  do  not 
think  the  disoussion  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  Ibr 
North  Galway  will  occupy  more  than  a 
few  minutes.  There  is  only  one  Motion 
to  be  put  as  an  Amendment  to  going 
into  Supply,  and,  consequently,  there 
can  be  only  one  cloture,  and  it  will  be 
for  the  Ohair  to  decide  as  to  that  Motion. 
This,  by  anticipation,  I  may  say  will  be 
my  answer  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  Whether  it 
is  the  prosperity,  the  success  he  has  met 
with  in  his  position,  the  progress  he  has 
made  with  his  New  Eule,  or  what  it  is 
I  do  not  know ;  but  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  is  getting  very  exorbitant  in  his 
demands  upon  me  House  on  behalf  of 
his  New  Bule.  Speaking  seriously,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  admit  that 
no  Minister  in  charge  of  a  Olosure  He- 
solution  has  ever  made  the  progress  he 
has  during  the  last  few  nights.  On  the 
first  few  lines  of  the  Besolution  our  pro- 
gress was  slow ;  bat  since  then  impor- 
tant questions  of  principle  have  been 
decided,  and,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  see,  the  work  remaining  be- 
fore us  is  materially  lessened.  There  is 
no  object  to  be  gained  in  spurring  a 
willing  steed  oyermuoh.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  congratulate  himself  on 
haying  got  through  a  very  important 
part  of  his  Besolution ;  and  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  we  are  now  opening  up 
the  few  remaining  important  points,  in 
which  some  of  his  own  supporters  are 
interested,  it  is  desirable  that  we  should 
approach  the  subject  on  a  ^esh  day  with 
our  minds  unoontaminated  by  the  strife 
that  a  ve^  late  Sitting  always  begets. 
It  is  surprising  how  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  suooeeded  in  carrying  tiie 
House  with  him  and  his  Motion.  If 
anyone  had  told  me  a  few  weeks  ago 
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that  after  eight  or  nine  nights*  debato 
the  House  would  have  made  suoh  pro- 
gress, I  would  not  have  believed  him.  I 
think,  Eatis6ed  with  his  progress,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  now  allow 
us  to  go  home. 

The  oh  AIRMAN  of  C0MMITTEB8 
(Mr.  Courtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin): 
I  am  sure  no  one  can  enjoy  very  mnch 
sitting  here  any  longer  at  this  time  of 
night.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
made  a  suggestion  as  to  the  Amendment 
standing  nest  on  the  Paper,  and  I  con- 
fess that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  (Colonel  Nolan) 
seems  to  me  so  much  waste  of  paper ;  but 
I  am  not  going  to  argue  it  now.  The 
next  Amendment,  as  it  seems  to  me, 
can  be  easily  shown  to  leave  the  Bule 
exactly  where  it  is. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.): 
I  really  think  we  might  be  allowed  now 
to  adjourn ;  it  is  quite  late  enough. 

MR.T.M.  HEALT:  It  is  a  little  in- 
consistent that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  has  among  his  Bules  a  pro- 
gosition  that  the  House  should  close  its 
ittings  at  half-past  12,  should  insist  on 
having  us  sit  here  for  any  length  of 
time.  For  those  who  live  near  the 
House,  perhaps,  it  is  not  of  mnch  im- 

Sortance;  but  many  of  ns  live  at  a 
istance,  and  are  put  to  considerable 
trouble  and  fatieue  to  get  back  here 
to-day  at  12.  We  have  made  considerable 
progress  to-night,  though  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  only  entered  the  House  since 
9  o'clock  could  not  judge  of  it.  Those  who 
have  sat  through  diese  discnseions  know 
what  a  weary,  fatiguing  duty  it  is  watch- 
ing this  Eule  and  the  effect  of  Amend- 
ments. As  a  reasonable  man — I  am 
sure  there  is  no  more  reasonable  man 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  ap- 
pearances are  very  much  against  him — 
I  put  it  to  him  as  a  reasonable  man,  is 
it  not  better  to  adjourn  before  we  get 
into  a  wrangle,  have  a  Division,  and 
waste  our  time?  We  are  now  in  an 
equable  condition  of  mind;  but  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  know  what  is  ^e 
inevitable  result  of  prolonging  a  oontest 
on  this  point.  We  can  now  separate 
in  good  humour. 

Sib  ALGERNON  BORTHWICK 
(Kensington,  8.) :  I  simply  lise  to  say 
1  am  extremely  sorry  to  find  the  debate 
taking  this  conversational  tone,  and  I 
would  suggest  that  the  Honse  should 
address  itself  to  Business. 
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Queation  put. 

The  House  divided  :--AyeB  93;  Noes 
229 :  Majority  186.— (Dir.  List,  No.  52.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again 
proposed. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford.  N.): 
Sir,  I  take  it  that,  after  this  Division,  the 
Grovemment  will  not  persist  in  their  de- 
mand to  carry  on  the  debate.  I  hope 
there  will  be  no  wrangle  on  this  point, 
and  I  certainly  have  no  intention  of  car* 
rjring  on  one ;  but  I  feel  bound  to  point 
out  that,  as  the  House  meets  at  12  to- 
day, it  is  absolutely  unreasonable  to 
ask  Members  to  come  down  here  after 
only  a  few  hours'  rest.  I,  tiiierefore, 
beg  to  mo?e  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Mr,  Beali/.) 

The  FIEST  LOED  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  appeals  to  me  not  to  continue 
a  wrangle  on  this  point.  I  wish  to  say 
there  has  been  no  wrangling  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  and  all  we  haye  done  has 
been  to  protest  against  a  waste  of  the 
time  of  this  House.  In  the  position  I 
occupy,  I  endeayour  to  do  the  best  in* 
my  power  to  conduct  the  Business  of 
this  House  to  the  adyantage  of  the  coun- 
try; but  when  proceedings  are  taken 
which  inyolye  wilful,  intentional,  and 
persistent  delay 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  (Northami>ton) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to 
ask  if  any  Member  has  a  right  to  say 
that  proceedings  which  haye  been  taken 
by  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
haye  inyolyed  wilful  and  persistent 
delay  ? 

M!r.  SPEAKER:  The  expression 
'^proceedings  inyolying  wilful  and  in- 
tentional delay  "  is  not  un  -  Parlia- 
mentary. 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  belieye  the 
words  I  used  are  fully  justified  and  pro- 
bably gloried  in  by  Members  of  this 
House.  I  protest,  in  the  interests  of 
this  House  and  of  the  country,  against 
what  is  being  done ;  but  I  am  not  pre- 

fared  to  go  on  wasting  the  time  of  the 
louse  and  the  health  and  strength  of 
the  Members  and  officers  without  arriv- 
ing at  any  satisfactory  result.  I  know  | 
it  is  in  the  power  of  hon.  Qentlemen 


opposite,  who  number  oyer  90,  to  pre- 
vent progress,  and  until  the  Rules  are  so 
altered  as  to  place  it  out  of  their  power, 
I. recognize  that  fact  and  yield  to  their 
power,  but  not  to  their  judgment; 
neither  do  I  yield  my  own  opinion.  If 
the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  is  withdrawn ,  I  will  moye  the 
Adjournment  of  the  Debate. 

Mr.  STOREY  (Sunderland) :  Sir,  may 
I  claim  one  word  in  reply  to  what  has 
fallen  from  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury. I  acted  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  as  Teller  in  the 
last  Division,  and  I  repudiate,  in  the 
fullest  manner,  the  imputation  that 
either  of  us  was  actuated  by  a  desire  to 
waste  the  time  of  the  House.  [^LaugMer.  ] 
I  am  greeted  with  laughter  by  hon^ 
Members  below  the  Gangway  opposite, 
some  of  whom  probably  were  not  in  the 
late  Parliament ;  but.  Sir,  it  does  seem 
to  me  it  comes  with  strange  taste  from 
Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  Front  Gbvem- 
ment  Bench  to  accuse  us  of  wasting  the 
time  of  the  House.  I  do  not  happen  to 
be  green  in  this  matter;  but  since  I 
ent^d  this  House,  I  have  never  on  any 
one  occasion  joined  with  any  proceeding 
which  could  be  dec^itly  charged  as  ob- 
structive. But  I  have  seen  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite  take  part 
in  Obstruction  on  this  very  question  of 
the  cloture.  In  1882,  for  17  successive 
nights  did  I  see  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  deliberately  obstruct 
the  Business  of  the  House.  I  cannot 
accuse  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  of 
anything  more  than  that  he  took  advan- 
tage of  the  circumstances  at  the  time, 
and  if  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
take  advantage  now  of  our  natural 
objection  to  continue  this  debate  to-night, 
in  what  do  they  differ  f^om  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  ?  I  think  it  is  high 
time  that  this  House  should  put  the 
closure  on  the  debate  to-night.  I  hope 
we  shall  now  go  home,  aud  I  am  not  at 
all  afraid  of  the  construction  the  country 
will  put  on  our  action. 

TisooTJNT  LYMINQTON  (Devon, 
South  Molton) :  Mr.  Speaker;  1  wish, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  to  say 
a  few  words.  I  have  been  here  since 
half-past  9,  and  from  what  I  have  seen 
I  am  confident  the  country  will  well 
understand  the  difficulties  by  which  the 
Government  are  confronted  in  their  en- 
deavours to  carry  on  the  Business  of  the 
House.  I  hope  that  theGt>vemment  will 
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ta1[e  its  staiid  to-night,  and  that  mj  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury will  say  that  he  will  not  agree  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  House,  or  of  the 
debate,  until  we  have  reached  that  point 
in  the  Business  for  which  he  originally 
stipulated.  For  my  part,  I  will  sup- 
port him. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.):  I  think  the  noble  Ixurd  who  has 
just  spoken  altogether  misunderstood 
the  situation.  He  does  not  seem  to  have 
heard  what  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury said.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  must 
confess  that  I  am  not  prepared  for  the 
militant  tone  and  frequent  lectures  in- 
dulged in  by  the  rieht  hon.  Oentleman. 
Why  should  we  be  held  chargeable  with 
wasting  time  f 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  rise.  Sir,  to 
Order.  I  wish  to  ask  if  it  is  in  Order 
for  the  noble  Viscount  the  Member  for 
Darwen  (Viscount  Cranbome)  to  be 
continually  interruptiog  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  is  speaking  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  No  interruptions 
by  the  noble  Viscount  or  of  any  hon. 
Gentleman  reached  my  ears,  or  I  should 
certainly  take  notice  of  them. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  consented,  without 
these  comments,  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  there  would  have 
been  no  necessity  for  the  reply  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sunderland.  Why 
should  I  be  chargeable  with  wishing  to 
delay  the  Business  of  the  House,  be- 
cause at  half- past  1  the  adjournment 
is  moTed  ?  It  was  simply  indecent  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  the 
charges  he  did  as  to  the  interruptions  of 
the  noble  Viscount  the  Member  for 
Darwen.  I  can  only  say  he  has  youth 
on  his  side,  and  that  renders  his  action 
tolerable.  But  we,  in  this  House,  be- 
licTe  there  ought  to  be  a  limitation  of 
the  hours  of  labour  of  all  people,  and  I 
do  not  see  why  Members  of  Parliament 
should  be  an  exception  to  the  rule.  Why 
should  we  not  go  home  till  2  o'clock, 
morning  after  morning,  when  it  is  held 
by  the  Goyemment  that  it  is  necessary 
the  debates  should  close  at  midnight 
The  Goyemment  are  in  possession  of  the 
whole  of  the  time  of  the  House ;  why 
should  they  work  us  like  slayesf  I 
wish  to  protest,  in  the  most  emphatic 
manner,  against  the  tone  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  charging  hon.  Mem- 

Vt8count  Lymington 


bers  with  a  deliberate  intention  to  ob* 
struct  the  Business  of  the  House. 

Visoouirr  CRANBORNE  (Lancashire, 
N.E.,  Darwen) :  Mr.  Speaker,  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Bradford  (Mr.  Tiling- 
worth)  has  stated  that  I  haye  youth  on 
my  side  to  make  my  conduct  tolerable ; 
I  can  only  say,  in  refdy,  that  he  has  not 
youth  on  his  side,  and  his  oondoot  is  not 
tolerable. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  :  Do  I  understand 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  withdraws  his  Motion  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Tee.  Sir.  If 
hon.  Members  opposite  had  allowed  me 
to  open  my  mouth,  I  should  haye  said 
so  before. 

Motion,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Debate  adjoumsd  till  To-morrotc, 

SUPPLY.-REPOBT. 
Resolutions  [7th  March~|  reporUd. 

Resolutions,  1  to  10  indosiye,  ti^rwi 
to. 

Resolution  11  read  a  first  and  seoond 
time. 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Oo.,  Mid)  :  Mr. 
Speaker,  we  are  going  throogh  this 
stage  of  Report,  and  I  am  not  ruing  now 
to  put  back  this  Vote.  But  this  I  will 
say,  there  has  been  aa  allusion  made 
already  to-night  from  the  TreasuTy 
Bench  to  tiie  effect  diat  Business  is  not 
going  ahead.  Now,  I  haye  been  eitting 
here  for  the  last  10  minutes,  and  I  haye 
heard  thousands  yoted  away  without  a 
single  remark.  I  think  the  time  has 
come  to  stop  these  Votes  and  not  to  pro- 
ceed any  further. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Resolution  agreed  ta. 

COUNTY  COURTS  [EXPENSES]. 
Resolution  [7th  March]  reported. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Before  that  is  agreed  to,  I  &ould  like 
to  know  how  much  money  ia  inyolyed  f 

Thb  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  : 
Nothing.  It  is  merely  a  question  of 
putting  the  aooonnts  in  their  right 
order. 

Resolution  agreed  U. 

Hoase  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock* 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1665 


JBu9tnf88  of  the  {  Mahch  9,  1 887 }        Eousa  {Procedun). 


1666 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 

JFethteiday,  9th  March,  1887. 


MINUTES.]  — Pbitatb  Bill  (Jy  Order)  — 
Second  JteadtUff^TjeedB  Suburban  Railway.* 

Public  Billb^  Second  Rgadin^'^'Mimng  LeasaB 
(Cornwall  and  Devon)  *  [146] ;  Merchant 
chipping  Act  (1854)  Amenoment  *  [184]. 

Secofid  Reading — Referred  to  Select  Committee — 

•  Stannaries  Act  (1869)  Amendment  •  [147] ; 
Miners' Wages  Payment*  [140],  referred  to 
SeUet  Committee  on  the  Stannaries  Act  (1869) 
Amendment. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


DUBLIN  SOUTHERN  DISTRICT  TRAM- 
WAYS  BILL  [REPAYMENT  OF  DEPOSIT], 

Cont4der$d  in  Committee. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  Per- 
haps the  hon.  Member  in  charge  of  the 
BiU  inll  be  good  enough  to  ei^aia  the 
natare  of  the  present  proceeding. 
When  the  Bill  was  read  a  second  time 
it  contained  a  clause  proyiding  for  the 
release  of  a  certain  deposit.  I  under- 
stand that  all  the  rest  of  the  Bill,  except 
that  danse,  has  been  abandoned.  If 
that  is  so,  and  this  prooeeding  is  merely 
incidental  to  the  release  of  the  deposit, 
I  shall  haye  no  objection  to  miake  to  the 
BiU. 

Mb.  HOWOETH  (Salford,  8.):  I 
belieye  that  is  so. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

lUeolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  the 
repayment,  subiect  to  the  prorisions  of  section 
fourteen  of  "The  Dublin  Southern  District 
Tramways  Act,  1883,"  relating  to  compensation 
to  landowners  and  other  persons  injured,  and 
road  authorities,  and  for  protection  of  creditors, 
of  the  sum  of  One  thousand  one  hundred  and 
twonty-two  pounds,  twelve  shillings,  and  six- 
pence. Consolidated  Three  Pounds  per  Centum 
Annuities,  being  the  balance  of  the  Deposit 
Fund  in  respect  of  the  aoplication  for  the  said 
Act,  and  the  interest  or  diyidends  thereon. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-mcrtaw. 

QUESTION. 

liONDON  CORPORATION  (CHARGES  OF 
MALVERSATION). 
Mr.  BEADLAUQH  (Northampton} : 
As  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Oitj-  of  London  (Sir  Bobert  Fowler)  is 
reported  to  have  stated  on  behalf  of  the 
Corporation  last  night  at  a  banquet  that— 
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**  It  was  by  no  wish  of  theirs,  but  contrary 
to  their  wishes,  that  the  investigation  was  de- 
ferred from  Monday  to  next  Thursday," 

I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
I  postponed  the  Motion  solely  in  conse- 
quence of  a  letter  from  himself  stating 
that— 

'*  In  a  matter  of  sudi  grave  importance  to  the 
parties  charged,  Mr.  Smith  thinks  they  should 
have  somewhat  more  time  to  consider  the  course 
proposed  and  the  representations  they  may  wish 
to  make  upon  it  P  " 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  did 
make  that  representation  to  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  in  the  form  he  has 
stated  to  the  House ;  but  I  did  so  with- 
out any  communication  from  either  of 
the  |)arties.  I  felt  that  it  was  my  dutj, 
looking  at  the  position  I  occupy  in  this 
House,  to  do  so  in  fairness  to  the  persons 
afiPected. 

OliDER    OF   THE  DAT. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (RULES  OF 
PROCEDURE)— BULB   1   (CIX)SURE  OF 
DEBATE).— RESOLUTION. 
ADJOURRED  DEBATE.      [TBHTH  HI0HT."| 

Order  read,  for  resuming  the  Ad« 
joumed  Debate  on  the  Main  Question, 
as  amended, 

**  That,  aftcor  a  Question  has  been  proposed, 
a  Member  rising  in  his  place  may  claim  to 
move,  *  That  the  Question  be  now  put,*  and, 
unless  it  shall  appear  to  the  Chair  that  such 
Motion  is  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House^  or 
an  infringement  of  the  rights  of  the  minority, 
flie  Question,  *  That  the  Question  be  now  put,* 
fihall  be  put  forthwith,  and  decided  witiiont 
Amendmoot  or  Debate : 

«When  the  Motion  'That  the  Question  be 
now  put,'  has  been  carried,  and  the  Question 
consequent  thereon  has  been  decided,  any  fur- 
ther Motion  may  be  made  (the  consent  of  the 
Chair  as  aforesaid  not  luwing  been  withheld) 
which  may  be  requisite  to  bring  to  a  decision  any 
Question  already  proposed  from  the  Chair ;  and 
also  if  a  Clause  be  then  under  consideration,  a 
Motion  may  be  made  (with  the  consent  of  the 
Chair  as  aforesaid)  That  the  Question,  That  the 
Clause  stand  part  of,  or  be  added  to  the  Bill,  be 
now  out.  Such  Motions  shall  be  put  forthwith, 
and  decided  without  Amendment  or  Debate : 

'*  Provided  always,  That  Questions  for  the 
Closure  of  Debate  shall  not  be  decided  in  the 
affirmative,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  unless  it 
shall  appear  by  the  numbers  declared  from  the 
Chidr,  that  such  Motion  was  supported  by  more 
than  Two  Hundred  Members,  or  was  opposed 
by  less  than  Forty  Members,  and  supported  by 
more  than  One  Hundred  Members."  —  {Mr. 
William  Henry  Smith,) 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 
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Me.  ARTHTTE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  I  beg  to  move,  in  line  8,  to 
leave  out  ''  any  Question  already,"  and 
insert  '*  tbe  Question  last  (nreviously." 
The  Amendment  is  a  very  simple  one, 
and  it  may  appear  at  first  sight  not  to 
be  pi  very  particular  importance;  but, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  does  cover  a  very 
important  point,  and  one  well  worthy  of 
the  consideration  of  the  House  before  it 
decides  to  adopt  any  particular  form  of 
words.  In  order  to  appreciate  the  words 
of  the  Hule  as  it  stands^  it  is  necessary 
to  bear  in  mind  that  every  matter  that 
is  determined  in  this  House  is  so  deter- 
mined by  the  form  of  the  Question  put 
from  the  Chair,  which  is  resolved  in  the 
affirmative  or  negative.  The  Question 
must  form  a  part  of  every  proceeding  in 
the  House ;  and  as  the  Business  is  very 
varied  and  multiform,  and  as  Questions 
are  very  often  complex,  and  as  the  pos- 
sible Amendments  to  be  moved  upon 
those  Questions  are  indefinite  in  num- 
ber, and  both  as  to  matter  and  as  to 
form,  so  the  situations  which  arise  in 
connection  with  Questions  and  the 
Amendments  proposed  are  of  almost  in- 
finite number,  running  through  all 
sorts  of  combinations.  Now,  Sir,  the 
forms  of  Questions  which  may  arise  are 
frequently  divisible  into  three  classes. 
First  of  all,  to  take  the  simplest  case, 
there  is  liie  Question  ''  That  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time.''  Upon  that  a 
variety  of  Amendments  may  be  moved. 
The  usual  form  of  Amendment  is  **  That 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  on  this 
day  six  months."  But  to  that  Amend- 
ment, again,  another  Amendment  may 
be  moved  to  substitute  ''  three  "  months 
or  **  one  month  "  for  "  six  months."  Of 
course,  in  that  case  you  have  three  dif- 
ferent Questions  before  the  House. 
Now,  according  to  the  Bule  as  at  pre- 
sent proposed,  it  would  be  possible  to 
apply  the  cloture  immediately  to  the 
last  Amendment — namely,  that  which 
goes  to  substitute  three  months  or  one 
month  for  six  months.  On  that  being 
decided,  the  Main  Question — ^namely, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"  could  be  put  without  any  con> 
tinuation  of  the  debate  on  the  original 
Amendment,  *<  That  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  timeUiisday  six  months."  But,  be- 
sides that  ordinary  form  of  Amendment 
to  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill,  it  is  per- 
fectly competent  for  a  Member  to  move 
a  totally  different  form  of  Amendment. 


For  instance,  if  he  desires  to  oppose 
the  Bill  on  principle,  it  is  open  to  him 
to  move  a  Besolutionthat  is  antagonistic 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  or  to  its 
policy  or  its  main  provisions ;  and  on  a 
great  many  interesting  oceaaionB,  as  will 
appear  to  anyone  who  takes  tilie  trouble 
to  consult  the  Journals  of  the  House, 
some  of  the  most  instructive  aad  kiatorio 
debates  have  been  raised'  by  aueh  a 
form  of  Amendment  to  the  Motion  &r 
the  Second  Eeadins  of  the  BilL  Now» 
when  such  a  Ees^ution  haa  been  poro- 
posed,  it  is  open  to  any  Member  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  thatBeaoliition, 
which  itself  is  an  Amendment.  When 
that  is  done,  according  to  tiie  Bole  as  it 
at  present  stands,  it  will  be  competent 
for  the  Government  which  haa  pre- 
viously arranged  '*  the  sense  of  the 
House,"  to  force  a  Division  decisive  im- 
mediately of  the  proposed  Amendment 
to  the  Resolution ;  and  immediatel  j  after 
that,  instead  of  having  the  Beaolutioa 
itself  adequately  debated,  though  it  may 
oontain  a  very  importaat  proposition, 
not  merely  as  to  the  matter  of  form,  but 
also  as  to  the  matter  of  policy,  to  cause 
another  Motion  for  dosmg  the  debate 
to  be  put,  and  so  shelve  a  discmssion  on 
the  prmoipal  Question.  That  is  the  way 
this  Bule  will  woric  in  the  first  dan  of 
cases — ^namely,  that  rdating  to  the 
Second  Beading  of  Bills.  But  with  re- 
gard to  another  class  of  important 
questions — namely,  ''  That  the  8peak« 
do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  you  find  pre- 
cisely the  same  difficulty,  because,  on 
that  occasion  also,  the  Besolution  of  the 
first  importance  touching  any  one  of  a 
multitudinous  array  of  questiona  of  na- 
tional imp(Mrtanee  may  be  raised  and 
put  fromuie  Ohair,  andonthat  afnx^Mr 
Amendment  may  be  moved,  and  Uie 
operation  of  the  Bule,  as  at  preaent 
framed,  will  be  the  same  aa  in  the 
other  case.  The  Amendment  to  the 
Besolution  oould  be  forced  to  an  inuBe> 
diate  Division,  and  the  Besolution  itself 
could  be  shelved,  the  Question, ''  That 
the  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair," 
being  immediately  put  to  tiie  House  and 
carried  by  a  previously-arranged  ma- 
jority. I  do  not  know  tiiat  this  is  liksfy 
to  be  done  frequently.  We  all  know 
that  a  weapon  like  this,  though  a  ^ery 
tempting  one  at  a  time  when  a  feding 
of  impatience  prevails,  or  at  a  time  ol 
Ministerial  embarrassment,  is  still  a 
very  dangerous  weapon  to  use,  and  one 
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wfaioh  miglit  om^oionallj  be  used  at  the 
risk  of  those  who  are  handling  it.  Still, 
human  nature  is  human  nature,  and  it 
is  possible  to  conceive  that  when  a  Go- 
yemment  finds  itself  in  a  position  of 
embarrassment — for  instance,  when  it 
finds  there  is  a  deficiency  of  warlike 
stores  that  ought  not  to  exist,  or  when 
there  is  some  question  of  foreign  policy 
before  the  country  as  to  which  they  feel 
they  have  taken  a  very  doubtf\il  course — 
it  will  be  natural  for  them  to  use  every 
means  that  may  be  at  their  disposal  for 
&e  purpose  of  closing  the  mouths  of 
impcnrtunate  adversaries.  As  to  the 
Question,  ''That  the  Speaker  do  leave  the 
Chair,"  for  the  purpose  of  going  into 
Oommittee  of  Ways  and  Means,  the 
same  difficulty  presents  itself.  On  these 
occasions  some  very  important  debates 
indeed  have  been  originated  in  connec- 
tion with  Amendments  moved  by  leading 
financiers ;  and  if  the  power  which  it  is 
now  sought  to  place  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  haa  existed  in  former  years, 
I  ask  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
whether,  on  more  than  one  occasion, 
Ministers  of  the  day  would  have  been 
able  to  resist  the  temptation  to  use  it  ? 
In  the  time  of  Mr.  Pitt,  and  about  the' 
year  1863,  there  would  have  been  many 
a  strong  temptation  to  the  Government 
to  close  many  and  many  a  protracted 
debate.  On  questions  relating  to  the 
taxation  of  the  subject,  I  hold  that  it  is 
exceedingly  improper  that  the  Adminis- 
tration should  be  allowed  to  make  use 
of  a  weapon  of  this  kind  for  closing  de- 
bate in  an  Assembly  which  represents 
the  taxpayers  of  the  Kin^om.  The 
third  class  of  questions  which  may  arise 
in  this  House — and  a  class  peculiarly 
interesting  to  private  Members—is  that 
in  which  opinion  on  great  subjects  is 
brought  to  maturity  by  a  Eesolution. 
When  a  Member  moves  a  Eesolution, 
nothing  is  more  common  than  for  some- 
one else  to  move  an  Amendment ;  and  I 
do  not  think  it  would  require  a  large 
amount  of  ingenuity  on  the  part  of  an 
Administration,  embarrassed  by  the  line 
that  a  discussion  has  taken,  to  enable 
them  to  cause  one  of  their  Friends  to 
start  a  minor  Amendment  for  the  pur- 
pose of  manufacturing  an  apparent 
*' sense  of  the  House,  knowing  that 
they  will  have  an  assured  majority,  and 
then,  when  a  certain  impatience  has  been 
generated  by  reason  of  the  frivolous  and 
unimportant  Amendment,  to  start  the 


cloture  on  that  Amendment,  and  with 
the  momentum  of  that  proceeding  drive 
the  Eesolution  itself  to  a  Division.  This 
ought  to  be  a  matter  of  grave  concern 
to  private  Members,  seeing  that  the 
Eule  threatens  their  liberties  in  a  par- 
ticular way.  The  question  of  the  Dis- 
establishment of  the  Church  was  brought 
before  the  House  in  the  form  of  a  Eeso- 
lution ;  and  it  is  impossible  to  conceive 
that  a  Government  could  resist  the 
temptation  of  burking  suck  discussions 
if  they  had  the  power  to  do  so.  I  main- 
tain ijhat,  whichever  way  you  look  at  this 
Eule,  it  is  full  of  danger  and  mischief, 
and  that  the  questions  it  raises  are  preg- 
nant with  importance  as  affecting  liberty 
of  discussion — ofprivate  Members  es- 
pecially— in  this  House. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  8,  to 
leave  out  the  words  '*  any  Question  al- 
ready,*' in  order  to  insert  the  words 
"the  Question  last  previously," — {Mr. 
Arthur  0'(7<mnor,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  PIEST  LOED  of  thb  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.H.  Smith)  (Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  had  thought  that  the  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  had 
been  substantially  decided  by  the  House. 
I  certainly  think  the  feeline  of  the 
House  generally  will  be  that  the  argu- 
ments he  has  with  great  ability  put 
before  us  have  already  been  considered 
and  disposed  of  by  a  large  majority. 
The  hon.  Gentleman's  object  is  clearly 
to  take  from  the  cloture  a  large  portion 
of  the  efficiency  it  is  intended  to  attach 
to  it,  and  to  remove  the  discretion 
of  the  Chair — whether  it  be  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  :  It  does 
not  affect  the  Speaker  in  any  way. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber addressed  arguments  to  us  which, 
no  doubt,  satisfy  himself  and  those  who 
act  with  him  that  it  is  desirable  to  re- 
tain the  power  of  protracted  debate,  and 
of  delaying  the  progress  of  measures, 
notwithstanding  that  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  may  think  it 
fitting  and  expedient  that  the  Question 
shonld  be  put,  and  may  not  consider  it 
an  abuse  of  the  Eules  of  the  House,  nor 
an  infringement  of  the  privileges  of  the 
minority,  for  an  hon.  Member  to  move 
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that  the  Qaestlon  should  be  put.  I 
again  say  to  the  House  that  I  cannot 
accede  to  any  provision  which  will 
secure  to  the  individual  Members  of  the 
House  the  absolute  privilege  of  pro- 
posing Amendments  to  Amendments,  and 
interposing  delay  upon  delay  to  the  pro- 
gress of  Business  if  the  closure  is  to  be 
at  all  attempted.  I  rely — and  I  think 
the  House  wUl  rely — upon  the  safeguard 
and  protection  which  is  afforded  by  the 
judicial  supervision  of  the  Ohair  over 
the  exercise  of  the  power  to  move  the 
cloture,  when  it  would  be  an  abuse  of  the 
Bules  of  the  House,  or  an  interference 
with  the  privileges  or  a  curtailment 
of  the  rights  of  minorities.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  conceive  that  the  Ohair  will  ever 
permit  the  Question  to  be  put  if  a  sub- 
stantive Amendment  inviting  and  re- 
quiring debate  remains  on  the  Paper ; 
nor  is  it  conceivable  that  any  Minister 
should  propose  to  the  Ohair  that  such  a 
course  should  be  taken.  Between  the 
two— the  Ohair  and  the  Minister — the 
House  has  ample  and  sufficient  safe- 
guards against  any  abuse  of  the  powers 
now  sought  to  be  conferred  on  them. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  I  can- 
not agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  as  to  the 
amplitude  of  the  safeguards  afforded  by 
thisEuleof  Olosure,  seeing  that  we  be- 
lieve it  to  be  directed  against  us  Irish 
Members ;  that  wefknow  that  as  long  as 
we  remain  here  we  shall  always  be  in  a 
minority ;  and  that  there  will  never  be 
any  great  cordiality  between  us  and  any 
Government.  I  draw  no  sort  of  com- 
fort, consolation,  or  hope  from  the  pro- 
babilities stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman.  With  regard  to  the  object 
of  my  hon.  Friend'6  Amendment,  it  is 
in  no  way  to  limit  the  discretion  of 
the^  Ohair.  My  hon.  Friend  certainly 
desires  to  limit  the  frequency  and 
succession  of  operations  of  the  Cloture 
Bule;  but  the  discretion  of  the  Ohair, 
under  this  Eule,  differing  in  that  re- 
spect from  the  Bule  in  existence,  does 
not  come  into  play  until  the  Motion  for 
the  cloture  has  been  made.  The  object 
of  my  hon.  Friend  is  to  limit  the  occa- 
sions on  which  such  a  Motion  may  be 
made ;  and  it  is  obvious  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  carried  it  would  limit,  not  the 
discretion  of  the  Ohair,  but  the  capa- 
bility of  hon.  Members  endeavouriDg  to 
bring  the  power  of  the  Ohair  into  action. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  a  very 
ifr,  W,  H,  Smith 


significant  and  formidable  argument 
when  he  said  that  the  Amendment  would 
lessen  the  intended  efficiency  c^  the  pro- 
posed closure.  The  Bule,  as  proposed,  is 
simply  an  invitation  to  any  Member  of 
the  majority  to  follow  up  the  first 
application  of  the  closure,  so  as  at  once 
to  bring  to  an  end  the  discusBion  on 
the  Main  Question.  Between  ^e  old 
Oloture  Bule  and  the  one  proposed  diere 
is  the  difference  between  the  sinffle 
bullet  and  the  chain  shot;  because  under 
the  proposed  Bule,  when  one  Amend- 
ment has  been  cl6tured|  any  further 
Question  may  be  put  which  will  give  a 
decision  on  the  Main  Question.  £  this 
way  the  discussion  on  the  Queen's 
Speech,  which  is  a  most  weighty  debate 
on  the  policy  of  the  Government,  can  be 
brought  at  once  to  an  end  by  the  GK>^ 
vemment  contriving  to  have  an  Amend- 
ment put  down  first,  to  have  it  dis- 
cussed at  excessive  length,  and  then, 
when  the  House  has  been  lashed  into 
a  condition  of  ferocity,  to  apply  the 
cloture,  and  then  immediately  move 
that  the  original  Question  be  put,  *^  That 
an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,"  &c.  What  would  then  be- 
come of  the  other  Amendments?  The 
Bule  will  also  act  as  a  chain  shot  in  the 
case  of  Votes  in  Oommittee  of  Supfdy. 
No  matter  how  many  items  a  Veto  may 
contain,  or  how  many  sub-heads  it  may 
be  divided  into,  there  would  be  nothing 
easier  than  to  procure  a  debate  upon 
one  of  the  first  Amendments,  ana  to 
bring  about  such  a  state  of  temper  in 
the  House  as  would  prevent  the  mscus- 
sion,  or  even  the  moving,  of  any  subse- 
quent Amendment.  It  is  simply  mis- 
leading the  House  to  say  that  the  attempt 
of  my  hon.  Friend  to  limit  the  second 
paragraph  of  this  Bule  is  an  attempt  to 
procure  protraction  of  debate.  The  ob- 
ject of  my  hon.  Friend  is  to  procure  the 
right  of  moving  an  Amencunent;  be- 
cause, as  the  Bme  stands  in  ite  present 
form,  all  the  Amendments  subsequent 
to  the  first  on  the  Address  in  re^y  to 
the  Boyal  Speech,  or  on  the  Motion  that 
the  Speaker  leave  the  Ohair,  instead  of 
standing  on  the  broad,  historic  g^und 
of  the  freedom  of  discussion  of  an  indi- 
vidual Member  of  Parliament,  will  be 
placed  at  the  mercy  of  the  mo^.^tty 
and  despicable  contnvance  of  the  i|inp 
followers  of  any  Government.  TheviS 
I  have  put  before  the  House  are,  I  sub  I 
mit,  of  sufficient  importence  tp   arrest^J 
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the  attention  of  any  hon.  Member  who 
has  not  given  up  his  Parliamentary  in- 
telligence and  public  conscience  to  the 
keeping  of  the  Qoyemment.  Becent 
proceedinge,  however^  are  not  encour- 
aging, and  lead  me  to  think  that  the 
description  of  ''items"  sometimes  ap- 
plied to  the  Irish  Party  might  be  applied 
more  accurately  to  hon.  Oentlemen  op- 
posite. Unless  some  provision  is  intro- 
duced to  save  at  least  the  right  of  moving 
an  Amendment,  no  matter  whether  dift- 
cuBsion  be  allowed  or  not,  and  to  pro- 
cure a  vote  of  the  House  upon  it,  the 
result  will  be  that,  while  this  Assembly 
may  still  be  called  a  House  of  liOgisla- 
ture,  it  will  no  longer  deserve  to  be 
called  a  House  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  O'DOHEETY  (Donegal,  N.) : 
The  effect  of  adopting  the  second  part 
of  the  Bule  as  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  that  many  Questions  will 
not  be  put  from  the  Ohair  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  persons  who  desire  to  call 
attention  to  certain  subjects,  are  of  vital 
importance ;  and  this  is  involved  in  lan- 
guage so  extraordinary  in  its  chi^acter 
that  I  venture  to  say  that  not  10  per 
cent  of  the  House  is  aware  of  the  efifect 
of  the  Bule.  There  may  be  questions 
of  vast  importance  to  be  mscussed  under 
the  form  of  Amendments.  Well,  how 
is  the  Chair  to  know  the  oomparatiTe 
importance  of  these  ?  The  importance 
of  a  subject  may  turn  on  the  techni- 
cality of  a  word,  and  such  a  subject  may 
be  of  vital  moment,  although  to  those 
who  are  not  conversant  with  it  it  may 
appear  absolutely  unimportant.  What 
I  object  to  is  that  no  maohinery  what- 
ever is  provided  by  the  Qovemment  for 
even  a  momentary  discussion  upon  a 
subsequent  Amendment,  or  for  allowing 
a  Member  to  rise  to  a  point  of  Order, 
no  matter  how  important  and  vital  such 
subsequent  Amendment  ot  point  of 
Order  may  be.  I  would  ask  whether, 
to  raise  the  point,  I  should  be  in  Order 
in  moving  to  omit  from  the  second  para- 
graph the  words  which  enable  the  Mo- 
tion to  be  put  *'  forthwith  ?  " 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  be  in  Order  in  taking 
that  course. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  wish  to  ask  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  make 
any  concession  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  Basingstoke  Divi- 
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sion  of  Hampshire  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)? 
I  certainly  understood  from  the  First 
Lord  .of  the  Treasury  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  prepared  to  make  some  con- 
cession in  regard  to  the  items  of  Supply ; 
but  I  do  not  see  any  Amendments  on 
the  Paper  carrying  out  the  idea.  The 
Bule  as  it  stands  is  too  severe,  and  if 
no  concession  is  made  I  shall  be  bound 
to  vote  in  support  of  the  present  Amend- 
ment. It  would  not  be  open  to  any 
hon.  Member  who  has  given  Notioe  A 
Amendment  on  any  item  in  Supply,  or 
on  a  clause  of  a  Bill,  to  raise  a  question 
with  the  Speaker  whether  the  Motion 
was  of  sumcient  public  importance  to 
justify  him  in  moving  it.  Unless,  there- 
fore, the  Government  make  some  conces- 
sion, I  shall  vote  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton), 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  is  mistaken  in  saying  that 
the  Government  promised  to  make  a 
concession  with  regard  to  the  question 
of  Supply.  What  1  said  wa3  that  I  pro- 
mised to  consider  the  subject  with  a  de- 
sire to  meet  the  views  of  the  House  as 
far  as  I  oould.  But  I  have  not  been 
able  to  arrive  at  any  form  of  words,  and 
no  form  of  words  have  be^i  suggested 
by  any  hon.  Member  on  either  ^de  of 
the  House  which  will  prevent  the  rais- 
ing of  purely  dilatory  Motions  lor  the 
purpose  of  Obstruiotion.  I  am,  there- 
fore, compiled  to  fall  back  on  the  re« 
sponsibility,  on  the  justice,  and  on  the 
authority  of  the  Speaker  and  of  the 
Chairman  of  Committees.  Full  powers 
are  possessed  by  both  of  thew^e  Judicial 
Officers  of  the  House  to  secure  the  com- 
plete rights  of  every  hon.  Member,  and 
full  authority  to  secure  the  complete 
discussion  of  every  question  which  is  a 
substantive  one  before  the  House.  I 
can  do  no  more  than  this.  I  am  aware 
that  the  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  is  one  of  very 

great  force ;  but  if  it  is  in  the  power  of 
on.  Members  to  raise  Amendments  on 
every  item  of  Supply,  on  every  line  and 
every  word  of  a  clause  in  a  Bill  going 
through  Committee,  then  any  attempt 
to  put  a  limit  to  their  discussion  wiU 
altogether  fail. 

Mb.  OSBOBNEMOBGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, £.) :  I  cannot  regard  the  answer 
which  has  been  given  as  entirely  satis- 
factory, nor  can  I  think  that  this  ques- 
tion has  been  adequately  discussed.  The 
question  which  has  occurred  to  my  mind 
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in  listeuin^  to  the  debate  is  this — ^will 
it  be  possible,  under  this  Eule,  to  ex- 
clude the  adequate  disoussion  of  any 
question  which  nas  not  been  adequately 
disoufised  ?  I  think  that  more  attention 
ought  to  hare  been  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  point  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast,  who  showed 
that  in  debating  the  Address  in  reply  to 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  it  will  be 
perfectly  possible  to  shut  out  half-a- 
dozen  Amendments  of  the  greatest  pos- 
sible importance.  That  appears  to  me 
to  be  a  very  strong  oourse  to  take.  Let 
us  get  rid  of  the  Address  if  you  choose ; 
but  the  exclusion  of  Amendments  in 
this  way — for  that  is  what  it  comes  to 
—  certainly  seems  to  me  to  be  a  very 
strong  proceeding.  I  should  like  to 
know  what  the  objection  to  this  Amend- 
ment is.  TheOovemmenthasthedosore 
in  a  strong  form ;  indeed,  they  could  not 
have  it  in  a  more  drastic  form.  By 
means  of  the  closure,  even  with  this 
Amendment,  they  could  shut  out  the 
discussion  of  100  Amendments  succes- 
sively ;  and  I  do  not  think  the  present 
Amendment  would  really  impair  its 
validity.  Unless  a  better  defence  is  set 
up  by  the  Government  for  refusing  the 
Amendment,  I  also  shall  feel  bound  to 
follow  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast 
into  the  Lobby. 

Me.  OLANOY  (DubUn  Co.,  N.) :  I 
am  surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Eaikes) 
has  not  thought  fit  to  reply  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre).  The  theory  of  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  is  that  no  majority  in  the  House 
would  ever  abuse  this  Bule ;  but  that  is 
a  pure  assumption,  and  the  assumption 
of  the  Irish  Members  is  the  directly 
opposite  of  that.  We  say  that  at  certain 
times  of  excitement  the  House  is  ready 
to  act  with  injustice  to  the  Irish  Party, 
and  we  are  not  without  proof  that  this  is 
not  only  possible,  but  probable.  There 
are  in  the  rank  and  file  of  the  Tory 
Party  Gentlemen  perfectly  competent  to 
abuse  the  Bules  of  this  House,  and  who 
would  be  quite  ready  to  do  it  if  occasion 
should  arise.  I  would  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General, 
who  used  to  be  remarkable  for  his  ob- 
structive Motions — who  earned  for  him- 
self, in  fact,  the  title  of  "the  Eternal 
Baikes  "  from  the  frequency  with  which 
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his  name  appeared  in  the  Division  LisJs 
in  obstructive  Divisions — to  von^safe 
a  reply  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton).  With 
regard  to  the  paragraphs  in  the  Ad- 
dress in  reply  to  ^  Spee<^  from  the 
Throne,  I  would  point  out  that  those 
relating  to  Ireland  usually  came  near 
the  end;  and  t^t,  therefore,  in  order 
to  prevent  Amendments  to  tiiem  from 
being  discussed,  Tory  Members,  like  ihe 
hon.  Member  for  North  Antrim  and  Uie 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport,  will  put  down 
Amendments  to  earlier  potions.  When 
those  Amendments,  in  which  the  House 
may  take  very  little  interest,  have  been 
debated  for  10  or  15  days,  some  other 
Member  of  the  Tory  Party  will  move 
the  cloture,  and  in  that  way  aU  the 
Amendments  relating  to  Ireland  will  be 
incontinently  shut  out.  The  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Postmaster  G^earal  ought 
to  have  a  sympathetic  interest  in  the 
efifbrts  we  are  making  to  mitigate  the 
stringency  of  this  Bule. 

Mr.  J.  £.  ELUS  (Nottingham,  Bosh- 
olifie) :  Sir,  I  think  the  objection  taken 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Oenti«l 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  on  tiie 
ground  of  technicality,  is  of  very  great 
force.  We  are  putting  on  the  House 
something  that  may  cause  a  great  deal 
of  technical  inconvenience.  The  Fint 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  has,  it  appears  to 
me,  admitted  the  case  against  the  Bule 
in  some  words  which  he  let  fall.  He 
said — **  Technically,  the  Bule  may  be 
of  some  inconvenience."  Well,  we 
have  already  found  ourselves  in  some 
difficulty  as  to  the  mode  of  discussing 
these  v^y  Bules.  In  a  recent  debate 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Hareourt)  stated 
that  the  House  was  bound  by  too  many 
technicalities,  and  the  Speaker  said  on 
that  occasion  that  he  was  bound  by  ihe 
technicalities,  and  that  if  any  dif^eulty 
was  felt  it  must  be  cured  by  Hie  House 
itself.  I  think  this  is  a  strong  argument 
against  adding  any  more  technicalities 
to  the  Bules  governing  our  Procedure. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  ^rst 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  spoken  of  the 
equitable  jurisdiction  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committeed;  but  I  do  not  think  it 
is  fair  to  lay  on  the  Chair  a  juriedie- 
tion  of  that  kind.  Certainly,  unless  I 
have  some  further  explanation  from  the 
Government  Bench  on  this  subject,  I 
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shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  vote  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Donegal  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor). 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOE  (Tipperary,  8.) : 
Sir,  we  have  it  on  very  good  authority 
that  this  Amendment  does  not  inipair 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury ; 
and  I  think  that  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast   TMr. 
Sexton)  has  made  it  as  clear  to  hon. 
Members  generally,  as  it  has  to  myself, 
that  it  will  have  the  effect  of  strengthen- 
ing it.    I  was  very  much  struck  with 
the  illustration  given  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Belfast.    We  all 
know  that  the  debates  on  the  Address 
have  been  decisive  of  great  matters  of 
State  and  foreign  jpolioy.    It  was  only 
last  year  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.E. 
Gladstone)  brought  forward  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Address,  which  altered  the 
whole  foreign  and  domesticpolicyof  the 
country;  and  hon.  Members  will  recollect 
that  it  was  upon  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bordesley  (Mr.  Jesse 
Ceilings),  who  then  sat  for  Ipswich,  that 
the  Government  of  the  day  were  over- 
thrown.   I  ask,  then,  if  it  is  not  quite 
possible,  by  the  operation  of  this  Kule 
in  its  present  form,  to  put  it  entirely  out 
of  the  power  of  the  House  to  propose 
again  Amendments    which  mav    have 
such   tremendous    effects  ?      There    is 
another  way  in   which   the  Bule   will 
stringently    coerce    and    restrain    the 
power  of  hon.  Members  in  this  House. 
If  it  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker,  or 
the  Government,  or  any  Member  of  this 
House,   to  close   debate   on  important 
questions,  and  to  shut  out  important 
Amendments,  I  contend  that  it  would  be 
a  great  loss,  not  only  to  hon.  Members 
of  the  House,   but  to  the  country  at 
large.    If  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  be  not  adopted,  it  will  be  in  the 
power  of  any  tyrant  majority  in  this 
House  to  prevent  hon.  Members  from 
proposing  such    Amendments   as    will 
clear  up  any  difficulties  with  regard  to 
the  comprehension  of  the  Bule  itself; 
and  it  wul  be  out  of  the  power  of  any 
hon.  Member  to  propose  any  Amend- 
ment which  would  have  the  effect  of 
strengthening  the  original  proposals.    I 
must,  therefore,  condemn  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  in  adhering  stringently 
to  the  form  of  their  proposals.   I  protest 
against  the  cavalier  manner  in  which 


they  treat  the  feelings  of  hon.  Members 
of  this  House;  and  I  shall,  for  these 
reasons,  support  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  which  has  been  conceived 
with  the  sagacity  and  foresight  which 
characterizes  the  many  Amendments 
which  he  has  proposed  in  this  House, 
and  which  ought,  I  think,  to  secure  for 
him  the  confidence  of  the  Chair  and  the 
respect  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  H.  J.  GILL  (Limerick):  Sir,  I 
think  that  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  should  be  supported  almost  more 
strenuously  than  any  Amendment  which 
has  been  brought  ibrward  to  this  Bule. 
In  my  opinion.  Gentlemen  from  Wales 
and  Scotland  ought  to  ^ve  it  their  full 
support ;  for  I  say  it  is  intended,  or  can 
be  used,  for  the  purpose  of  muzzling 
minorities.  In  the  deoate  on  the  Ad- 
dress in  reply  to  Her  Majesty's  Speech, 
it  will  become  altogether  a  matter  of 
chance  as  to  which  nationality  will  have 
the  liberty  of  bringing  forward  a  griev- 
ance. In  Her  Majesty's  Speech  allu- 
sion is  often  made  to  questions  affecting 
the  three  countries;  and,  according  to 
this  Bule,  the  probability  is  that  only  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  first  Nationality 
alluded  to  will  be  able  to  bring  their 
grievances  before  the  House.  The  effect 
of  this  Bule,  in  its  present  form,  will  be 
that  in  a  short  time  you  will  have  Scot- 
land and  Wales  getting  up  that  strong 
agitation  in  favour  of  a  native  Parlia- 
ment which  has  existed  for  so  long  in 
Ireland.  I  cannot  see  why  the  Govern- 
ment should  not  agree  to  some  modifica- 
tion of  this  Bule,  considering  that  this 
Amendment  has  been  supported  by  influ- 
ential Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
above  the  Gangway,  and  especially  since 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  has 
admitted  that  it  is  open  to  abuse  unless 
safeguarded  in  some  way.  For  these 
reasons,  I  am  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment  before  the  House,  which,  I 
think,  should  carry  with  it  the  support  of 
a  large  number  of  the  Members  of  this 
House. 

Mb.  LANE  (Cork  Co.,  E.) :  Sir, 
after  the  declaration  of  the  right  hon« 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, I  am  of  opinion  that  we  ought  not 
to  allow  this  opportunity  to  pass  with- 
out carrying  out  what  I  believe  to  be  his 
intention,  and  enabling  him  to  overcome 
the  difficulty,  which  he  says  is  recognized 
by  himself  and  his  Colleagues,  in  not 
being  able  to  frame  words  which  wouldL 
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meet  tbe  objections  tbat  bare  been 
raised  to  tbis  Rule  by  my  bon.  Friend 
tbe  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr. 
Artbur  O'Connor).  I  tbink  it  is  almost 
a  bumiliating  admission  on  tbe  part  of 
tbe  rigbt  bon.  Oentlemto  and  tbe  Go- 
vernment, wbo  bave  undertaken  to 
manage  tbe  affairs  of  an  Empire  wbose 
subjects  number  300,000,000,  tbat  tber 
are  unable  to  put  togetber  words  wbicb 
will  meet  tbe  object  of  tbis  Amendment. 
In  consideriug  the  necessity  there  is  for 
tbe  Amendment  being  carried,  it  has  been 
absolutely  necessary  tbat  we  should  look 
forward  to  tbe  time  when  tbe  whole  of 
tbe  debates  in  this  House  will  be  regu- 
lated by  tbe  Procedure  Eules  which  we 
are  discussing.  When  these  Bules  are 
passed,  it  will  be  found  tbat  a  great 
Tuaoy  of  them  tend  further  to  limit  the 
powers  and  liberties  of  debate  which 
private  Members  bave  at  tbe  present 
moment.  Eule  9  contemplates  and  will 
abolish  all  opportunities  that  bave  been 
afforded  for  oiscussion  on  tbe  Committee 
and  Beport  stages  of  tbe  Address.  This, 
I  tbink,  is  a  further  argument  in  favour 
of  placing  some  limitation  upon  tbe 
power  of  closure  as  contained  in  the 
present  Bute.  A|;ain,  according  to  Bule 
5,  tbe  time  for  debate  on  Mondays,  Tues- 
days, Thursdays,  and  Fridays  will  be 
veiy  seriously  curtailed,  inasmuch  as  it 
proposes  on  tiiose  days  to  close  debate 
at  midniffbt ;  and,  in  addition  to  that, 
tbere  willbe  further  power  conferred  on 
tbe  Government  of  the  day  to  move  on 
those  occasions,  ''That  tbe  Question  be 
now  put."  That  Bule,  Sir,  contracts, 
to  a  serious  extent,  tbe  powers  of  dis- 
cussion of  private  Members. 

Mr.  SPEAEEB:  The  bon.  Member 
is  discussing  at  some  length  Bules  which 
are  not  yet  before  tbe  House;  and  I 
point  out  tbat  in  doing  so  he  is  not  in 
Order. 

Mb.  lane  :  I  submit  to  your  ruling, 
Mr.  Speaker.  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment before  tbe  House  is  simply  to  pre- 
vent tbe  Government  having  power  to 
prevent  discussion  on  all  subsequent 
Amendments  after  tbe  closure  has  oeen 
applied.  Tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman  says 
that  he  conceives  it  would  be  impossible 
for  tbe  powers  given  under  tbis  jRule  to 
be  put  into  operation  in  such  a  manner 
as  would  prevent  Amendments  of  a  sub- 
stantial nature  being  put  from  tbe  Chair. 
I  cannot  understand  how  the  right  bon. 

Mr.  Lorn 


Gentleman  can  say  that  this  would  be 
impossible,  seeing  tbat  the  Bule  makes 
it  compulsory  on  tbe  oooupant  of  the 
Chair  to  put  tbe  Question  forthwith.  It 
would  be  quite  possible,  by  aooepting 
tbis  Amendment,  to  give  a  minonty 
the  power  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  be  is  anxious  to  secure 
for  it;  and  I  think  the  Gh)T6nimeiift 
should  try,  if  possible,  to  see  flome 
means  by  which  they  can  modify  the 
wording  of  the  Bule.  I  trust  that  the 
right  bon.  (Gentleman  tbe  Postmasler 
General  (Mr.  Baikes),  who  is  reoog:ni£ed 
af  a  high  authority  on  all  questioas  of 
Procedure,  will  try  to  make  u^  for  the 
shortcomings  admitted  by  tbe  right  boa. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sunr  bv  adopting  some  phra8eoIc^;y  that 
will  allow  Members  isi  move  important 
Amendments,  whicbotberwise  they  would 
be  prevented  from  moving. 

Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BBIEN  (Mayo,  8.): 
Sir,  throughout  these  discussions  the 
only  cons^tion  which  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tbe  First  Lord  of  the  Trea^ 
suiy  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has  given  us 
is  that  we  have  the  protection  of  the 
Chair  to  fall  back  upon.  In  my  opiaion, 
tbe  interference  of  the  Chair  would  be 
more  beneficial  under  an  arrangraiGnt 
different  from  tbat  which  is  here  pro- 
posed— tbat  is  to  say,  if  the  Chair  were 
directly  responsible  for  putting  the 
closure  in  force,  as  is  the  case  at  pre- 
sent. I  do  not  tbink  ibe  protection  of 
tbe  Chair  would  be  nearly  so  effectual 
under  tbe  Bule  we  are  considering  as  it 
is  under  tbe  Bule  now  in  existence. 
Although  our  proposal  is  a  veryreasm- 
able  one,  it  has  been  met  with  a  com- 
plete  refusal  by  the  Government;  and 
in  that  I  tbink  the  Government  is 
acting  illogically  and  UDreasonably,  for 
they  have  themselves  admitted  the 
justice  of  tbe  principle  which  it  in- 
volves. The  proposals  of  tbe  <3ovem- 
ment  are,  perhaps,  the  most  important 
that  have  come  before  this  House,  inas- 
much as  they  involve  the  making  of 
Bules  which  will  determine  the  life  or 
death  of  this  Parliament.  During  the 
greater  part  of  yesterday  the  Benches 
opposite  were  occupied— 

Mr.  SPEAEIEB:  The  hon.  (Gentle- 
man is  not  confining  bis  remarks  to  the 
Amendment  before  the  House. 

Me.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  S.) :  Sir,  the 
position  taken  up  by  the  Government  is 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1681 


(Jkuk$  of 


{Maech  9,  tSi1\  Procedure). 


most  extraordinary,  and  one  wbioh,  in 
my  opinion,  ought  to  be  protested  against 
by  every  Member  of  the  House.  They 
seem  to  assume  that  the  entire  wisdom 
of  the  nous«  is  concentrated  on'  the 
Treasury  Bench,  and  that  no  wise  sug- 
gestion can  proceed  from  this  side  of 
the  House.  Considering  the  enormous 
importance  of  this  Role,  touching,  as  it 
does,  the  very  life  of  Parliamentary  de- 
bate, 1  think  the  fact  that  practically 
no  single  genuine  Amendment  has  been 
entertained  by  the  Government  ought 
not  to  be  lost  sight  of.  Here  is  an 
Amendment  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman admits  to  be  wise  and  reason- 
able ;  it  is  an  Amendment  which,  when 
you  have  the  Eules  passed  which  will 
enable  the  Speaker  to  apply  the  closure 
without  going  to  a  Division,  will  enable 
you  to  do  everything  you  pro^se  to  do, 
but  will,  at  the  same  time,  insure  the 
preservation  of  certain  liberties  of  de- 
bate which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Donegal  contends  for.  Why, 
then,  do  not  the  Government  accept 
the  Amendment?  It  will  not,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  impair  the  efficacy  of 
the  closure.  The  Government  acknow- 
ledge that  it  is  out  of  their  power  to 
drut  an  Amendment  which  will  meet 
the  point  raised;  and  therefore  I  say 
that  the  only  course  open  to  them  is  to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  There  is  another  assumption 
habitually  made  by  the  Government — 
namely,  thai  there  is  some  motive  be- 
hind our  Amendments;  that  we  want 
by  them  simply  to  get  opportunities  for 
those  who  sit  on  these  Benches  to  move 
dilatory  Motions  and  prolong  debate. 
But  you  have  a  most  stringent  Bule  of 
Closure  in  existence  already,  and  I  re- 
mind the  House  that  it  has  oi^ly  once 
been  put  in  force,  and  that  it  was  only 
supported  on  the  occasion  I  refer  to  by 
a  very  narrow  majority.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were  right  in  supposing 
that  our  whole  object  is  simply  to  make 
weapons  for  obstruciave  purposes,  having 
that  Eule  in  your  possession,  I  ask  why 
it  is  that  you  have  not  used  it  ?  I  say 
that  the  fact  that  the  Eule  has  only 
been  used  once  by  the  Speaker,  and  not 
at  all  by  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
is  a  proof  that  the  apprehensions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  are  imfounded; 
and  for  the  reasons  I  have  given  I  feel 
it  mv  duty  to  support  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal. 
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Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.) ;  Sir,  there  are  three  points  to  which 
I  ask  the  attention  of  the  House.  In  the 
first  place,  I  am  very  much  struck  by 
the  frank  and  important  admission  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury.  I  felt  at  the  time  it 
was  strange  that  we  could  not  discover 
a  form  of  words  which  would  meet  the 
danger  which  the  rig^t  hon.  Gentleman 
admitted  to  exist;  and  I  cannot  now 
imagine  that  we  are  so  bankrupt  in  lan- 
guage that  this  difficulty  cannot  be  over- 
come. The  main  objection  on  which  I 
shall  support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  is  the  fear  that  this  Eule  will 
be  used  to  prevent  discussion  on  the 
Expenditure  of  the  country  in  Committee 
of  Supply.  What  I  have  seen  in  this 
House  has  given  me  the  impression  that 
we  are,  above  aU  things,  in  danger  of 
losing  control  over  the  Expenditure  of 
the  country;  and  therefore  I  say  that 
this  danger  is  one  which  we  ought  most 
strongly  to  guard  against. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  R):  Sir,  I 
should  like  to  know  whetJier  we  shall  be 
allowed  to  discuss  the  Amendments  to  a 
Bill  in  Committee  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  Question,  ''That 
the  Clause  be  now  put,"  would  be  open 
to  amendment 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  170 ;  Noes 
109  :  Majority  61.— (Div.  List,  No.  53.) 

ThbPOSTMASTEE  GENEEAL(Mr. 
Eaikbs)  (Cambridge  University) :  Sir, 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  ask  you  whe- 
ther the  Motion  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Qalway  (Colonel  Nolan)  is  in  Order  ?  I 
venture  to  submit  to  you  that  the  House 
has  already  decided  the  question  which 
is  raided  by  it,  when  at  an  earlier  stage 
it  negatived  an  Amendment  to  the  effect 
that  debate  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply  should  be  excepted  from  the 
operation  of  this  Eule. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  : 
I  wish  to  point  out  an  essential  differ- 
ence between  my  Amendment  and  that 
referred  to  in  the  case  put  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General, 
who,  although  he  is  of  the  greatest 
authority  on  matters  in  Committee,  is 
not  an  equal  authority  on  questions  be- 
fore the  Whole  House.      My  Amend- 
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ment  affects  a  peculiar  class  of  Motions 
— namely,  those  on  going  into  Oommit- 
tee  of  Supply  on  Friday  nights,  on  which 
no  Division  can  be  taken.  I  submit 
that  it  cannot  be  intended  by  this  House 
to  apply  the  closure  to  Motions  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liveri>ool, 
Scotland):  Sir,  the  House  has  decided 
that  the  Motion,  ''That  you  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  shall  not  be  exempt 
from  the  Closure  Bule.  But  I  submit 
that  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  raises  a  different  ques- 
tion—that is,  that  a  Motion  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply  shall  be 
exempt  from  the  closure.  There  is,  to 
my  mind,  a  great  difference  between  the 
closure  on  the  original  Question  and  the 
application  of  it  to  each  and  every 
Amendment  in  Committee. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  is  not  in 
Order.  The  House  has  decided,  on  a  Divi- 
sion, that  the  closure  shall  apply  to  the 
Question,  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply, ''  That  the  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair."  The  situation  will  be  this. 
First,  an  Amendment  will  be  moved  to 
the  Question,  ''That  I  now  leave  the 
Chair ; "  on  that  Question  I  will  sup- 
pose that  the  closure  has  been  moved, 
and  the  Speaker's  consent  given.  The 
Question  then  would  be,  "That  the 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  as 
against  the  Amendment,  and  that  Ques- 
tion would  become  the  substantive  Ques- 
tion before  the  House.  That  would  not 
preclude  discussion  taking  place  on  a 
subsequent  Amendment,  because  it  does 
not  follow  that  a  Member  would  make 
application  to  the  Chair  to  apply  the 
closure  to  any  subsequent  Amendment ; 
it  would  not  necessarily  be  shut  out  by 
the  closure  operating  against  the  former 
Amendment.  On  a  second  Amendment 
a  Member  may  say,  "  I  ask  your  leave 
to  apply  the  closure ; "  and  the  Speaker 
may  withhold  or  give  his  consent.  The 
hon.  Member  will  be  aware  that  at  pre- 
sent, on  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  the  Chair,  if  the  first  Amendment 
to  that  Question  is  negatived,  no  fur- 
ther Division  can  take  place  on  another 
Amendment.  It  will  be  in  the  discretion 
of  the  Speaker  to  withhold  or  give  his 
consent  to  further  discussion  being  al- 
lowed ;  and  on  a  night  devoted  to  pri- 
vate Members  it  is  not  likely  that  the 
Chair  would  shut  out  a  subsequent  or 
any  other  Amendment  from  discussion. 
Colonel  Nolan 


Colonel  NOLAN:  Then  I  submit, 
Sir,  that  your  ruling  is  equivalent  tomj 
Amendment  being  agreea  to. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  Sir,  in 
the  discussions  on  previous  Amend- 
ments  it  has  been  shown  that  great  in- 
convenience will  ensue  to  private  Mem- 
bers in  respect  of  various  departments 
of  Business ;  and  we  now  come  to  ike 
consideration  of  anolher  extremely  im- 
portant department  of  the  Bafiineas  d 
the  House.  I  refer  to  the  prooeedisn 
on  Bills  in  Committee.  I  can  hardlj 
imagine  that  the  Government  serionslj 
intend  to  cany  into  force  the  Beeolntion 
which  is  expressed  in  the  words  at  the 
latter  part  of  this  Bnle.  It  appean  to 
me  that  from  the  moment  when  tlie 
Chairman  of  Committees  calls  out  the 
number  of  a  clause,  the  whole  dause,  and 
all  the  Amendment  to  it,  come  under  tiie 
operation  of  this  provision,  and  that  it 
will  be  competent  for  any  Member  of 
the  House  to  invite  the  Speaker  to  con- 
sider the  Question,  <<That  the  Question 
be  now  put,"  and  that  the  Question  may 
be  put  with  the  Speaker's  consent  Is 
it  gravely  intended  that,  after  thedoenre 
has  been  applied  to  any  Amendment  on 
a  clause,  it  may  then  be  applied  to  the 
whole  dause,  so  that  all  subsequent 
Amendments  will  be  shut  out?  The 
former  custom  was  to  make  a  danse 
simple  and  complete ;  but  we  have  of 
late  years  whole  JBills  in  a  single  danse. 
We  have  had,  with  reference  to  Lre- 
land,  clauses  of  the  moet  compieheasife 
character,  that  deserved  the  name  of 
Bills  rather  than  clauses ;  and  these, 
a^ain,  have  been  divided  and  snb- 
divided  into  sections  and  sub-sections. 
What  will  happen  when  such  a  dause  is 
under  consideration  in  Committee?  In 
illustration  of  this,  I  may  refer  to  tiie 
Irish  Land  Act  of  1881,  and  the  Crimes 
Act  of  1882.  A  clause  might  deal  nidi 
private  inquiries,  with  the  summoaipg 
of  the  inhabitants  of  a  district,  and  trith 
the  attempted  suppression  of  Boycotting 
through  the  infliction  of  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour  by  summary  j1lrisdi^ 
tion.  It  might  be  a  most  extensive  and 
drastic  clause,  and,  as  such,  there  would, 
perhaps,  be  dozens  of  Amendments;  and 
non.  Members  here  would  not  be  doing 
their  duty  unless  they  applied  to  each 
sub-section  and  aspect  of  the  clause  sneh 
Amendments  as  their  judgment  dictated. 
Of  course,  if  any  two  Amendments  were 
identical,  the  second  Amendment  would 
be  shut  out :  it  follows  thateuch  Amend- 
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ments  as  are  not  shut  out  by  the  Chair 
are  substantially  different  in  their  nature, 
and  yet,  by  this  Rule,  they  would  all  be 
shut  out.  I  have,  on  the  whole,  obserred 
that,  like  the  scorpion,  a  clause  carries 
its  sting  in  its  tail ;  and,  therefore,  the 
Amendments  to  the  most  important  part 
of  the  clause  would  be  shut  out  by  the 
application  of  the  closure,  not  only  from 
debate,  but  even  fW)m  the  Oonstitutional 
right  of  their  proposers  to  have  them 
put  from  the  Onair.  It  will  be  possible, 
I  say,  under  this  Bule,  in  time  of  excite- 
ment, to  pass  in  a  single  Sitting,  and  in 
a  single  hour,  a  clause  with  reference  to 
Ireland  which  amounts  in  substance  to 
aOoercion  Bill.  The  Gbvemment  appear 
to  apprehend  that  if  this  paragraph  is 
allowed  to  stand  in  its  present  form 
hon.  Members  who  are  supposed  to  be 
desirous  of  obstructing  the  Business  of 
the  House  will  move,  ''That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put,"  for  the  purpose  of 
wasting  time.  To  that  I  reply  that  tbe 
Speaker  has  always  had  it  in  his  power, 
upon  the  consideration  of  a  clause  on 
Amendment,  to  initiate  such  action  as 
will  bring  the  whole  discussion  to  an 
end.  Why  is  it  that  in  the  whole  course 
of  five  years  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
has  never  been  called  upon  to  exercise 
this  power?  The  Chair  during  that 
time  has  been  occupied  by  three  Gentle- 
men of  ffreat  ability,  and  none  of  them 
have  felt  called  upon  to  exercise  the 
power  of  closure.  I  regard  that  as  a 
proof  that  there  has  not  been  in  that 
time  a  condition  of  things  which  has 
called  for  the  exercise  of  the  power. 
Nothing  has  occurred  in  the  course  of 
the  last  12  months  to  make  this  pro- 
vision necessary.  It  is  not  required  by 
experience ;  it  is  a  provision  simply  and 
solely  to  facilitate  the  passing  of  a 
Coercion  Bill  for  Ireland  through  this 
House.  I  call  upon  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  to  accept  this 
Amendment,  or  else  to  find  words  to 
meet  the  admitted  evil.  If  he  cannot 
find  words,  the  first  thing  he  ought  to 
do  is  to  resign  his  Office. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  9,  to 
leave  out,  after  the  word  '<  Chair,"  to 
the  word  **such,"  in  line  11. — {Mr. 
Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
*  and  also  if  a  Clause  be  then  under  con- 
sideration '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 


The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  am  almost  afraid  I 
shall  weary  the  House  by  the  repetition 
in  which  I  have  been  obliged  to  indulge 
during  the  last  five  weeks.  I  have  re- 
peatedly stated  that  there  is  no  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  shut 
out  substantial  Amendments  from  con- 
sideration in  Committee  on  a  Bill.  I 
have  said  repeatedly  that  neither  you, 
Sir,  nor  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
could,  under  the  Rule  as  it  now  stands, 
deprive  the  House  of  the  power  and  the 
right  of  considering  substantial  Amend- 
ments to  the  clauses  of  a  Bill.  It  would 
be  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House 
if  either  of  them  were  to  permit  such  a 
closure  to  be  imposed  upon  the  House  : 
it  would  be  an  abuse  of  the  rights  of 
the  tninority  in  the  House.  These  words 
were  introduced  with  the  firm  conviction 
that  the  power  with  which  the  Chair  is 
clothed  will  be  exercised  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  rights  of  the  House,  and 
for  the  protection  of  Parliament  itself, 
against  any  tyrannical  use,  on  the  part 
of  the  majority,  of  the  power  we  now 
give  them.  I  know  no  form  of  words 
which  would  better  promote  continued 
delay  and  obstruction  than  a  form  of 
words  which  would  give  the  right  to 
debate  Amendment  after  Amendment  to 
the  clauses  of  a  Bill.  We  rely  with 
absolute  confidence  on  the  responsibility 
and  the  duty  which  is  left  to  the  Chair. 
We  believe  it  would  be  impossible  for 
the  Chair  to  sanction  a  closure  which 
would  shut  out  debate  upon  substantial 
Amendments,  and  we  believe  the  House 
would  give  fair  and  temperate  considera- 
tion to  all  such  Amendments.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Belfast 
(Mr.  Sexton)  says  that  nothing  has  arisen 
in  the  past  to  justify  the  application  to 
the  House  for  additional  Rules  to  regu- 
late the  Business  of  the  House.  If  he 
and  the  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  around 
him  are  really  of  that  opinion,  I  am 
sure  they  are  the  only  people  in  the 
Empire  who  entertain  that  opinion. 
The  absence  of  the  power  on  the  part  of 
the  House  to  conduct  its  Business  satis- 
factorily, the  inability  and  impotence  of 
the  House  to  control  its  own  affairs,  are 
patent  to  all  the  world,  and  Parliament 
IS  losing  the  influence  and  the  power 
which  it  hitherto  exercised  in  the  country 
simply  because  it  appears  to  bo  incapable 
of  regulating  its  own  affairs.    No  one 
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regrets  more  than  I  the  neceeeity  of 
askiDg  the  House  to  impose  these  re- 
striotions ;  but  I  have  solemnly  come  to 
the  conviction  that  they  are  absolutely 
necessary. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  denies  the  statement  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Belfast 
(Mr.  Sexton),  that  nothing  has  arisen  to 
justify  the  extreme  severity  of  these 
Kules,  and  he  says  that  the  House  has 
become  impotent.  Speaking  as  one 
who  thoroughly  understands  what  the 

fewer  of  an  obstructive  section  may  be, 
venture  to  confirm  my  hon.  Friend's 
statement  that  there  has  been  no  real 
Obstruction  since  1882,  except  that  occa- 
sioned at  times  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  and  his  Friends. 
If  there  had  been  any  intention  to  ob- 
struct on  the  part  of  the  Lish  Members 
we  should  have  obstructed  in  a  manner 
which  would  have  changed  your  views 
to  a  very  large  extent.  You  would  have 
learnt  men  what  Obstruction  means.  I 
may  tell  the  right  hon.  Q^ntleman  that 
the  chief  cause  of  Obstruction  is  the 
conduct  of  irresponsible  Members  below 
the  Gangway  opposite  in  giving  vent  to 
their  flings,  howling  and  hooting 
across  the  House,  as  they  did  the  other 
night,  when  English  Members  rise  to 
support  an  Amendment.  When  hon. 
Members  return  at  1 1  o'clock  at  night 
iVom  dinner,  and  indulge  in  most  un- 
seemlv  interruptions,  I  do  not  wonder 
that  the  temper  of  the  House  rises,  and 
that  hon.  Members  are  inclined  to  pro- 
long debate.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
said  that  neither  the  Speaker  nor  the 
Chairman  would  venture  to  stop  discus- 
sion upon  any  substantial  Amendments. 
But  how  can  the  Speaker  or  tiiie  Chair- 
man say  what  are  substantial  Amend- 
ments until  he  has  heard  the  arguments 
upon  them  ?  I  fail  to  see  how  the  Chair 
is  to  decide  what  the  value  or  substan- 
tiality of  an  Amendment  is  until  he 
has  heard  what  can  be  said  in  regard 
to  it.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  will  be  in 
the  power  of  a  section  of  the  House  to 
introduce  and  discuss  at  length  Mvolous 
Amendments  to  the  first  lines  of  a  clause, 
and  in  this  way  secure  the  adoption  of 
the  cloture  in  respect  of  the  whole  clause, 
to  which  there  may  be  most  important 

Mr,  W.  H,  Smith 


Amendments  —  Amendments  wUdi  a 
section  of  Members  may  really  hare  de- 
sired to  defeat  by  the  course  thev  had 
adopted.  I  do  not  obiect  to  the  olotoie 
if  it  is  rightly  enforced ;  but  it  is  becaote 
I  fear  it  will  operate  in  the  unjust  man- 
ner I  have  described  that  I  support  tlai 
Amendment. 

Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  fiie 
Treasury  has  said  repeatedly  &at  the 
GK>vemment  have  no  desire  to  exdode 
substantial  Amendments  from  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  I  do  not  care 
what  the  desire  of  the  (Government  is; 
what  we  have  to  def(l  with  is  what  the 
effect  of  the  Bule  may  be.  ^ere  cannot 
be  the  slightest  doubt  that  the  efifoct  of 
this  Eule  will  be  to  ezdude  substantial 
Amendments  from  time  to  time,  no 
matter  who  is  in  the  Chair.  An  entbely 
new  principle  is  set  forth  in  this  Bule. 
Under  the  present  Standing  Order,  the 
Chairman  is  entitled  to  bring  a  debate 
to  a  close  when  he  sees  it  is  Sie  evident 
sense  of  the  House  that  the  question 
has  been  adequately  discussed.  Nov, 
the  plain  purpose  of  the  f  ramers  of  the 
existing  Kule  was  that  a  Member  of 
the  House  should  at  least  be  permitted 
to  explain  his  Amendment  before  lie 
was  shut  up  entirely.  This  Bule,  how- 
ever, enacts  that  the  Chairman  of  Oom- 
mittees  shall  inform  himself  of  the  im- 
portance, or  the  non-importance,  of 
every  Amendment  which  is  put  upon 
the  Paper.  Anyone  who  has  taken  {Mrt 
in  the  discussion  of  complicated  Biib 
knows  that  a  Chairman  of  Committees 
was  never  bom  who  could  do  aoything 
of  the  kind ;  therefore  the  statement  df 
the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Brst 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  that  the  Chaimum 
will  not  exclude  important  Amendment^ 
is  one  of  the  most  absurd  statements  I 
ever  heard.  The  Chairman  of  Wajs 
and  Means  is  already  a  very  hard-worked 
man,  and  yet  you  propose  to  make  it 
part  of  his  duty  to  inform  himself 
accurately  of  the  importance  or  non-im- 
portance of  every  Amendment  to  ererj 
measure  that  is  brought  before  the 
House,  and  to  sayi  at  a  moment's  notice, 
whether  this  or  Ihat  Amendment  maj 
be  discussed.  It  May  &equ^tly  happen 
that  the  Chairman  wiU  sweep  away 
Amendments  which  are  really  d  ^ 
importance ;  and,  therefore,  you  will 
have  the  Chairman  brought  into  ihe 
most   unpleasant   conflict   with  Hem- 
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bera  of  this  Home.  What  this  Amend- 
ment aaks  is  the  right  not  to  debate  an 
Amendment,  but  to  propose  an  Amend- 
ment, a  right  which  ought  never  to  be 
taken  away,  and  which,  if  you  do  take 
away,  you  will,  I  make  bold  to  say, 
soon  have  to  restore.  Now,  I  should 
like  to  know  when  it  is  supposed  a 
daoae  is  under  consideration  in  Oom- 
mittee?  Is  it  intended  that  a  clause 
is  under  consideration  when  the  Chair- 
man calls  the  clause,  or  when  he  has 
caUed  the  first  Amendment?  The 
words  of  the  Bule  are,  undoubtedly, 
very  vague  on  this  point.  Although 
there  are  670  Members  of  the  House, 
there  are  not  more  than  50  Members 

S resent  during  the  greater  part  of  the 
isciissions  on  these  Bules.  An  over- 
whelming majority  of  Members  vote 
upon  the  different  Amendments  in  abso- 
lut^y  blank  ignorance  of  what  the^  are 
doing.  What  are  we  to  suppose  will  be 
the  condition  of  the  minds  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers when  Amendments  are  proposed  to 
the  clauses  of  a  Bill  in  which  very 
likely  hon^  Members  take  no  interest 
whatever?  I  naturally  recur  to  an  illus- 
tration of  Irish  Bills.  Take  a  Bill  like 
the  Grimes  Act.  Look  at  the  nature  of 
the  clauses  of  that  Act.  In  one  clause 
a  Code  of  Criminal  Law  is  laid  down. 
Questions  which  have  occupied  the 
attention  of  reformers  in  this  country 
tov  years  were  covered  by  that  one 
clause ;  and  had  this  Bule  been  in  opera- 
tion, such  was  the  temper  of  the  House 
at  the  time  the  clause  was  passed,  that  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  would  have  applied 
the  cloture  upon  many  important  Amend- 
ments, Thmre  cannot  be  the  sh'ghtest 
doubt  that  if  a  similar  clause  were 
proposed  next  week,  and  this  Bule  were 
passed  in  the  meantime,  the  doture 
would  be  applied  without  any  attention 
being  paid  to  argument  and  reason. 
The  faicilities  which  this  Bule  affords 
for  passing  laws  quickly  will  unques- 
tionably be  availed  of  by  Irish  Minis- 
ters, if  not  by  other  Ministers.  The 
Amendment  of  the  Land  Act,  known  as 
the  Healy  Clause,  might  have  been 
dotured  by  the  Chairman  under  a  Bule 
like  this.  What  can  the  Chairman  know 
of  the  condition  of  the  Irish  tenants? 
He  is  generally  an  Englishman,  with  no 
experience  whatever  of  Ireland.  Now, 
I  do  not  think  soffioient  notice  has  been 
taken  of  the  fact  that  under  this  Bnle 
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the  initiative  is  to  be  taken  by  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  and  not  by  the  Speaker. 
The  Member  of  the  House  will  undoubt- 
edly be  the  Leader  of  the  House,  and 
ene  knows  that  it  is  not  an  eady  thing 
for  the  Speaker  to  snub  the  Leader  of 
the  House.  It  is  absurd  to  say  that  the 
^eaker  or  Cbairman  will  not  be  strongly 
influenced  by  the  fact  that  the  Leader  of 
the  House  makes  an  appeal  to  the  Chair 
to  expedite  Public  Busmess.  It  is  true 
there  ore  men  sometimes  in  tho  Chair 
who  are  sufficiently  independent  to  stand 
neutral  between  the  Leader  of  the  House 
and  the  minority ;  but  it  is  idle  ^  con- 
tend that  we  con  always  trust  to  have  in 
the  Chair  a  man  who  will  rise  absolutely 
superior  to  all  influence  from  a  man  in 
the  position  of  Leader  of  this  House. 
We  xnow  that  the  first  object  of  this 
Bule  is  to  push  a  Coercion  Bill  through 
the  House.  I  put  it  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
whether  they  will  not  destroy  their  own 
Parliament,  or  injure  it  exceedingly,  in 
trying  to  get  such  a  Bill  through  by  such 
means  ?  It  is  our  duty  to  oppose  Bills 
which  are  disagreeable  to  our  consti- 
tuents as  long  as  we  can,  and  we  shall 
do  so.  You  will  get  your  Coercion  Bill, 
but  you  will  leave  your  Parliament 
spoiled.  The  result,  so  far  as  Ireland 
goes,  will  be  ntterlv  worthless ;  but  the 
results,  so  far  as  this  Parliament  is  con- 
cerned, will  be  extremely  mischievous. 
We  are  entitled  to  have  some  further 
explanation  from  the  Members  of  the 
Treasury  Bench  as  to  the  meaning  they 
attach  to  this^Bule.  In  the  absence 
of  further  enlightenment,  we  shall  be 
obliged  to  continue  the  discussion  for 
some  time  longer. 

Ma.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  we  want  to  know  at  what 
particular  stage  of  the  consideration  of 
a  Bill  this  Bule  will  apply.  The  right 
h(m.  Gtotleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  has  admitted  that  he  is  in  a 
helpless  condition ;  that  he  is  unable  to 
find  words  which  will  express  dearly 
what  he  has  in  his  mind.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  Colleagues  of  great 
ingenuity  and  skill,  and  I  believe  some 
of  them,  if  th^  set  themselves  to  work, 
would  be  capable  of  finding  words  to 
express  the  view  of  the  Government  on 
this  question.  It  is  absolutely  useless 
to  hc^e  that  a  Besolution  of  this  kind, 
which  is  not  dearly  defined,  which  is 
ill-drawn^  and  which  is  open  to  a  variety 
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of  coDstnictions,  can  be  of  anything  like 
material  help  to  the  BosineM  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  BATHBONE  (Oamanronshire, 
Arfon) :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Leader 
of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  8inith)  whe- 
ther, in  hie  opinion,  under  the  Bole  as 
now  proposed  by  him  it  will  be  within 
the  power  and  the  duty  of  the  Speaker 
or  Chairman  of  Committees,  in  case  a 
number  of  bogus  Amendments  are  put 
down  to  a  clause,  and  that  these  are 
followed  by  substantial  Amendments,  to 
put  the  clause  down  to  the  point  where 
the  substantial  Amendments  come  in  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  is  not  for 
me  to  lay  down  an  absolute  Enle  which 
is  to  guide  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of 
Committees;  but  1  can  say  what  I  under- 
stand to  be  the  meaning  of  this  Bule. 
My  view  is,  that  no  substantial  Amend- 
ment of  any  kind  will  be  shut  out  from 
consideration  of  the  House  by  the  opeira^ 
tion  of  this  Rule,  but  that  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Eathbone)  terms  bogus 
Amendments  will  be  just  those  wlueh 
will  be  excluded.  If  to  the  first  line  of 
a  clause  there  are  Amendments  whidi 
hare  no  meaning,  and  which,  perhaps, 
are  only  moved  for  the  purpose  of  caus- 
ing delay,  it  will  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Chair  to  sanction  the  cloture  as  regards 
those  Amendments  coUectiyely.  When 
a  substantial  Amendment  is  reached 
which  the  House  desires  to  discuss,  and 
which  the  House  ought  to  discuss,  I 
apprehend  the  Chair  will  undoubtedly 
aiford  an  opportunity  in  the  mode  of 
putting  the  Question  which  will  allow 
of  full  discussion. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland):  The  hon.  Member  for  Car- 
narvonshire (Mr.  Rathbone)  must  be 
very  simple  if  he  regards  as  at  all  satis- 
factory the  reply  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Rathbone)  asked  whether  this 
Rule  will  be  operative  against  bogus 
Amendments  only,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  replied  that  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  and  the  in- 
tention of  the  Rule  that  bogus  Amend- 
ments shall  be  operated  against,  but 
that  substantial  Amendments  shall  be 
protected.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  go  on  to  say  who  is  to  be 
the  judge  of  the  substantiality  of  the 
Amendments.  I  give  every  credit  to 
the  Gentleman  who  drew  np  this  Rule ; 
he  must  be  a  man  of  most  ingenious 
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nund.  It  is  suggested  he  is  the  Jsdgs 
Advocate  General  (Mr.  Marriott),  bat  I 
think  that  right  hon.  Gentiemaa  will  bs 
found  of  more  advantage  upon  a  Prim- 
rose League  platform  than  in  drtwing 
up  Rules  of  Procedure.  It  is  as  ww 
we  should  consider  the  possible  effeet 
of  this  Rule.  You  are  resting  on  ^ 
Chairman  of  Committees  a  burden  ke 
cannot  bear.  The  infalUUHty  of  die 
Pope  is  nothing  compared  with  (iie  ii* 
fallibilify  you  require  from  the  Gbli^ 
man  under  this  Kule.  We  ha?e  midi 
the  Speaker  and  Chairman  judges  of 
the  Order  of  this  Assembly;  but  ihe 
present  proposal  is  to  make  ti^  jodgei 
of  the  reasonableness  or  ureasooaUe- 
nees  of  the  propositions  that  are  mtde. 
The  present  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  is  an  admirable  mao,  a  man 
of  the  greatest  abilities  and  taleati; 
but  he  is  a  newspaper  man,  and  not 
an  agprioultuiist ;  and,  therdbre,  bov 
oould  he  have  decided  upcA  the  sab- 
stantiality  of  the  Amendment  whidi  vas 
proposed  to  the  Land  Act  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  f ot  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy),  an  Amendment  which  was  ae- 
oepted,  and  which  has  been  known  einee 
as  the  Healy  Clause  ?  If  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  LinwhiBhirt 
(Mr.  Ohaplia)  had  been  the  Ofaainsan 
of  Ways  and  Means,  he  would  hare 
known  the  importance  of  the  Amend- 
meot  of  my  hon.  and  learned  friesd. 
With  the  eye  of  his  bucohe  imaginatioa 
he  would  have  seen  that  that  insooent 
line  proposed  by  my  hon.  and  leaned 
Friend  had  a  most  important  bearing 
upon  the  relations  of  liuidlord  and  ten- 
ant, and  I  am  sure  he  would  hare  been 
willing  to  say  to  the  Leader  of  the  Go* 
vemment^  especially  if  it  had  been  a 
Tory  Gt>vemment— -*'  This  is  net  ozaottj 
a  bogus  Amendment ;  but  I  had  better 
rule  it  a  bogus  Amei^imeat,  as  the  beet 
way  of  getting  rid  of  such  a  re?okh 
tionary  and  wide  proposal."  I  >& 
driven  to  the  conelusion  that  the  ^Doiy 
Party  are  proposing  this  Role  eo  that 
they  may  wield  it  against  the  Paitj  to 
which  I  belong ;  and,  that  bebg  the 
case,  I  feel  bound  to  give  the  Bole  tbe 
most  determined  opposition. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (lancoUifihiw,  Stet- 
ford) :  I  admit  I  should  have  the  moit 
bucolic  and  simple  imagination  in  ^ 
world  if  I  supposed  ^£ax  any  anfter 

S'ven  to  any  Question  asked  by  bo^ 
embers  opposite  could  be  aatie&otoif 
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to  thttn  unless  it  were  an  absolute  con* 
oeasion  of  what  they  require.  The  real 
answer  to  the  Question  now  put  is  that 
the  matter  is  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman,  as  the  case 
may  be.  We  are  told  that  this  measure 
is  intended  solely  as  a  weapon  against 
the  Irish,  and  an  hon.  Member  has  not 
hesitated  to  say  that  the  Government  do 
not  intend  that  this  Bule  shall  have  a  per- 
manent character.  It  is  much  too  bad 
that  suchstatements  should  be  made  after 
the  Leader  of  the  House  has  explicitly 
stated,  oyer  and  over  a||^in,  that  his  in- 
tention is  to  make  this  Bule  a  Standing 
Order,  and  not  leave  it  a  SessioniQ 
Order.  It  has  also  been  said  that  this 
Bule  will  never  be  used  against  the 
Tory  Party.  I  sincerely  hope  it  will 
never  be  used  i^ainst  any  Party  in  the 
House.  The  object  and  intention  of  this 
proposal  is  to  regulate  and  control  the 
oonauet  of  the  Business  of  the  House ; 
and  this  Bule  is  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  supported  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, with  no  other  object.  I  am 
bound  to  admit  there  is  a  great  deal  in 
the  objections  which  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  have  raised 
to  this  part  of  the  Bule.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers have  pointed  out  the  possible  dan- 
gers and  difficulties  which  are  incidental 
to  the  oourse  we  are  asked  to  pursue.  I 
acknowledge  there  may  possibly  be  dan- 
gers and  difficulties  connected  with  this 
particular  part  of  the  proposal.  Un- 
doubtedly it  is  not  difficult  to  urge 
grave  objections  against  a  proceeding 
whidi  is  altogether  novel  and  unprece- 
dented; but  when  I  look  round  it  is 
impossible  to  conceal  from  myself  the 
fact  that  we  are  confronted  with  evils  in 
every  direction.  Under  such  oiroum- 
stanoes  we  must  choose  the  least  of  the 
evils.  We,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
have  come  reluctantly — no  one  more  re- 
luctanUy  than  myself-— to  the  conclusion 
that  some  measure  for  the  closure  of 
debate  has  become  absolutely  necessary 
in  the  present  and  altered  condition  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  if  any  progress 
is  to  be  made  in  future  with  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House.  That  jpoint,  I  think 
hon.  Members  will  admit,  has  been 
effectuaUy  decided  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  We  are  to  have  some  form 
of  dosure  of  debate,  and  the  question 
now  before  us  is  whether,  under  certain 
cbeumstanoes,  some  Amendments  may 
be  suppressed.    Hon.  Members  opposite 
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contend  that  the  power  given  by  this 
part  of  the  Bule  will  be  used  unfairly 
in  order  to  push  Bills  through  the 
House.  Such  statements  amount  to  a 
distinct  charge  and  reflection  upon  either 
the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, and  I  know  no  reason  whatso- 
ever to  justify  statements  of  such  a  cha- 
racter. Then,  it  is  said,  this  is  an  in- 
tolerable burden  to  throw  upon  the 
Chair.  An  hon.  Gentleman  remarked 
that  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Chair- 
man to  sufficiently  study  all  the  Amend- 
ments so  as  to  say  those  which  were  pro- 
per to  be  entertained  and  those  whkh  were 
not.  I  do  not  see  the  force  of  that,  l^e 
Chairman  of  Committees  is  always  a  Gen- 
tleman of  the  highest  attainments  and 
abilities,  and  it  is  not  a  matter  of  any 
great  difficulty  for  any  Gentleman  to 
master  the  Amendments  which  are  likely 
to  come  up  for  consideration  in  Commit- 
tee during  any  one  day.  Undoubtedly 
this  is  not  only  something  novel  in  our 
proceedings,  but  it  is  of  a  very  strong 
order.  We  must,  however,  have  some- 
thing of  this  kind,  or  the  wh(^e  of  the 
proceedings  with  regard  to  the  closure 
of  debate  will  be  rendered  nusatory. 
We  have  supplied  a  very  considerable 
safeguard  ali^ady  in  giving  to  the 
Chairman  the  power  of  veto ;  but  if  that 
is  not  deemed  by  hon.  Members  sufficient 
to  prevent  the  cloture  being  used  as  a 
weapon  of  Party  tyranny,  they  should 
remember  that  we  have  still  to  decide 
upon  the  proportions  by  which  the 
closure  shall  be  carried.  I  have  always 
held  that  the  best  safeguard  we  can 
have  is  in  a  proportional  majority ;  and 
when  that  question  comes  up  for  decision 
I  shall,  with  the  intention  of  preserving 
to  the  fullest  extent  the  rights  of  the 
minority,  to  which  I  attach  the  highest 
possible  importance,  vote  for  a  pro- 
portional majority,  and  I  think  those 
who  are  not  satisfied  with  the  safe- 
guards existing  in  the  Bule  would  do 
well  to  follow  uiat  course. 

Me.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
There  are  one  or  two  points  raised  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Lmoolnshire  TMr.  Chaplin)  which 
require  some  slight  notice.  He  says 
that  the  real  answer  to  some  of  the  ob- 
jections urged  by  the  Scotland  Yard 
Division  of  Liverpool— [Zsi«y^<#r.]  It 
is  not  unnatural,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
we  are  considering  the  police  regulations 
for  the  House,  that  I  should  have  fallen. 
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into  BVLch  a  blunder.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  the  real  answer  to  the 
objectionB  raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  is  that  discretion 
is  left  to  the  Chair.  Bat  it  is  true  that 
in  times  of  political  excitement  charges 
of  partiality  have  been  made  against 
Gentlemen  occupying  the  Chair  of  this 
'House,  and  the  occupants  of  the  Chair 
have  had  to  defend  themselves  against 
such  charges.  We  all  hope  that  such  a 
state  of  things  is  not  likely  to  arise  again. 
As  it  is  admitted  that  what  is  now  sought 
to  be  enacted  is  not  only  novel,  but  ex- 
treme in  its  possible  application,  one  has 
to  regard  it  with  reference  to  the  exoep- 
ttonel  state  of  things  in  which  it  may  be 
applied.  I  do  feel  that  there  is  the 
difficulty  that  if  this  Eule  be  passed  in 
the  form  now  suggested,  it  may  be 
possible  in  Supply  to  raive  a  ques- 
tion upon  one  unimportant  item  so 
as  to  prevent  a  discussion  upon  the 
whole  Vote,  or  it  may  be  possible  to 
raise  an  obstructive  discussion  upon 
some  unimportant  Amendment  to  a 
dause  so  as  to  get  rid  of  all  the  im- 
portant Amendments.  The  exceptional 
state  of  things  has  arisen  because,  whilst 
the  Irish  Members  confined  themselves 
to  what  I  may  call  the  legitimate  methods 
of  Parliamentary  discussion,  their  repre- 
sentations were  treated  with  comparative 
oontempt.  Many  subjects  that  have  been 
attended  to  of  late  years  were  utterly 
disregarded  when  the  great  majority  of 
the  Mouse  felt  that  they  could  afford  to 
disregard  them.  For  the  exceptional 
state  of  things  which  now  exists — and 
for  which  some  of  us,  and  I  do  not  mind 
including  myself  amongst  the  number, 
are  inclined  to  blame  hon.  Members  sit* 
ting  around  me— of  the  extension  of  de- 
bate to  too  great  length  the  blame  should 
rest  with  the  great  majority  of  the  Eng- 
lish, Scotch,  and  Welsh  Members,  who 
in  years  gone  by  passed  by  without  no- 
tice the  questions  raised  by  the  Irish 
Members.  It  is  said  that  we  are  safe 
against  having  Amendments  ruled  out 
by  the  Chair  as  mere  obstructive  Amend- 
ments, because  the  Gentleman  occupying 
the  position  of  Chairman  of  Committees 
and  Deputy  Speaker  is  always  a  person 
of  considerable  attainments  and  capable 
of  forming  a  sound  opinion  as  to  the 
Amendments  on  the  Paper.  But  I  think 
it  will  be  admitted  that  in  a  previous 
Parliament — ^in  which,  by  the  way,  I  did 
not  take  a  very  active  part— there  was 
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an  occasion  on  winch  Ae  Genflenaen 
occupying  the  position  of  Ohairmaii  did, 
under  circumstances  of  gr^eat  difficulty 
and  extreme  pressure,  and  alter  sitting 
for  a  considerable  number  of  hours,  so 
far  lose  that  coolness  which  uao^ly  dia- 
racterized  him  in  the  execution  of  his 
functions — if  the  rumour  which  reached 
me  in  the  part  of  the  House  I  then  ooeo- 
pied  was  correct — as  to  find  himeelf  in 
the  Division  Lobby,  without  knowing 
why  he  went  there.  That  shows  you 
that  you  should  not  be  alt(^;eiher  in  the 
hands  of  a  Gentleman  who  has  to  sit 
here,  sometimes  for  a  long  tioiei,  under 
circumstances  which  are  calculated  to 
try  bis  temper  and  to  warp  his  judg^ 
ment.  We  ought  not  to  put  upon  ^e 
Chairman  of  Committees  the  responsi- 
bility which  this  Rule  involves,  when  a 
mistake  in  the  exercise  of  it  mi^  be 
attended  with  most  serious  cousequeDcet 
to  the  legislation  which  has  been  set 
going  in  the  House. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Ck>.,  N.): 
These  Hales  are  only  of  a  temporary 
charact^  perhaps ;  but  we  must  bear  in 
mind  that  the  Speaker  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  are  human  beings, 
like  ourselves,  and  are  capable  of  being 
swayed  by  the  circumstances  of  the  mo- 
ment. The  Speaker  and  the  Ch^rmaa, 
being  simply  men,  and  sometinies  Party 
men,  where  demonstrations  of  feeling 
take  place,  are  very  often  likely  to  be 
influenced  by  it,  witiiout  intending  to 
do  injustice  to  the  minority.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  (rf  the 
Treasury  declares  that  if  ^ese  words 
are  not  inserted  the  whole  of  the  clause 
will  be  nugatory ;  but  I  desire  to  point 
out  that  the  effect  of  the  Rule  will  be 
not  merely  to  prevent  discussion  on  tiie 
Amendment,  but  to  prevent  tiiio  pro- 
posal of  the  Amendment.  That  is  an 
important  point ;  and  I  do  not  ^nk  it 
has  been  grappled  with  by  ri^t  hon. 
Gentlemen  oppo^te.  The  effect  of  Ihe 
Eule  would  be  to  prevent  the  oonsid^a- 
tion  of  whole  batches  of  Amendments. 
That  would  be  a  state  of  things  whidi 
every  hon.  Member  who  has  any  respect 
for  the  proceedings  of  this  House  oug^t 
to  resist.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  it  is  impossible  for  any  of  the  evils 
which  we  predict  would  result  ^m  the 
passing  of  this  Rule  in  its  present  form 
to  take  place.  That  may  be  his  beli^ ; 
but  my  opinion,  and  tlmt  of  my  hon. 
Friends,  is  exactly  the  reverse.     We 
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b^ere  tiiat,  at  oertain  times— and  such 
a  time  may  occur  a  week  or  two  hence — 
the  Gbvemment  will  not  have  any  de- 
sire to  allow  reaaonahle  discussion  on 
our  AmcDdments.  We  believe  that  the 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Oommit- 
tees — and  I  say  this  without  meaning 
any  disrespeet  to  these  Oeutlemen— -wiU 
l>e  earned  away  by  the  feeling  of  the 
House ;  and  we,  moreover,  believe  that 
the  House  itself  will  not  allow  us  rea- 
sonable opportunity  for  discussing  those 
Amendments  whieh  we  consid^  essen- 
tial. Before  now,  whole  batches  of 
Amendments  have  been  ruled  out  of 
Order ;  and  I  can  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  that  sort  of  tUng  will 
oeeor  again  before  very  long,  when  the 
Coercion  Bill  is  under  consideration.  We 
shall  see  then  whether  the  House  will 
be  as  just  to  us  as  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  imagines.  We  Irish  Members 
believe  that  this  Bule  is  directed  solely 
against  us,  and  that  it  never  can,  or  will, 
be  used  against  a  large  minori^  in  this 
House.  I  hope  every  one  of  my  hon. 
Friends  will  resist  the  Eule  to  the  ut- 
most, believing  it  to  be  an  attempt  to 
cripple  them.  It  has  been  said  that 
there  has  been  need  for  this  Bule  within 
the  past  two  years;  but  I  would  ask, 
what  Business  has  there  been  before 
the  House?  We  cannot  be  said  to 
have  obstructed  Business,  because  there 
had  been  no  Business  to  obstruct ;  and 
even  if  there  had  been  Business  before 
the  House,  all  we  have  done  has  been 
m^rdy  to  discuss  Irish  questions.  We 
were  accused  by  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  of  obstructing  the  Business  of 
the  House,  but  I  do  not  believe  intelli- 
gent Members  of  the  Tory  Party  credit 
these  charges.  It  seems  to  me  like  a 
piece  of  insolence  on  the  part  of  a  Gentle- 
man like  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  who  is  himself  utterly  ignorant 
of  the  affairs  of  Ireland 

Ma.  SPEACEB:  The  hon.  Member 
has  applied  the  word  '' insolence"  to  a 
Member  of  this  House.  That  is  alto- 
gether an  un-Farliamentary  expression. 

Mb.  CLANCY:  Of  course,  I  have 
not  the  least  intenti(m  of  persevering 
in  the  use  of  the  word  against  your 
decision 

Mb.  SP£AEEB:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  wiUidraw  it. 

Mb.  CLANCY :  I  withdraw  the  word 
as  applied  to  the  late  Chief  Secretary, 
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and  apologize  for  having  used  it.  But 
I  say  that  it  was  most  aggravating  and 
offensive  to  have  the  charge  continually 
dinned  into  our  ears  that  we  were  ob- 
structing the  Business  of  the  House. 
As  soon  as  the  (Government  bring  for- 
ward any  remedial  measure  calculated 
to  go  to  the  root  of  the  difficulty  in 
Ireland— a  thing  they  have  never  yet 
tried  to  do,  and  a  thing  they  do  not 
seem  inclined  to  do — they  will  find  there 
is  no  need  whatever  for  Bules  of  this 
description ;  and,  if  I  might  presume  to 
give  them  advice,  I  would  advise  them 
to  drop  these  Bules  and  proceed  with 
some  remedial  measure  at  once. 

Mb.  H.  GAEDNEB  (Essex,  Sa€fron 
Walden):  I  speak  as  an  advocate  of 
the  closure,  and  not  as  in  any  way  its 
enemy.  I  suppose  we  shall  have  to 
interpret  the  Bule  by  the  text  as  it  is 
written  and  laid  before  us,  and  not  by 
the  scholia  put  upon  it  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury;  and  that  being  so,  it  ap- 
pears to  me  that,  if  there  should  be  on 
the  Paper  a  number  of  dilatory  Amend- 
ments and  one  substantial  Amendment 
of  great  importance,  it  will  not  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
to  put  aside  the  dilatory  Amendments 
in  order  to  have  the  substantial  Amend* 
ment  discussed.  Two  courses  only,  as 
I  understand  it,  will  be  open  to  him ; 
either  he  will  have  to  put  all  the  dilatory 
Amendments  one  after  another  before 
he  comes  to  the  substantial  Amendment, 
which  is  obviously  an  obstructive  pro^ 
cess,  or  he  will  have  to  give  up  the 
Amendments  altogether,  whether  sub- 
stantial or  dilatory,  and  put  the  entire 
clause  as  it  stands.  Before  giving  a  vote 
on  the  Question  before  the  House,  I  hope 
some  one  of  tiie  Gentlemen  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  who  are  responsible  for  the 
framing  of  these  Bules  will  say  whether 
or  not  I  have  correctly  stated  the  case. 

Me.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.):  I 
very  much  regret  that  no  Gentleman  on 
the  Treasury  Bench,  and  in  particular 
no  Gentleman  responsible  for  this  Bule, 
has  offered  any  answer  to  the  very 
reasonable  observations  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  H.  Gardner) ;  but  it  is  merely  of 
a  piece  with  the  attitude  adopted  by  the 
Troasury  Bench  in  the  discussion  of  this 
Bide.  For  some  reasons--I  do  not  quite 
know  what— the  Treasury  Bench  has 
preferred  an  almost  complete  silence,  at 
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leaet  so  far  a«  reasonable  explanation  is 
oonoemed.  I  yery  mueh  regret  that  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  tlie  M^nber  for 
the  Sleaford  Division  of  Linoolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  shonld  have  thought  that 
anj  obserrationa  were  made  bj  hon. 
Members  below  the  Qangwaj  on  this 
side  reflecting  on  Ae  Ohair.  We 
desire  tiiat  if  the  Oovenunent  shoold, 
bj  a  majority,  obtain  a  Timoos  and 
dangerona  weapon,  that  thej  should 
oonmie  the  nae  of  it  altogether  to  tiiem- 
seWes,  and  that  the  Ohair  ehoold  not  be 
dragged  into  the  eontroversy,  whidi  will 
always  be  a  heated  and  undesirable  one. 
But  the  aetion  of  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
yemment  has  been  directly  in  the  oppo- 
site direction,  and  the  position  of  the 
Ohair  is  now  tfiat  the  Oiaxt  cannot  poa* 
siUy  interpose  unless  the  worst  posnble 
abuse  of  the  Buks  of  the  House  has 
been  ccmmiitted  in  the  proposal  of  the 
cloture.  That  is  a  position  which  will 
make  the  Ohair  very  slow  indeed  to 
interfere.  It  is  quite  a  new  depar- 
ture in  this  House  that  we  should 
make  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  judge  of  the  legislation 
which  we  are  to  pass.  I  have  always 
imagined  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  House 
itself  to  judge  as  to  the  reasonableness 
of  Amendments  or  any  o&m  questions 
submitted  to  it.  All  that  the  Chairman 
of  Committeee  or  the  Speaker  is  master 
of  is  the  debate  and  the  propriety  of  our 
mode  of  continuing  it ;  but  it  is  dear 
that  by  the  JEtule  as  proposed  he  will 
haye  power  to  preyent  questions  being 
submitted.  There  are  two  kinds  of 
closure,  the  original  and  the  eoneequen- 
tiaL  But,  while  only  one  question  will 
be  decided  by  the  original  doeure,  the 
consequential  may  put  an  end  to  20 
without  debate  being  allowed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  says  that  this  consequen- 
tial closure  will  be  used  with  the  greatest 
discretion,  and  I  must  say  that  I  cannot 
imagine  a  more  miserable  argument  thim 
that.  With  this  Bule  in  ezistenee  there 
will  be  a  constant  temptation  to  hon. 
Members  to  make  use  of  it.  I  do  not 
see  that  there  would  be  any  insurmount- 
able difficulty  in  the  way  of  drafting  the 
Bule  so  that  there  would  be  no  chance 
of  its  being  abused. 

Mb.  E.  HABEINGTON  (Kerry,  W.): 
I  also  would  urge  upon  the  Gbyemment 
the  dearability  of  answering  the  Qnes- 
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tion  which  has  be«i  addressed  to  tbem 
by  the  hon.  Member  aboye  Uio  Gangway 
(Mr.  H.  Gardner).  It  may  look  like  a 
paradox  to  state  it,  but  to  my  mind  a 
clause  of  a  Bill  may  be  more  importast 
than  the  Bill  itself;  and  yet,  by  Ae 
Bule  the  Goyernment  propose,  oonaider- 
ation  of  a  clause  may  be  preyented.  The 
proposal  ifl  a  dangerous  onOi  as  it  will 

SLt  a  premium  on  the  action  of  any  boo. 
ember  who  may  exhaust  the  patience 
of  the  House  by  f  riyoloua  Amendments, 
and  thus  secure  the  running  through  of 
the  remaining  dausea  of  a  Bill.  We 
Irish  Members  are  not  inclined  to  trust 
the  Tory  majority— or  eyen  tbe  liberal 
Party,  if  it  insists  upon  retaining  us  as  a 
minority  in  this  House,  keepings  ua  here 
against  our  will, — ^nor  are  we  inclined  to 
trust  any  future  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees or  Speaker,  who  will  be  most 
probably  a  Party  man  elected  for  Par^ 
purposes  with  a  yiew  of  running  mea- 
sures through  the  House.  In  saying 
these  things  I  must  be  understood  aa 
saying  them  wiUi  all  due  respect  to  the 
present  occupant  of  the  Chair  ia  the 
House  and  in  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means.  It  is  absurd  to  aay  that  no 
Party  will  attempt  to  rudi  a  Bill 
through  the  House.  How  do  we  know 
when  a  Goyernment  may  not  wish  to 
force  our  hand?  We  should  not  haye 
so  much  to  complain  of  if  we  knew 
when  they  intended  to  do  it,  but  they 
are  not  l&dy  to  giye  us  warning  be* 
forehand. 

M&.  GENT-DAYIS  (Lambeth,  Ken- 
nington)  :  I  should  like  to  know  if  the 
hon.  Member  is  speaking  to  the  Amend- 
ment  before  the  House  r 

Mn.  SPEAEEB:  The  hon.  Memb« 
is  not  now  out  of  Order  in  the  line  he 
is  pursuing. 

Mb.  K  HABBINGTON  :  I  would 
point  out  to  hon.  Members  that,  if  tilie 
doture,  as  it  is  now  proposed,  had 
been  in  existence  some  years  ago,  what 
is  now  called  the  Healy  Clause— which 
is  one  of  the  most  yital  portions  of  the 
Land  Act— would  not  in  all  probability 
haye  been  passed. 

Chs  Ma&qusss  of  HABTINOTON 
(Bossendale) :  Hon.  Members  have  oc.  - 
fined  themselyes  almost  entirely  to  in* 
dicatinff  the  inconyeniences  arising  from 
the  Bule,  and  haye  failed  to  suggest  aay 
remedy  which  might  net  alto^^ther  de- 
feat the  operation  of  tiie  Bole,    At  the 
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aame  time  it  does  appear  to  me  tbat  a 
real  blot  in  the  Rule  has  been  pointed 
out  by  the  bon.  Member  wbo  bas  just 
eat  down  (Mr.  E.  Harrington^  and  by 
otbers  wbo  preceded  him.  There  is  a 
difficulty  as  the  words  stand  if  the  House 
desires  to  get  rid  of  a  large  number  of 
friTolous  or  unimportant  Amendments, 
and  yet  wishes  to  discuss  two  or  three 
or  more  which  really  raise  questions  of 
importance.  Under  the  Bule  as  pro- 
posed, it  appears  that  there  will  be  no 
altematiTe  except  adopting  the  dauseas 
it  stands  and  so  neeatiTing  without  dis- 
cussion h^nd  fiie  Amendments,  or  not 
applying  the  closure  on  the  clause  at  all. 
I  think  it  would  be  possible  to  some 
extent  to  get  over  this  oifflculty  by  intro- 
ducing some  words  which  will  render  it 
unnecessary  for  the  Committee  or  the 
Souse  to  proceed  to  the  adoption  of  the 
whole  dause.  What  is  wanted  is  a 
method  of  summarily^  disposing  of  some 
portion  of  the  clause  which  will  enable 
the  Committee  or  the  House  to  proceed 
\.o  the  discussion  of  an  Amendment  on  a 
difiPerent  portion  of  the  clause.  I  would 
suggest  that  a  Motion  should  be  made 
tbat  certain  words  of  the  clause,  to  be 
defined  in  the  Motion,  stand  part  of  the 
clause,  or  that  the  clause  stand  part  of 
or  be  added  to  the  Bill.  That,  it  appears 
to  me,  would  enable  the  House  to  sum- 
marily dispose  of  part  of  the  clause,  and 
would  enable  the  Committee  to  get  rid 
of  any  Amendments  which  it  might  con- 
aider  obetruotiye  on  the  part  of  the  clause 
and  enable  the  House  or  the  Committee 
to  proceed  \fy  the  substantial  Amend- 
menta  which  might  be  proposed  on  a 
subsequent  part  of  the  clause. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanoyer  Square^ :  The  Qovemment  are 
of  opinion  mat  tne  difficulty  pointed  out 
by  the  noble  Marquess  and  other  Mem- 
bers would  haye  been  met  by  the  ordi- 
nary'proeedure  of  the  Chair;  but  looking 
to  the  strong  opinions  which  haye  been 
expressed  m>m  yarious  parts  of  the 
House,  and  seeing  that  it  will  be  simply 
carrying  out  the  yiew  we  haye  always 
maintained,  and  we  are  anxious  to  pro- 
mote— we  win  receiye  the  suggestion  of 
my  noble  Friend  as  a  way  of  escaping 
from  the  difficulty  raised  on  the  words 
before  the  House.  The  nroposal,  so  far 
as  I  understand  it,  as  mat  in  line  11, 
after  the  word  **That,"  these  words 
should  be  inserted — 


'<  Certain  words  of  the  clause  to  be  defined  in 
the  Motion  stand  part  of  the  clause,  or  that  the 
whole  olanse  stand  part  of  or  be  added  to  the 
Bill'* 

The  question— whidi  will  depend  on  the 
state  of  the  Notice  Papw — will  be  to  put 
the  clause  in  force,  or  to  debate  it  up  to 
the  point  where  those  important  Amend« 
ments  are  proposed  to  be  introduced, 
thus  getting  rid  of  any  dilatory  Amende 
ments  at  once.  It  will  not  be  neoessaiy 
to  put  the  whole  of  the  clause,  but  so 
much  of  it  as  would  take  us  to  the  point 
where  important  Amendments  would 
arise.  The  Qoyemment  haye  no  hesita* 
tion  in  accepting  the  suggestion  of  the 
noble  Marquess. 

Mb,  O'DOHBRTY  (Donegal,  N.) :  I 
am  sorry  to  interfere  at  this  point,  bat  I 
do  think  that  seeing  that  toe  Goyem« 
ment  are  in  a  yielding  mood  that  we 
should  lurge  on  them  to  take  the  yiew  of 
the  matter  that  I  have  urged  on  them 
more  than  once— namely,  that  there 
should  be  some  means  laid  down  for 
discriminating  between  important  and 
unimportant  Amendments.  Some  words 
enabling  this  distinction  to  be  made 
could  be  inserted  in  the  Amendment  sug- 
gested by  tiie  noble  Marquess,  and 
aooepted  by  Her  Majesfy's  Goyernment. 
I  think  a  Member  whose  Amendment  is 
about  to  be  clotured  before  it  has  been 
discussed,  should  be  allowed  to  remon* 
strate — in  writing  if  you  like — and  to 
offer  reasons  why  an  apparently  friyolous 
Amendment  ought  to  be  entertained. 
Something  shomd  be  allowed  to  i>as8 
between  &e  person  who  knows  the  im- 
portaaoe  of  an  Amendment  and  the  per* 
son  who  does  not  know  it,  tQ  enable  the 
former  to  oommtmicate  the  reasons  which 
urge  him  to  endeayour  to  g^this  Amend- 
ment  entertained. 

Mb.  HBNBT  H.  fowler  fWol^ 
yerhampton):  The  point  to  whicm  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington)  has  refmred,  is  one  on  which 
those  who  are  most  anidous  for  an  effi- 
cient doture  haye  felt  great  difficulty. 
I  think  my  noble  Friend  has  made 
a  yery  practical  and  wise  suggestion 
which  will  be  found  to  remoye  the 
objections  which  many  of  us  had  to 
the  J3^e  if  we  are  allowed  time  to  con- 
sider it.  I  think  my  noUe  Friend  has 
remoyed  the  difficulty  in  regard  to  i^- 
mitting  a  clause  to  be  put  without  giying 
a  chaaoe  for  the  oonsideration  of  Amend- 
ments which  are  hond   fide,   and    are 
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•  intended  to  improve  the  oUuse.  I  rise 
to  snmebt  that  these  words  should  be 
printed  so  that  we  may  see  how  the  pro- 
posal would  work  out. 

Me.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  I  think  the 
announcement  we  have  just  heard  from 
the  Treasury  Bench  is  a  sufficient  indi- 
cation that  I  was  justified  in  putting 
down  the  Amendment  which  has  led  to 
such  an  important  declaration.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  has  been 
good  enough  to  accept  the  suggestion 
of  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
Sossendale.  It  is  diffioult  for  us  to 
make  up  our  minds  as  to  the  full  effect 
of  the  words  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes  to  insert  in  the  Eule,  and  I 
would,  therefore,  suggest  that  as  we  are 
within  a  few  minutes  of  the  hour  when, 
according  to  the  Bules  of  the  House, 
the  debate  must  terminate,  the  Goyem- 
ment  should  consent  to  the  adjournment 
before  I  consent  to  withdraw  my  Amend- 
ment. I  will  now  moTO  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  Parnell) 

The  OHANOELLOE  op  tot 
DUCHY  OP  LANCASTER  (Lord  John 
Manners)  (Leicestershire,  E.) :  I  hope 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  persevere 
in  his  Motion  for  adjournment.  There 
is  obviously  a  desire  on  all  sides  of  the 
House  to  come  to  a  conclusion  on  the 
matter,  but  we  cannot  discuss  the  sug- 

festion  of  the  noble  Marquess  until  the 
.mendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite is  removed  from  his  path. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W,):  The 
object  of  my  hon.  Friend  in  moving 
the  adjournment  is  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Marquess  on  the  Paper.  If  he 
approves  of  it,  on  Friday  he  will  with- 
draw his  Amendment;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  may  not  approve  of  it ; 
he  may  prefer  his  own.  The  Govern- 
ment must  see  that  they  have  nothing 
to  gain  by  refusing  to  assent  to  this 
proposal  to  adjourn  the  debate  so  far  as 
time  is  concerned. 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  The 
question  is  a  very  complicated  one,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
has  not  only  to  consider  the  intrinsic 
worth  of  the  words  proposed  by  the 
noble  Marquess,  but  he  has  also  to 
ffr.  Henry  IT.  Fowler 


compare  them  with  his  own  Amend- 
ment, and  make  up  his  mind  whetha 
he  prefers  his  own  words  to  them. 

Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  The  case 
for  adjournment  is  perfectly  unanswer- 
able. We  have  been  debating  aa 
Amendment  the  whole  day.  At  the 
outset  the  Gk>vemment  admitted  that 
the  Bule  required  Amendment^  and 
that  we  had  pointed  out  a  diffieulfy; 
but  thev  said,  ''  We  cannot  get  out  <^ 
it."  If  the  noble  Marquess  had  sag- 
gested  his  Amendment  four  or  five  hours 
^go  the  whole  of  this  daj's  debatisg 
would  have  been  snared  the  House. 
What  has  occurred  r  Why,  after  five 
hours'  debate,  during  which  our  argu- 
ments were  treated  with  contempt,  we 
have  drawn  from  the  noble  Marquess 
that  the  difficulty  can  be  met  in  some 
way,  and  the  Government  propose  a 
way  of  meeting  it.  This  is  a  most 
complicated  question,  and  one  whieh  it 
is  not  possible  to  make  up  one's  mind 
upon  in  a  moment.  Even  on  these 
Benches  we  are  divided  in  opinion  with 
regard  to  the  noble  Marquess's  pro- 
pel, for  I  am  inclined  to  think  Uiat 
it  would  make  the  XKmtion  of  things 
worse,  whilst  some  of  my  hon.  Frienos 
are  inclined  to  take  an  opposite  view. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  It  would  be  much 
more  gracious  for  the  Government  to 
say  they  will  agree  to  the  adjournment, 
than  to  allow  the  debate  to  cease  by  the 
Bules  of  the  House,  as  it  will,  if  I  or 
some  other  hon.  Member  talk  for  two 
minutes  more. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  oouldBot  rise 
whilst  hon.  Members  were  speaking.  I 
have  only  to  say  that  the  Government 
agree  to  the  adjournment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Friday. 

Hoose  a^joumed  at  tan  fninntiw 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thunday,  10/A  March,  1887. 

MENUTES.J—PuBLio  Bills— JVr«<  Reading-^ 

Inoumbents  of  Benefices  Loans  Eztenaioa  Act 

(1886)  Amendment*  (39). 
Committee— OiiebQ  Lands  (16);   Truro  Bishopric 

and  Chapter  Acts  Amendment  (33). 
J?4»p0r<— Limaoy  Acts  Amendment  (84-40). 
Paotisional  OiiDBB  BiLL  ^  MepoH  —  Drainage 

and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Lreland)  *  (29). 

liUKACY  ACTS   AMENDMENT   BILL. 
{The  Lord  Chancellor,) 
(no.  34.)      EEPORT. 

Amendmente  reported  (accordiDfl;  to 
Order). 

Thb  lord  chancellor  (Lord 
Halsbuby),  in  rising  to  moye  that  the 
Iteport  of  the  Amen£nent8  be  agreed  to, 
said,  that  in  order  to  meet  the  views 
which  had  been  expressed  on  a  former 
occasion  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friends 
(Lord  Selbome  and  Lord  Herscheli),  he 
proposed  to  amend  Sub-section  11  bj 
ixiserting  a  provision  into  it,  to  the  effect 
that  where  a  person  had  been  sent  to  an 
asylnm  or  a  private  hoase,  and  had  not 
been  visited  by  a  County  Court  Judge 
or  a  magistrate  having  jurisdiction  at 
the  place  where  he  was  con6ned  within 
seven  days  after  the  commencement  of 
such  confinement,  the  person  confined 
should  have  a  right  to  be  seen  by  any 
County  Court  Judge  or  any  magistrate 
baying  any  jurisdiction  whom  he  should 
deaignate. 

Mwed,  "That  the  Report  of  Amend- 
ments be  agreed  to." — (The  Lord  Chan- 
eeUor.) 

The  Eabl  of  SELBORNE  said,  he 
objected  to  the  poposed  alteration,  on 
the  ground  that  it  did  not  carry  his  view 
into  effect,  which  was  that  where  ^e 
lunatic  was  within  the  same  jurisdiction, 
the  magistrate  who  made  the  order 
shoidd  see  him.  In  other  cases,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  it  would  be  very 
unfit  that  the  lunatic  should  choose  the 
magistrate  by  whom  he  was  to  be  seen. 
Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  he  also 
objected  to  the  Amendment  on  a  similar 
ground.  The  duty  proposed  to  be  cast 
upon  a  magistrate  was  an  invidious  one, 
and  he  thought  many  magistrates  would 
sooner  resign  their  commissions  than 
perform  it.  There  would  be  great  diffi- 
culty in  securing  the  attendance  of  any 
S articular  magistrate  or  County  Court 
udge  at  any  j^articular  time.    What 


would  be  the  result  if  the  particular 
magistrate  designated  by  the  lunatic, 
although  having  jurisdiction  in  the  dis- 
trict, happened  to  be  residing  in  London 
for  some  months  in  the  year  ? 

Lord  HALSBURY  said,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  accept  any  other  words  which 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  might  sug- 
gest, his  only  object  in  making  the 
Amendment  being  to  meet  his  views  and 
those  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(the  Earl  of  Selbome). 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  said,  that 
on  the  third  reading  he  would  move  as 
an  Amendment  that  the  magistrate  who 
made  the  order  should  be  the  person  who 
visited  the  lunatic,  when  he  was  still 
within  that  magistrate's  jurisdiction. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Further  Amendments  made. 

Bill  to  he  printed,  as  amended  ;  and  to 
be  read  8*  on  Thuredoff  next.    (No  49.} 

GLEBE    LANDS   BILL.  —  (No.  16.) 

{The  Lord  Archhiehop  of  Canterhury,) 

OOMMITTBB. 

House  in  Committee  (according    to 
Order). 
Clauses  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Sale  of  glebe  by  or  with  ap- 
proval of  Land  Commissioners). 

The  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  (Dn 
Maglaoak),  in  rising  to.move  an  Amend- 
ment, to  the  effect  that  a  sale  of  glebe 
should  not  take  place  under  the  Act 
where  there  was  a  ''concurrent  objection 
of  the  Bishop  and  patron,"  to  be  signi- 
fied within  21  days,  said,  the  Bishop  was 
to  be  regarded  as  the  responsible  steward 
of  the  ancient  heritage  of  the  Church, 
and  there  was  no  reason  to  suppose  that 
he  would  interfere  unnecessanly  to  pre- 
vent any  transaction  for  the  benefit  of 
the  clergy  or  the  permanent  advantage 
of  the  benefice,  and  a  Bishop,  of  all  men, 
was  sure  to  sympathize  with  the  clergy 
in  their  distress  and  be  willing  to 
assist  them  in  any  reasonable  way. 
At  the  same  time  many  a  necessitous 
and  panic-stricken  clergyman  would  be 
under  a  strong  temptation  when  rents 
were  low  to  rush  into  the  market  and  to 
sell  the  ancient  lands  of  the  Church  at 
a  disadvantage ;  whereas  if  they  were 
enabled  to  wait  a  year  or  two  they  could, 
probably,  obtain  much  better  terms. 
The  Land  Commissioners  could  not  have 
the  same  grounds  as  tho  Bishop  for 
forming  a  sound  judgment  as  to  the  j 
desirableness  of  an  immediate  sale.    Butf  LC 
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ho  proposed  that  objection  should  not 
operate  unless  it  were  concurred  in  by 
the  patron  as  well  as  the  Bishop.  If  it 
were  said  that  a  Bishop  had  no  such 
veto  under  the  Ecclesiastical  Leasing 
Act,  the  answer  was  that  a  Bishop 
was,  ex  officio^  one  of  the  Eoclesiasticfu 
Commissioners  and  could  call  for  the 
production  of  every  document;  but  in 
this  case  he  could  only  address  an 
appeal  to  the  Land  Oommissioners  as  the 
Bill  stood.  At  present  no  sale  could 
take  place  without  the  consent  of  the 
patron.  But  this  Bill  left  out  the  patron 
as  well  as  the  Bishop.  The  Church  had 
a  right  to  have  an  independent  voice  in 
a  matter  so  grave  as  that  of  parting 
with  land  which  had  belonged  to  it  for 
centuries.  If  a  mistake  were  made  by 
the  Land  Commissioners  it  would  be 
irrevocable,  but  if  a  mistake  were  made 
by  the  Bi^op  and  the  patron  it  could 
easily  be  corrected  by  another  applica- 
tion for  the  sale  of  the  glebe  at  a  luture 
time  when  it  might  be  more  evident  that 
the  land  could  be  sold  advantageously. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  earnestly 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  give  a 
favourable  consideration  to  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  now  begged  to  move. 

Moved,  In  page  1,  leaye  out  lines  19  and  20, 
and  insert  ('*  and  that  no  objection  to  the  sale 
has  been  nutde  by  the  bishop  or  patron  within 
twenty -one  days  from  the  dite  ox  reoeiving  the 
said  notice.")— (^'j^.-^'^'-^^*^  of  Lichfield,) 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  said,  it  was 
with  pain  that  he  differed  from  the  right 
rev.  I^relate.  The  Amendment  would 
introduce  a  new  departure.  The  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  render  the  sale  of 
glebes  easier  than  at  present.  In  some 
dioceses  there  had  been  no  sale  of  glebe 
land  for  years,  probably  because  the 
Bishop  had  set  his  face  against  such 
sales.  It  was  quite  right  the  Bishop 
should  be  consulted  before  glebe  lands 
were  sold ;  but  that  was  a  very  different 
thing  from  giving  an  absolute  veto.  The 
Bishop  had  every  opportunity  of  express- 
ing his  opinion,  short  of  placing  an  ab- 
solute veto  on  a  sale.  The  La^d  Com- 
missioners would  hear  all  he  had  to  say, 
and  they  would  act  as  an  independent 
body  whose  business  gave  them  a  know- 
ledge of  every  parish,  which  placed  them 
in  a  position  equal  to  that  of  a  Bishop 
for  determining  whether  a  sale  was  de- 
sirable or  not.  It  would  be  a  perfectly 
new  thing  to  place  the  Bishop's  veto  in 

Tk$  Bishop  of  LiohfUU 


an  Act  of  Parliament.  This  practice 
had  gone  on  for  40  years  without  such  a 
veto;  and,  although  he  ehoold  be  ex- 
tremely sorry  to  differ  from  the  right 
rev.  Prelate,  he  trusted  their  Lordships 
would  not  insist  upon  the  veto. 

LoBD  6RIMTH0RPE  said,  surely 
no  one  was  so  good  a  judge  in  the  hmg 
run  as  the  Bishop  of  tiie  dioGese.  The 
Land  Commissioners  might  be  veir 
ffood  judges  of  the  value  of  the  lanj^ 
but  there  were  many  other  liiing^  to  be 
considered.  They  ought  not  to  sacrifise 
the  future  interests  of  a  parish  to  the 
present  whim  or  fancy  of  the  clergyman 
in  possession.  The  price  of  land  might 
go  up,  and  it  would  be  a  meet  seriova 
thing  for  the  Church  that  the  glebe 
lands  should  be  sold  during  the  current 
agricultural  distress. 

Thb  PRIME  MINISTER  aivd  SE- 
CRETARY o»  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Mai^aess  of  SAijmnaT) 
saidy  that  no  doubt  tiie  Bishop  had  ^ 
interests  of  the  parish  at  heart,  perhaps 
more  than  any  man ;  but  where  did  he 
get  that  power  of  judging  better  than 
the  Land  Commissioners?  He  doubted 
very  much  whether  if  the  Biah(q^ 
exercised  his  veto  he  would  do  so 
on  the  ground  that  he  knew  the 
parish  better  than  the  Commissionera; 
he  would  probably  exercise  it  on  general 
principles.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Grimthor^)  had  spoken  of  the 
price  of  land  going  up,  but  thia  was  a 
matter  upon  which  no  one  ^ould  speak 
with  confidence.  What»  he  would  ask, 
was  to  be  done  while  things  were  oomii^ 
round  ?  What  was  to  beeome  of  the  urn- 
lucky  and  impoverished  clergymen  who 
had  nothing  to  live  on  except  thmr 
glebes  ?  Were  they  not  to  be  paid,  their 
churches  not  to  be  kept  up ;  were  the 
services  of  the  Church  to  be  imperilled, 
and,  in  fact,  the  whole  machinery  ol  the 
parish  stopped?  He  could  imagine 
nothing  more  wretched  than  the  position 
of  the  clergyman  who  at  the  present 
time  was  compelled  to  rely  upon  glebe 
lands  for  his  income.  He  knew  himself 
cases  in  which  some  years  ago  the  in- 
come was  £1,300,  and  now  they  were 
absolutely  worth  nothing.  If  the  clergy- 
man could  sell  the  land  and  get  some- 
thing in  Consols,  would  it  not  be  a 
benefit  to  the  parish?  Were  the^  to 
think  only  of  the  future,  of  what  would 
happen  30  years  hence  ?  To  aonie  ex- 
tent surely  those  30  years  might  be  left 
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to  take  care  of  themselves.  He  believed 
the  LandOommissioners  might  be  trusted 
to  do  that  which  would  only  be  a  benefit 
to  the  living.  He  protested  against  en* 
tirelj  neglecting  the  present  for  the  sake 
of  the  future,  and  forgetting  not  only 
the  material  but  the  terrible  spiritual 
injury  which  they  caused  by  continuing 
the  ruin  that  existed  at  present. 

Thb  Eabl  op  HAEDWIOKE  said, 
he  differed  entirely  from  the  views  of 
the  noble  Marquess.  Property  now  de- 
pressed might  in  a  few  years  become 
again  very  valuable.  Were  thejr,  there- 
fore, to  sell  for  a  trifle  that  which  in  a 
few  years  might  be  of  great  value  to  the 
Ohurchf  The  doctrine  of  the  noble 
Marquess  was  the  most  monstrous  he 
had  ever  heard  enunciated  in  their 
Lordships'  House,  and  he  was  astonished 
that  a  Conservative  Government  should 
have  brought  forward  a  proposal  so  sub- 
versive of  Conservative  nrinciples  with 
regard  to  land.  He  believed  that  the 
more  that  question  was  thought  of  and 
discussed  in  Parliament  the  more  true 
would  appear  to  the  public  the  senti- 
ments which  he  had  taken  the  liberty  to 
express. 

On  Question,  ''That the  wordsproposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause  ?  " 
Their  Lordships  i^iVi/^i^  .'—-Contents  61 ; 
Not-Contents  \\ :  Majority  40. 

The  Abohbishop  of  OANTBBBUBT 
said,  he  hoped  at  least  that  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  had  now  to  propose  to 
the  clause  would  be  thought  a  reason- 
able one.  The  clause  provided  that  the 
Bishop  might  state  objections  to  a 
Bale  of  glebe  land  if  he  had  such  objec- 
tions, and  it  seemed  to  be  intended  that 
he  should  merely  receive  an  answer  that 
the  Land  Commissioners  considered  that 
his  objections  ought  not  to  be  enter- 
tained. Now,  he  ventured  to  propose 
that  as  the  Bishop  would  have  furnished 
the  Land  Commissioners  with  reasons 
against  allowing  the  sale,  so  the  Land 
CommissionerB,  when  setting  aside  those 
reasons,  should  furnish  in  return  to  the 
Bi^op  an  account  in  writing  of  the 
Teasons  for  which  they  thought  his  ob- 
jections should  be  set  aside.  The  Bishop 
had  a  registry  in  which  the  reasons  of 
the  Land  Commissioners  would  be  pre- 
served, and  the  full  history  of  the  trans- 
action remaia  on  record.  The  most  rev. 
I^late  concluded  by  moving  the  inser- 
tion of  words  to  carry  out  this  object. 


Mt-vti,  in  page  2,  line  3,  at  end  of  line  insert 
as  a  fresh  sabsection:— *'If  upon  notice  of  a 
proposed  sale  under  this  Act  the  bishop  of  the 
oiocese  objects  to  the  sale,  and  the  Land  Com- 
missioners are  satisfied  that  such  objection 
ought  not  to  prevent  the  sale,  the  Land  Com- 
missioners shall  inform  the  bishop  in  writing  of 
their  reasons  for  being  so  satined/'— (TAe 
LoH  ^rehbish&p  <^  Canterbury,) 

Thb  8E0RETAKY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Viscount  Gross)  said,  he  had 
no  objection  to  this  Amendment. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  sug- 
gested that  the  patron  should  be  fur- 
nished with  the  Commissioners'  reasons 
as  well  as  the  Bishop. 

Thb  Abohbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
said  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  Land 
Commissioners  should  inform  in  writing 
the  patron  of  the  living  as  well  as  the 
Bishop  of  the  diocese  of  their  reasons 
for  setting  aside  their  objections  to  the 
sale;  and  he  proposed  to  insert  words  in 
the  clause  to  that  effect. 

Amendment  agre$d  to. 

Olattse^  as  amended,  agreed  U,  and 
Mdded  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  4  (EflPect  of  sale)  agreed  to,  and 
(K^i  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  5  (Application  and  investment 
of  purchase  money). 

On  the  Motion  of  Viscount  Cboss, 
the  following  Amendments  were  agreed 
to  ;— In  pafi^e  2,  line  28,  leave  out  ('<or 
apply");  line  37,  before  ("and")  in- 
sert— 

'*  (And  in  the  purchase  of  securities  of  the 
Metropolitan  Boiml  of  Works,  and  of  those  se- 
cnrities  of  any  oounty  or  municipal  borough 
in  which  trustees  are  by  law  authorised  to  in- 
vest either  generally  or  whenever  they  have 
power  to  invest  in  railway  debenture  stock,  if 
suoh  oounty  or  munioipal  borough  had, 
according  to  the  census  last  published  next  be- 
fore the  date  of  the  investment,  a  population 
exceeding  one  hundred  thousand/') 

Thb  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  moved 
to  amend  the  danse  by  the  insertion  of 
a  provision  authorizing  the  Land  Com- 
missioners  to  purchase  any  land  ad- 
jacent to  the  parsonage  hoose  the  pos- 
session of  whidi,  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Commissioners,  would  be  for  the  benefit 
of  the  benefice  and  for  the  convenient 
enjoyment  of  such  house.  He  did  not 
wish  to  give  the  Commissioners  any 
power  to  make  speculative  investments, 
and  the  object  of  the  Amendment  was 
simphjr  to  purchase  suoh  sni^all  pieces  of 
land  as  might  in   some  instancee  be 
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almost  necessarj  for  the  enjoyment  of 
the  paisoDage. 

Moved,  in  page  2,  line  40,  after  ("  glebe  ")  in- 
iort— "  (c.)  In  the  purchase  of  anjr  land  adjacent 
to  the  parsonage  house  the  poesesrion  of  which  in 
the  judgment  of  the  Commissioners  would  be  for 
the  benefit  of  the  benefice  or  for  the  conTenient 
enjoyment  of  such  house.'*— (rA#  Lord  Bithop  of 
UehfiOd.) 

VisoouNT  OR088  said,  that  the  power 
to  invest  in  land  had  been  adTisedly  left 
out  of  the  original  Bill,  because  it  was 
not  thought  wise  that  the  Land  Oom- 
missioners  should  inrest  in  land.  But 
the  point  which  had  been  raised  by 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  certainly 
brought  forward  a  case  where  it  might 
be  desirable  that  they  should  have  the 
power.  He  had  no  obiection,  therefore, 
to  the  words  proposed  being  introduced, 
AS  he  thought  they  could  trust  the  Com- 
missioners not  to  invest  in  speculative 
land. 

Amendment  agr$ed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Viscount  Oboss,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to  ;— 
In  page  3,  line  2,  leave  out  (''  names 
of  the  endowment  trustees  ")  and  insert 
(''name  of  the  authority");  line  4, 
leave  out  (''  Land  Oommissioners  ")  and 
insert  (*'  said  authoritv  "),  and  leave  out 
from  (** application")  to  ("and")  in 
line  6 ;  line  6,  at  end  of  line  insert  as  a 
fresh  snbHseotion — 

''The  said  authority  shall,  if  the  money 
arose  from  the  sale  of  land  the  whole  of  whida 
was  appropriated  or  annexed  to  the  benefice  by 
or  with  tne  concurrence  of  the  Governors  of 
Queen  Anne*s  Bounty,  be  those  Governors,  and 
in  any  other  case  shall  be  the  Ecclesiastical 
Oommiseioners  for  England,  and  securities 
bought  out  of  the  purchase  money  under  this 
Act  of  the  fflebe  of  any  benefice  and  held  by 
sudi  authoiiW  shall  be  entered  in  the  booKS 
kept  by  any  body  corporate,  company,  or  per- 
sons in  relation  to  those  seoorities  in  tiie  name 
of  the  said  authority,  but  on  a  separate  account 
ex -parte  the  benefice;  such  boay  corpcmite, 
company,  or  persons,  however,  shall  treat  the 
said  autnority  as  the  sole  and  absolute  owner  of 
the  securities,  and  shaU  arrange  with  the  said 
authority  for  the  payment  of  the  dividends, 
whether  by  dividend  warrants  sent  through  the 
post  or  otherwise,  to  such  persons  as  may  be 
directed  by  the  said  authority,  and  the  enact- 
ments relating  to  dividend  warrants  shall  apply 
to  the  warrants  sent  to  any  such  person  in  hke 
manner  as  if  they  were  sent  to  the  holder  of 
the  seouritiee  at  his  request/' 

Page  3,  line  7,  leave  out  ( "an  invest- 
ment") and  insert  ("The  said  autho- 
rify  shall  hold  anv  securities  ") ;  Une  8, 
leave  out  ("shall  be  held");  line  9, 
after  second  (  "  and  ")  insert — 

The  Biekof  of  Lichfield 


(*<  May  ffom  time  to  time,  if  wsaanaa  re- 
quires, sell  such  securities  and  apply  the  pro- 
ceeds on  the  said  trusts  and  for  the  said  pur- 
poses, and  shall  cause  "); 
line  10,  leave  out  ("investment  shall") 
and  insert  ("securities  to"),  and  after 
("applied")  insert— 

("  In  such  manner  (if  any)  as  may  be  directed 
in  pursuance  of  this  Act,  and  subject  thereto,  in 
such  manner  ") ; 

line  18,  leave  out  sub-section  (4). 

Clause  6  (Endowment  trustees)  eirwi 
out. 

Clause  7  (Bestrictions  as  to  sales),  as 
amended,  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the 
Bill. 

Clause  8  (Provision  where  land  is  in 
mortgage),  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  9  (Eegulatlons  as  to  sale). 

LoBD  LINGEN  recommended  that 
the  Sanitary  Authority  should  be  the 
only  purchaser  to  whom  the  glebe  should 
be  offered  for  purposes  of  allotment ; 
and  that  after  allotments  had  been  made 
by  such  Authority,  a  provision  should  be 
added,  as  in  the  Irish  Land  Act  of  1881, 
enabling  the  tenants  in  occupation  to  pur- 
chase their  holdings.  Suca  a  provision 
might  furnish  considerable  security 
against  loss  to  the  parish. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  flie 
Bill. 

Clause  10  (Beg^ations  as  to  assur- 
ances) agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  BilL 

Clause  1 1  (Purchase  of  glebe  lands  by 
sanitary  au^ority  for  letting  to  tb^ 
labouring  classes). 

The  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  said, 
that  this  clause  related  to  allotments, 
and  he  wished  to  add  to  it  these 
words— 

**  In  addition  to  the  land  (the  glebe),  the  sani- 
tary auUiority  may  purchase  any  Und  situate 
witiiin  the  districts  of  the  said  aathority  or  in 
any  adjoining  sanitary  district.'* 

As  the  clause  was  at  present  firamed,  it 
placed  the  clergyman  in  an  invidious 
position  as  compared  with  other  land- 
owners ;  in  fact,  it  singled  him  out  as 
the  only  person  compelled  to  provide 
allotments  for  the  poor.  That,  he 
thought,  was  not  fair.  AfVhy  should  this 
invi£ous  distinction  be  made?  He 
urged  that  it  was  a  most  unheard  of 
interference  with  the  freedom  of  sale  to 
make  it  the  law  of  the  country  that,  if 
the  land  was  sold,  it  should  only  be  sold 
in  a  particular  direction.    If  the  zncom* 
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bent  should  see  reason  to  refuse  to  sell 
ill-feeling  might  be  created  which  it 
would  take  years  to  remove.  He  thought 
that  the  power  of  purchase  which  was 
to  be  given  by  the  Bill  should  be  ex- 
tended, and,  in  addition  to  glebe  lands, 
the  Sanitary  Authorities  ought  to  receive 
power  to  purchase  any  land  suitable  for 
allotments  within  their  own  district,  or 
any  adjoining  sanitary  district.  It  was 
to  be  regretted  that  the  Allotment  Ques- 
tion had  been  mixed  up  with  this  matter, 
in  order,  it  appeared,  to  meet  a  popular 
ory.  He  thought  that  the  measure,  in- 
stead of  being  a  Olebe  Lands  Bill, 
might  appear  to  be  a  Bill  for  Providing 
Allotments.  In  fact,  it  appeared  to 
be  devised— but  he  was  sure  that  was 
never  intended — to  provide  allotments 
for  the  poor  at  the  expense  of  the  clergy- 
man. Why  should  the  clergy  not  have 
the  power  themselves  of  letting  the 
glebe  lands  in  allotments?  He  had 
heard  that  a  general  Bill  with  respect 
to  allotments  was  to  be  introduced  by 
the  Government,  and  he  could  have 
wished  that  the  sale  of  glebe  lands  for 
allotments  had  been  kept  out  of  this 
Bill.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  concluded 
by  moving  an  Amendment  intended  to 
cany  out  the  object  he  had  in  view. 

Moved,  in  page  6,  line  33,  after  ("thereof*') 
insert  ("or  any  land  situated, within  the  dis- 
trict of  the  said  authority  or  in  any  adjoining 
sanitary  district ").— ( 7*A#  Lord  Bishop  of  Lich- 
JUJ4.) 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDEELET 
said,  he  should  support  the  Amend- 
ment. 

ViscouHT  GROSS  said,  he  greatly  re- 
gretted that  he  must  again  object  to  an 
Amendment  of  his  right  rev.  Friend. 
He  thought,  however,  that  to  give  a 
general  power  to  the  Sanitary  Authori- 
ties to  buy  land  for  the  purpose  of  allot- 
ments would  not  come  properly  under  a 
Bill  for  the  sale  of  glebe  lands.  He 
would  point  out,  besides,  that  a  clergy- 
man could,  however,  at  the  present  time, 
let  his  land  in  allotments  if  he  liked  to 
do  so.  The  Government  intended  to 
bring  in  a  general  Bill  in  respect  of 
allotments,  which  would  give  power  to 
buy  not  only  glebe  lands,  but  other 
lands,  and  it  would,  he  thought,  meet 
the  right  rev.  Prelate's  objection. 

TnB  Earl  of  PEVEESHAM  said, 
he  thought  it  was  very  undesirable  to 
increase  still  further  the  burdens  of  the 
Local  Authorities. 


VisooiTNT  CROSS  said,  no  one  was 
more  opposed  to  increasing  the  burdens 
of  Local  Authorities  than  he  was,  and 
the  Bill  would  not  have  that  effect. 

Lord  HEHSOHELL  said,  that  in  his 
opinion  the  Amendment,  if  it  were 
adopted,  would  make  the  case  rather 
worse  than  better  for  the  incumbent. 

Thb  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  said, 
that  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Viscount  he  would  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) Withdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Viscount  Cross,  the 
following  Amendments  were  aareed  to  : 
—In  page  6,  line  24,  after  ("letting  ") 
insert  (**  or  continuing  the  letting  of  ") ; 
page  7,  line  18,  at  end  of  subsection 
insert  as  a  fresh  sub-section — 

"  The  sanitary  authority  shall  not  delegate 
to  any  committee  of  their  number  any  of  the 
powers  vested  in  such  authority  under  tiiis 
Act;" 

line  27,  at  end  of  clause  insert — 

*'  Provided  that  if  any  Act  is  passed  during 
the  present  session  of  Parliament  relating  to 
the  provision  and  management  o£  allotments^ 
the  enaotmente  of  that  Ajut  relating  to  the  ma- 
nagement of  aUotments  and  to  the  sale  of  land 
no  longer  needed  for  the  purpose  of  allotments, 
or  less  suitable  for  that  purpose  than  other 
land,  shall  extend  in  substitution  for  the  enact- 
ments of  this  Act  to  allotments  provided  under 
this  Act,  in  like  manner  as  if  they  had  beea 
provided  under  the  said  Act." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  12  (Substitution  of  county 
authority  for  sanitary  authority). 

On  the  Motion  of  Viscount  Cross,  the 
folio wiuK  Amendment  was  a^eed  to: — In 
page  7,  Sue  42,  at  end  of  line  insert  as 
a  fresh  sub-section : — 

"The  prohibition  on  the  delegation  of  any 
powers  to  a  committee  of  the  sanitary  autho* 
rity  shall  not  apply  to  the  county  authority.'* 

Clause  13  (Power  to  make  rules) 
agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  14  (As  to  action  by  patrons). 

On  the  Motion  of  Viscount  Cross,  the 
following  Amendments  were  agreed  to: — 
In  paffe  8,  line  42,  leave  out  T'^or  per- 
sons '^,  and  after  (**  apply  ")  insert — 

(**  And  of  any  patrons  or  persons  other  than 
the  patrons  mentioned  in  tiie  said  enactments, 
or  the  Duke  of  Cornwall " ;) 

line  43,  at  end  insert  as  a  fresh  para« 
graph— 

(26  &  27  Viet,  c.  49.) 
**  Where  the  advowson  of  any  benefice  is  part 
of  thepdwessioDS  of  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall,  ^T^ 
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Mtronage  of  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of 
Exeter,  in  the  County  of  Cornwall,  to 
the  new  Cathedral  Bodj.  The  Bill  gare 
effect  to  arrangements  whicb  had  heen 
most  carefully  thought  out  and  were 
ooncurred  in  by  all  the  parties  con- 
cerned. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly; 
Amendments  made :  TheB^orttliOTeof 
to  be  receiTod  Tp-morrow^ 


any  notice  required  to  be  giren  to  the  pttron 
of  aucb  beneBce  for  the  parpoeee  of  this  Act 
may  be  given  to  the  keeper  of  the  records  of 
the  Dnchy  of  Cornwall,  and  any  act  anthorised 
or  regnired  to  be  done  by  the  patron  of  sach 
benefice  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  may  be 
done  onder  the  seal  of  the  Dnohy  of  Cornwall ; 
and  in  the  event  of  the  Duke  of  Cornwall  being 
under  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  or  of  there 
being  no  Duke  of  Cornwall,  may  be  done  in 
the  manner  in  which  any  act  in  relatioa  to  the 
possessions  of  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall  may  be 
done  in  pursuance  of  section  thirty-eight  or 
thirty-nine  of  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall  Manage- 
ment Act,  1S63,  as  the  case  requires." 

Clause,  as  amended,  aufreid  to,  and 
§dded  to  the  BiU. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Arch- 
bishop of  CAirrsaBUET,  the  foUowinff 
new  Clause  was  a(fr$ed  (o,  and  inserted 
after  Clause  14 : — 

(Amendment  of,  sad  ssTiag  for,  Kcolssisitiful 

Leasing  Acts.) 
(6^6  ViH,  0.  lOS :  21  *  22  Viet.  o.  ^7 :  28  ft 
29  Viet,  c  57.) 
<<  Such  notioe  to  the  bishop  of  the  diocese  as 
may  be  prescribed  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act 
shall  be  substituted  for  the  period  of  three 
months*  notioe  which,  in  pursuance  of  section 
one  of  the  Bodesiastical  Leasing  Act,  1858,  is 
required  to  be  given  to  the  bishop  of  the  dioceso 
on  every  prcmosed  sale  of  glebe  lands  under  tho 
provisions  of  Uiis  Act,  but,  save  as  aforesaid, 
nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  held  to  limit  or 
prejud^  the  powers  and  ^visions  contained 
&  the  Beolesiastical  Leasing  Acts  or  in  the 
Acts  administered  by  the  GDvemors  of  Queen 
Anne*s  Bounty." 

Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  U. 

The  Beport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Monday  next ;  and  Bill  to 
hepriniedf  as  amended.    (No.  41.) 

TBURO     BISHOPRIC     AND     CHAPTER 

ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL.-.(No.  tJ.) 

{The  Lord  BUkop  rf  Tmre,) 

OOMMITTEX. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Oommittee  read. 

Thb  lord  STEWABD  of  thb 
HOUSEHOLD  (The  Earl  of  Moukt- 
Edgoumbb),  in  moving  that  the  House 
go  into  Oommittee  on  this  Bill,  ex- 
plained that  the  object  of  the  measure 
was  to  define  the  respective  rights  of 
the  parishioners  of  the  old  church 
of  St.  Mary,  Truro,  and  of  the  Dean 
and  Ohapter  of  the  new  cathedral.  It 
also  provided  for  the  formation  of  a 
Chapter  Endowment  Fund,  made  the 
Bishop  the  Dean  till  such  time  as  a 
Dean  was  appointed,  and  constituted 
the  Yicar  of  St.  Mary's  the  Sub-Dean.  It 
{urther  provided  for  the  transfer  of  the 


mCTTMBENTS  OF  BXHXFICB8  IX>A]r8  XXTXV. 

sioir   ACT    (1886)    AianrBioDrT  bill 

[H.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  IncumbentB  of  Beoefioet 
Tx>aD8  Extension  Act,  1886— Was  preeenUd  by 
TheDakeofBnddnfffaamaadCliaiidos;  read  W 
(No.  se.) 

House  adjonned  at  Seven  o^elodc, 

till  To^MpiToiw,  a  mnrtar 

paat  Ten  o^elQek. 


HOUSE    OF    OOlflfONS, 
Thmfday,  tOM  Jf«rM,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— SvprLT—«OM«tJ(frMr  t«  OeimwntUe 

—Abut   (SvrpLBMBMTABT  BenxATs). 
Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Furet  JUeidm^  — 

Grimmal  Law  (Costa)  •  [191] ;  Vagnnt  Act 

Amendment*  fl92]. 
Seeend  J2Mi»fi^— Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act 

(1881)  Extension*  [171]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


MEBSET  DOCKS  AND  HABBOUR  BOARP 
(VARIOUS  POWERS)  BILL. 
POSTFONBICXHT  OF  MOTIOK. 


MB.H0ULD8W0RTH  (1 
N.W.)  had  given  Notioe  of  hia  inten- 
tion to  moTe  the  following  Motion : — 

<*  That  it  be  an  Instrvctian  to  the  Oommltiee 
on  the  Mersey  Books  and  Harbonr  Board 
(Various  Powers)  Bill  to  inquire  whetlMr  or  net 
any  modifications  of  the  oonstitntion  or  mode 
of  election  of  the  Kersey  Docks  and  Harbour 
Board  may  be  necessary  or  expedient*  and  to 
make  proTision  for  the  same  aooordin|^y,  and 
l^t  all  Petitions  against  tiie  Bill,  preaonted 
within  the  time  limited  by  the  Standing  Ordan, 
rcdating  to  the  constitution  or  mode  of  electioa 
of  the  Board  be  referred  to  the  Committee,  and 
that  Buoh  of  the  Petitioners  as  joay  to  be  heard 
by  themselves,  their  oounseU  agents,  or  wit- 
nesses, be  heard  on  their  Petitions,  if  they  think 
fit,  and  oounsel  heard  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
against  such  Petitioners.'* 

The  hon.  Member  said :  I  wish  to  post- 
pone the  Motion  which  stands  in  my 
name,  in  the  hope  that  some  oonoessions 
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may  be  made  on  the  part  of  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  which  may  prevent 
the  necessity  for  discussiDg  the  £istruo- 
tion  I  propose  to  move. 

'hlLo^Km  po$tpmi$d. 

Q  UE8T10N8. 


SCOTLAND— EEQISTER  HOUSE,  EDIN- 
BURGH —  SEARCHES  OF  INCUM- 
BRANCES. 

Mb,  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
How  many  non-official  searches  of  in- 
cumbrances hare  been  made  in  the 
iBegister  House,  Edinburgh,  from  the 
abridgments  and  indexes,  since  1st 
January,  1878,  to  dlst  December,  1886  ; 
also,  how  many  official  searches  have 
been  made,  or  partly  made,  from  the 
search  sheet  during  the  same  period; 
iirhether,  in  the  official  searches,  pur- 
porting to  be  made  by  means  of  the 
search  sheet,  the  abridgments  are  still 
used,  and  to  what  extent;  and,  whether 
the  Treasury  intend  continuing  the  two 
systems  of  searchiug,  by  abridgments 
and  search  sheets  respectively,  neces- 
sitating a  double  staff  of  clerks  and 
double  expenses  otherwise  f 

The  8E0RETAKY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  number  of  non-official 
searches  of  incumbrances  made  in  the 
Bolster  House,  Edinburgh,  from  the 
abridgments  and  indexes  since  January 
Ist,  1878,  to  December  dlst,  1886,  was 
1 7,655.  The  number  of  official  searches 
made,  or  partly  made,  from  the  search 
sheet  during  the  same  period  was  1 3,490 ; 
the  official  searches  without  search  sheet 
Bumbered  3,084.  The  total  number  of 
official  searches  during  tiie  same  period 
was  16,574.  In  the  official  searches 
made  ozily  partly  from  the  search  sheets, 
the  abridgments  are  still  used  in  respect 
of  the  periods  to  which  search  sheets  do 
not  yet  extend ;  but  as  the  lapse  of  each 
year  increases  to  that  extent  the  period 
for  which  search  sheets  are  prepared,  the 
use  of  the  abridgments  is  bemg  gradually 
lessened.  The  preparation  of  search 
sheets  is  being  carried  on  as  rapidly  as 
possible ;  but  it  must  be  some  years  be- 
fore they  can  be  completed  for  the  full 
period  of  40jear8  required  for  searching 
purposes.  In  the  meantime,  it  is  not 
practicable  to  discontinue  the  abridg- 
ment. It  is  not  correct  to  say  that  the 
use   of   the   two  systems   necessitates 


double  the  amount  of  staff  and  expense 
which  would  suffice  for  either  system. 

COURT  OF  BANKRUPTCY  (IRELAND) - 
MB.  L.  H.  JAMES,  OFFICIAL  ASSIGNEE. 

Mb.  p.  MDONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther,'at  the  time  when  thelateOfficial  As- 
signee of  the  Irish  Court  of  Banloruptcy, 
Mr.  Lucius  Henry  James,  absconded, 
there  were  found  in  his  desk  deposit  re- 
ceipts for  £80,000 ;  whether  £6,000  of 
that  amount,  as  being  countersigned  by 
the  Chief  Begistrar,  could,  at  any 
moment,  be  converted  into  cash ;  whe- 
ther the  general  orders  of  the  Court 
prohibit  the  assignee  from  holding,  at 
any  time,  more  than  £250 ;  and,  if  so, 
why  this  order  was  not  enforced ;  whe- 
ther better  provision  is  now  made  for 
the  prevention  of  this  abuse ;  whether 
the  Chief  Begistrar  now  reports  to  the 
Court  any  departure  from  the  Bules ; 
and,  whether  anv  system  of  audit  now 
exists  for  the  due  verification  of  the 
£40,000  annual  expenditure  of  the  Irish 
Bankruptcy  Courts,  and  the  due  distri- 
bution of  fiie  assets  ?  

The  ATTOBNET  GENEBAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity)  said,  that  in  reply  to  the  ques- 
tion of  fact  in  the  first  three  paragraphs, 
his  answer  was  in  the  affirmative.  Up 
to  the  time  of  Mr.  James'  default,  there 
was  considerable  carelessness  in  en- 
forcing the  general  orders ;  but  he  was 
informed  that  since  then  they  had  been 
strictly  observed,  and  the  Chief  Begis- 
trar always  reported  at  once  any  de- 
parture from  the  Bules,  New  Itules 
were  under  oonsideration,  with  a  view  to 
making  the  audit  more  effective. 

DOVER  HARBOUR  BOARD-TBB 
ACCOUNTS. 

Majoe  DICKSON  (Dover)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that,  by  tlie  Act  of 
Geo,  IV.,  c.  31,  the  Dover  Harbour 
Board  is  required  to  render  Accounts 
annually  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  this  has  been  done ; 
and,  whether  there  is  any  ol^ection  to 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  'House  the 
Accounts  since  1861,  which  by  the  Act 
34  &  35  Vid.  c.  166,  the  Board  is  re- 
quired to  furnish  annually  to  Uie  Board 
of  Trade,  each  Account  to  show  tiie  date 
upon  which  it  was  received  ? 
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The  SECBETAEY  (Baron  Hbnbt 
De  Wobms)  ^Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
I  have  made  inquiry  of  the  Dover  Har- 
bour Board,  who  inform  me  that  the 
Act  of  Gm.  IY.,  referred  to  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  applies  to  passing  tolb  which 
were  ooDtinued  by  that  Acfc  and  have 
been  since  abolished,  and  that  the  exist- 
ing Board  receive  no  moneys  whatever  in 
respect  of  any  dues  which  the  Warden 
and  Assistants  of  Dover  Harbour  were 
authorized  to  levy  under  that  Act.  They 
have,  therefore,  rendered  no  Accounts  to 
Parliament.  The  Betums  of  Receipts 
of  Expenditure  of  the  present  Harbour 
Board,  who  were  first  constituted  in 
1861,  have  been  regularly  sent  to  the 
Local  Qovemment  Board  since  1871,  as 
required  by  statute,  and  are  annually 
published  in  the  Local  Taxation  Be- 
turns.  Between  1861  and  1871  they 
were  sent  to  the  Home  Office.  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  Board  of  Trade 
have  not  deemed  it  necessary,  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  Act  34  &  35  Vict,  c.  166,  to 
direct  any  particular  form  in  which  the 
Accounts  are  to  be  furnished  to  them,  as 
they  have  been  hitherto  content  with 
the  Accounts  included  in  the  Local  Taxa- 
tion Betums,  which  are  laid  before 
Parliament  and  printed  ev^y  year.  If 
my  hon.  Friend  desires  to  move  that  the 
Beturns  shall  be  printed  in  a  separate 
form  the  Board  (A  Trade  will  oner  no 
objection. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)-^ MR.  EDMOND 
DAVOttEN,  KILMALLOOK. 
M&.  FINUOANE  (Limerick,  E.)  asked 
the  Qhief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  L^and,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  Kilmallock  Board  of  Quardians, 
County  Limerick,  recently  received  no- 
tice of  the  intended  eviction  of  Mr. 
Edmond  Davoren,  Elton;  whether  this 
is  the  Mr.  Dayoren,  in  whose  interest 
Captain  Plunkett,  B.M.,  went  to  Mes- 
sieurs Mahon  and  Guiness,  land  agents, 
Dublin,  to  influence  them  to  give  a  fair 
settlement  to  their  tenant ;  whether  they 
consented  to  take  £93  in  satisfaction  of 
all  arrears ;  whether  Mr.  Davoren  con- 
sented ;  whether  the  agents  insisted  on 
Mr.  DaToren  signing  an  agreement  de- 
priving him  of  any  right  to  his  improve- 
ments; whether  the  improvements  are 
worth  over  £1,000;  and,  whether,  if  the 
eviction  should  take  place,  and  the  land- 
lord refuse  to  pay  Mr.  Davoren  the 
difiference  between  his  indebtedness,  i.#., 


£90  and  £1,000,  the  Talue  of  bis  im- 
provements, the  Oovemment  intend  to 
aid  the  landlord  in  his  threatened  ervie- 
tionP  

The  ATTOBNEY  &ES1SRAL  loi 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Hoi,mes)  (DnbKn 
University)  (who  replied)  said:  The 
Elilmallock  Board  of  Guardians  has  re- 
ceived notice  of  the  intended  eviction  of 
Edmond  Davoren.  I  am  unable  to  give 
any  information  as  to  the  matters  in- 
quired into  in  the  second,  third,  fourth, 
fifth,  and  sixth  paragraphs  of  the  Qoee- 
tion;  and  as  to  the  tenant's  improve- 
ments, he  is  entitled  under  the  extstrsg 
law  to  obtain  fun  oompensation  from  the 
landlord  for  them,  no  matter  what  Hieir 
value  may  be,  and  whether  he  is  evicted 
for  non-payment  of  rent  or  not. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  whether  he  has  oommnni- 
cated  with  Captain  Plunkett  in  reference 
to  this  matter? 

Mb.  holmes  :  No,  Sir ;  because  I 
am  aware  that  Oaptain  Plunkett  stated 
he  did  not  know  who  the  person  was. 

Me.  FINUOANE:  Is  it  a  fact  that 
Mr.  Davoren  is  entitled  to  compensation 
for  his  improvements,  seeing  that  the 
interest  in  his  farm  was  smd  by  the 
landlord  six  months  ago  in  Limerick  ? 

Mb.  HOLMES:  Any  tenant  who 
makes  improrements,  whether  be  be 
evicted  for  non-payment  of  rent  or  not, 
is  under  the  law  entitled  to  compensation 
for  those  improvements.  Of  course,  if 
he  allows  the  interest  in  his  farm  to  be 
transferred  that  is  another  matter. 

INLAND   REVENUE  — THE   "DEATH 
DUTIES  "  ON  LAND  IN  ULSTER. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether,  owing  to  the  custom  of  the 
sale  of  tenant-right  and  the  local  and 
competitive  value  of  the  rigbt  of  occupa- 
tion in  Ulster,  land  in  Ulster  is  sub- 
jected  to  more  than  double  the  amount 
of  Death  Duties  levied  out  of  land  of 
e^ual  value  elsewhere  in  tho  three 
kingdoms;  and,  whether,  in  his  finan- 
cial arrangements,  he  can  see  his  way  to 
remedy  the  grievance  alleged  to  exist  f 

The  chancellor  oFTHt  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschek)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  do  not  consider 
this  a  fair  statement  of  the  case.  The 
reference  to  land  of  equal  ralne  is  mis- 
leading.   Death  Duties  are  levied  in 
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THiAd  on  the  tenant-right  because  that 
STAlit-riglit  represents  property,  and 
iJeitth  Duties  are  levied-on  property.  If 
that  property  has  been  created  partly  by 
the  local  and  competitive  yalue  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  alludes,  it  does  not 
for  that  reason  cease  to  be  property 
which  is  fairly  assessable  with  the 
Death  Duties.  Any  property,  of  what- 
ever kind  it  may  be,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  aware,  is  subject  to  Death  Duties. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTT:  I  meant  land  of 
the  same  quality. 

Mb.  OOSCHEN  :  If  land  of  the  same 
quality  under  the  dual  ownership  in 
ulster  is  a  more  valuable  property  than 
elsewhere,  it  is  subject  to  the  Death 
Duties  on  that  increased  value  because 
it  is  an  increased  value. 

SOUTH     AMEUIGA-BRITISH    GUIANA 
AND  VENEZUELA- THE  BOUNDARY. 

Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire, Kingswinford)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether,  considering  the  increasing 
importance  of  tbe  subject,  and  the 
breach  of  diplomatic  relations  between 
this  country  and  Venezuela,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  sending  a  Commission  to 
settle  the  boundary  between  British 
Ouiana  and  Yenezuela  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.B.) :  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  every  wish  to  arrive  at  a 
settlement  of  the  boundary  question ; 
but  no  such  step  as  that  suggested  can 
be  taken  so  long  as  the  Venezuelan  Go- 
vernment maintains  the  suspension  of 
diplomatic  relations  with  this  country. 

AFRICA  (EAST   COAST)-RUMOURED 
ANNEXATION  OF  TERRITORY. 

Me.  RICHARD  (Merthyr  Tydvil) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  A^Sairs,  Whether  England  has 
recently  annexed  territory  on  the  East 
Coast  of  Africa  extending  between  Mom* 
basa  and  the  mouth  of  the  Tana  River, 
or  in  that  vicinity;  or  have  any  steps 
been  taken,  or  negotiations  entered  into, 
with  a  view  to  such  annexation  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fbegusson)  (Man- 
Chester,  N.E.):  No  such  steps  have 
been  taken,  nor  have  any  such  negotia- 
tion? beeii  entered  into.    The  territory 


mentioned  is  part  of  the  dominions  of 
the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar,  the  independ- 
ence of  which  is  reoognized  by  Great 
Britain  as  well  as  by  France  and  Ger« 
many. 

SCIENCE  AND  ART  DEPARTMENT— THE 
PATENT  MUSEUM. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  asked  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education, 
Whether  the  facilities  hitherto  afforded 
to  the  public  to  visit  the  models  and 
specifications  of  the  Patent  Museum 
have  been  materially  curtailed  since  the 
transfer  of  the  Museum  to  the  Science 
and  Art  Department;  whether  espe^ 
cially  the  specifications  have  been  re« 
moved  to  a  distance  from  the  models, 
and  must  now  be  consulted  separately ; 
whether  the  models  and  specifications  are 
now  only  open  free  to  the  public  on 
three  days  a*week»  although  for  nearly 
30  years  they  were  open  on  every  week- 
day without  charge ;  and,  whether  the 
collection,  which  used  to  be  open  till  10 
p.m.  on  three  nights  a-week  is  now 
closed  to  the  public  after  6  p.m.  at 
latest? 

ThbVICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir 
William  Habt  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dart- 
ford)  :  The  facilities  which  were  formerly 
afforded  to  the  public  to  visit  the  models 
and  specifications  of  the  Patent  Museum 
haye  been,  to  some  extent,  curtailed  since 
the  transfer  of  the  Museum  to  the  Science 
and  Art  Department.  The  models  and 
specifications  were  formerly  in  adjacent 
rooms.  The  former  have  now  been  re- 
moved to  the  galleries  on  the  west  side 
of  Exhibition  Road,  and  amalgamated 
with  the  other  Science  Collections  of  the 
Department.  There  are  at  present  no 
means  of  lighting  these  galleries  at  night, 
and  they  are  closed  at  from  4  to  6  p.m., 
according  to  the  time  of  year.  The 
specifications  have  been  kept  on  the  east 
side  of  Exhibition  Road,  and  are  placed 
in  the  Science  Library,  which  is  open 
till  10  p.m.  on  three  nights  a-week — 
namely,  Mondays,  Tuesdajrs  and  Satur- 
days, when  the  Museum  and  this  por- 
tion of  the  Library  are  open  free.  The 
models  and  specifications  are  only  open 
free  to  the  public  on  three  days  a*week. 

GEEENWICH  HOSPrTAL  FUNDS-IN- 
VESTMENTS. 
SieSAMUEL  WILSON  (Portsmouth) 
asked  the  First  liord  of  tbe  Admiralty, 
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Wlietber  the  Gbeen  wk)h  Ho^intal  Funds, 
now  in  Three  per  Cent  Annuitiee,  oan 
be  legally  inrested  in  Anstralian  Four 
per  Cent  Ooyemment  Seoaritiee ;  and, 
if  this  can  be  done,  will  be  endeavour  to 
confer  upon  the  Ghreenwich  pensioners 
the  great  advantage  of  the  large  addi- 
tional income  to  be  obtained  by  this 
means,  and  which  would  enable  the 
Admiralty  to  continue  the  payment  of 
the  Greenwich  age  pensions  to  seamen  ? 
The  FIB8T  LORD  (Lord  QEOBcnE 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  Under 
certain  conditions  the  securities  named 
in  the  question  may,  by  the  Qreenwich 
Hospital  Act  of  1865,  be  used  for  the 
investment  of  the  Hospital  funds.  The 
Admiralty  have  recently  taken  steps  for 
the  reinvestment  of  a  large  portion  of 
the  money  previously  invested  in  the 
Three  per  Cent  Annuities,  and  they  have 
been  able  during  the  last  18  months  to 
increase  the  income  of  Oreenwich  Hos- 
pital by  over  £5,000  a-year  by  such  re- 
investments. The  amount  invested  in 
the  Funds  has  been  thus  reduced  from 
£1,645,000  to  £815,000. 

ARMY— BETIREMSNT  OF  GOMMAND- 
INa  0PPI0ER8. 

General  FEASER  (Lambeth,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  in  view  of  the  decision  that 
for  an  officei:  to  command  a  regiment 
for  less  than  four  years  is  detrimental  to 
the  interests  of  the  Service,  it  is  a  fact 
that,  in  the  course  of  the  years  1887-8, 
63  Commanding  Officers  are  to  be  re- 
tired, 57  of  whom  after  two  years,  and 
six  of  whom  after  little  more  than  one 
year,  in  command;  and,  if  so,  if  he 
would  consider  the  advantage  to  the 
Service  if,  in  certain  cases,  there  should 
be  the  power  of  continuing  officers  in 
command  for  the  approved  period  of 
four  years  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend's  figures  are 
substantially  correct.  The  lieutenant 
colonels  refered  to  will  have  served  their 
full  period  of  six  years  in  the  rank,  and 
they  cannot  be  retained  longer  with  their 
battalions  without  injury  to  either  the 
second  lieutenant  colonels  or  the  senior 
majors.  ^  Officers  promoted  to  be  regi- 
mental lieutenant  colonels  from  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  year  will  not 
be  removed  from  their  commands  until 
Sir  Samuel  JFihon 
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EASTLO: 

Captain  COLOMB  (Tower  Handeti, 
Bow,  &c.)  asked  the  Seoretazy  t^  tlM» 
Board  of  Trade,  What  steps  have  beeii 
taken  to  collect  information  as  to  foveig& 
labour  in  East  London;  and,  whetkr 
he  can  give  the  Houae  any  isionnatkm 
as  to  the  approximate  aumbearotdeili* 
tute  foreign  immigrants  into  the  Uutol 
Kingdom  from  the  Continent  of  Europe 
in  each  of  the  last  five  years  re^ 
tivelyf 

Thb  SECEETAEY  (Baron  Hbhbt 
Db  Womcs)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxtelh): 
The  time  of  the  lAboar  CorreqpondsBt 
has  been  so  fully  occupied  in  impcrttBt 
and  pressing  duties  that  up  te  the  pre- 
sent the  Board  of  Trade  have  beoi  on- 
able  to  utilize  his  services  in  dealing 
with  the  special  subject  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gbntlemaa;  biit 
the  question  will  not  be  overlooked. 
With  regard  to  the  second  portioa  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's  Qoes- 
tion,  I  can  only  repeat  what  I  said  in 
answer  to  a  previous  UuestioB'-'tliat 
there  is  no  reo(»d  of  immigratioa  of 
foreigners  into  the  United  Kingdom 
which  discriminates  between  foreign 
imoiigrants  who  are  destitute  aid  tboie 
who  are  not. 

Captain  COLOMB:  Is  it  not  Ae case 
that  there  is  no  record  at  all  kept  of 
foreigners  coming  into  this  ooontiy  fran 
Europe? 

Babon  HENRY  DB  WOEB£S:  I 
think  if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
wiU  look  at  the  Betum  he  wiU  find  tbftt 
there  is  a  record ;  but  it  does  not  dii- 
tinguish  between  those  who  are  destitni^ 
and  those  who  are  not. 

ALIEN  ACTS-IMMTGRATION  OF 
DESTirUTB  ALIENS. 

Captaik  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &c.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  What  great 
States  of  the  World,  other  than  Great 
Britain,  permit  the  immig^^ation  of  ^^ 
titute  aliens  without  restriction;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  GoTernment  ii 
prevented  by  any  Treaty  bWigatioM 
from  making  such  regulations  as  shall 
put  a  stop  to  the  free  import  of  destitoto 
aliens  into  the  United  Kingdom? 
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yOsB  UNDER  SEOBETABY  or 
tfliasATE  (Sir  Jahes  Fbrousson)  (Man- 
i:ai8tery  N.  E.) :  The  Foreign  Office  are 
unable  to  state,  without  inquiry,  which 
of  the  great  States,  if  any,  permit  the 
immigration  of  aliens  without  restriction 
on  account  of  their  destitution.  The 
United  States  of  America  do  not  permit 
it.  Her  Majesty's  Govemmeot  is  pre- 
vented by  no  Treaty  obligations  from 
forbidding  the  free  immigration  of  any 
aliens,  prorided  that  they  were  em* 
I>owered  by  law  to  do  so,  which  is  not 
the  case. 

ARMY  — MEDICAL     STAFF    (INDIA)  — 

BKiaADESUROBON  WILLIAM 

GRAV1SS. 

Colonel  HXJGHE8-HALLETT 
(Itochester)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Why  Brigade-Surgeon 
William  Graves,  while  serving  on  the 
Medical  Staff  in  India,  was  passed  over 
elevMi  times  for  promotion  from  rank 
of  surgeon  major,  he  having  been  on 
sick  leave  but  on,  full  pay  at  the  time 
those  promotions  were  made,  the  said 
sick  leave  having  been  granted  to  him 
in  consequence  of  illness  contracted 
while  on  duty ;  whether  in  every  other 
respect  but  temporary  physical  unfitness 
he  was  qualified  for  promotion ;  and, 
whether,  in  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  this  officer's  promotion  may  be 
ante-dated  so  as  to  place  him  in  his 
original  position  in  the  Army  List  f 

Thb  8B0EETAET  or  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stakhofe)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  It  beinff  a  rule  of  the  Medi- 
cal  Department  wat  an  officer  cannot  be 
promoted  to  the  rank  of  bngade*surgeon 
unless  he  be  fit  physicallv  for  general 
Bervioe,  I  am  afraid  that  this  promotion 
cannot  be  ante-dated. 

WAR  OFFICE— BUfiSTINQ  OF  RIFLED 
GUN8-THB  RETURN. 

Sib  JOHN  DOEINOTON  (eiouoes- 
terehire,  Tewkesbury)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  in  reference  to 
the  Betum  just  presented  of  the  num- 
ber of  rifled  guns  that  have  burst  or 
failed.  What  proportion  of  the  31  guns 
there  mentioned  Dear  to  the  total  num- 
ber of  guns  in  the  possession  of  the 
Army  and  Navy  during  the  years  speci- 
fied in  that  Betum  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stakhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Hom- 
custle)  ;  The  number  of  guns  in  posses- 


sion of  the  Army  and  Navy  during  the 
vears  specified  is  9,322.  The  total  ratio 
borne  by  the  31  guns  that  have  failed 
in  any  way  whatever  is  about  0*3  per 
cent  of  the  whole. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACT,  1876— ASSESS- 
MENT  OF  ALLOTMENT  GARDENS. 
Sib  FREDERICK  MAPPIN  (York, 
W.R.,  Hallamshire)  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  '' allotment  gardens"  without 
any  buildings  upon  them  are  liable  to 
be  assessed  at  the  full  net  annual  value, 
or  in  the  proportion  of  one- fourth  part 
only  of  such  net  annual  value  thereof, 
as  if  they  were  arable,  meadow,  or  pas- 
ture ground  only,  or  as  market  gardens 
or  nursery  grounds? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
question  whether  an  allotment  garden 
without  any  building  is  liable  to  be  as- 
sessed to  a  general  district  rate,  under 
the  Public  Health  Act,  1875,  on  one- 
fourth  of  its  rateable  value,  depends  on 
whether  the  allotment  is  arable  land,  or 
a  market  garden  within  the  meaning  of 
that  Act.  This  is  a  question  of  law,  and 
does  also,  to  some  extent  at  least,  de- 
pend on  the  drcumstances  of  the  parti- 
cular case.  I  believe  that,  in  fact,  in 
several  districts  allotment  gardens  are 
assessed  on  the  reduced  value. 

NOBTH  SEA  LIQUOR  TRAFPIC-THB 
INTERNATIONAL  CONFERENCE. 

Sm  EDWARD  BIRKBECK  (Nor- 
folk, E.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he 
is  able  to  state  how  many  of  the  six 
Governments  represented  at  the  Inter- 
national Oonfeienoe  held  at  the  Hague 
last  June,  relative  to  the  Liquor  Traffic 
in  the  North  Sea,  have  accepted  the 
recommendations  made  at  that  Confer- 
ence ;  and,  whether  there  is  a  near 
prospect  of  a  convention  being  concluded 
on  the  subject  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferousson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  Five  of  the  six  Govern- 
ments have  accepted  the  Convention, 
and  steps  are  being  taken  to  obtain  the 
completion  of  the  Convention. 

DUCHY  OF   liANCASTER— LEASES   OF 
LAND  IN  YORKSHIRE, 
Me.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cHffe)  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
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of  Lancaster,  Whether  a  large  acreage 
of  land,  belonging  to  the  Duchy  in  the 
North  Biding  of  Yorkshire,  is  let  on 
lease  to  a  gentleman  residing  near 
Pickering,  who  sublets  a  number  of 
farms  thereon  to  various  tenants  at  a 
much  higher  rental  than  that  paid  by 
him ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  state 
the  acreage  so  held  and  when  the  lease 
relating  to  it  expires  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  DUCHY 
(Lord  John  Manners)  (Leicestershire, 
E.) :  There  is  a  Duchy  estate  in  the 
North  Biding  of  Yorkshire  of  about 
6,000  acres  in  lease  to  a  gentleman  re- 
siding near  Fickoring  for  a  term  which 
will  expire  at  Lady -Day  next.  More 
than  two-thirds  of  the  property  is  moor- 
land. The  farms  are,  I  believe,  sublet 
by  the  lessee  at  a  higher  rental  than 
that  which  he  pays ;  but,  as  a  large  fine 
was  paid  on  the  lease  81  years  ago,  I 
am  unable  to  say  whether  this  rental 
is  much  higher,  as  stated  in  the  Ques- 
tion. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— JURY 
PANEL  OF  CO.  MONAGHAN. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Lreland, 
Whether  the  Jury  Panel  of  the  County 
Monaghan  for  this  year  was  increased 
50  per  cent  over  that  of  last  year ;  whe« 
ther  this  increase  was  made  by  order  of 
any  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown,  or  by  the 
Sheriff  on  his  own  responsibility ;  why 
was  the  Panel  so  increased ;  whether  it 
is  trae  that  an  Orangeman  named 
Oirvan  was  placed  upon  trial  on  Monday 
last,  at  the  Mcmaghan  Assizes,  charged 
with  the  murder  of  a  Catholic  named 
Murphy ;  whether,  when  empanelling  a 
Jury  to  try  this  man,  the  oouns^  for 
the  Crown  ordered  every  Catholic  juror 
called  to  stand  aside,  and  had  12  Pro- 
testants,  many  of  whom  are  Orangemen, 
sworn  to  try  the  case ;  and,  whether  the 
jury  so  empanelled  promptly  acquitted 
Girvan? 

Thi  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
yersity) :  The  Jury  Panel  consisted  of 
1 50  names  at  the  last  Monaghan  Assizes, 
as  compared  with  100  in  the  summer. 
The  increase  was  not  directed  by  any 
Law  Officer;  but  I  understand  at  the 
Summer  Assizes  there  were  complaints 
on  the  part  of  the  Crown— there  repre* 
sented  by  the  late  Solicitor  General— as 
to  the  attendauce  of  jurors  being  iosuffi- 
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cient,  and  this  may  have  fiuggesied  to 
the  Sheriff  to  enlarge  the  PaneL  George 
Giryan,  a  Protestant,  was  charged  with 
the  manslaughter  of  a  Catholie  named 
Murphy  and  acquitted.  The  Crown 
Solicitor  did  not  know  the  religion  either 
of  the  jurors  empanelled  or  of  those 
directed  to  "  stand  by,''  nor  whether  any 
of  them  were  Orangemen.  He  directed 
£▼0  jurors  in  all  to  ''  stand  by,"  on  the 
sole  grounds  that  they  were  residents  in 
the  town  were  the  alleged  crime  occurred, 
and  might,  therefore,  be  affected  by 
local  prejudice.  Of  these,  he  has  since 
ascertained  that  two  were  Catholics  and 
three  Protestants.  I  may  add  that, 
haying  read  the  informations,  X  am  not 
surprised  at  the  yerdict ;  nor  does  it,  in 
my  opinion,  suggest  that  the  jury  acted 
in  any  way  improperly.  The  prose* 
cuting  counsel  were  the  ordinary  Crown 
counsel  upon  Circuit,  Mr.  Kisbey,  Q.G., 
and  Mr.  Shaw. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
I  would  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  as  he  is  not  sur- 
prised at  the  acquittal,  who  directed  the 
prosecution  ? 

Mb.  HOLMES  said,  the  prosecution 
was  directed  by  his  Predecessor ;  but  he 
miffht  add  if  tiie  depositions  had  come 
before  him  he  should  haye  directed  it 
also.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
must  be  under  yery  strange  ideas  as  re- 
gards directing  prosecutions,  if  he  snp- 
Eosed  the  Attorney  (General  confined 
imself  to  directing  prosecutions  in  cases 
where  he  believed  that  a  oonyietioB 
would  follow. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  asked  whether  it 
was  not  the  fact  that  the  Grand  Joiy 
were  largely  composed  of  Orangemen  ? 

Mb.  HOLMES  said,  the  bill  was 
found  by  the  Ghrand  Jury  long  before  he 
became  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
and  he  knew  nothing  whateyer  of  the 
circumstances.  With  regard  to  direct- 
ing jurors  to  *' stand  by,"  he  was  informed 
by  the  Crown  Solicitor  of  his  intention 
to  direct  anyjurors  resident  in  Monaghan 
to  ''standby ;"  and,  so  far  as  his  means 
and  his  knowledge  enabled  him  to  do  so, 
he  carried  that  out. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (lEELAND)— CASES 

OF  JOHN  M*NULTY  AND  OTHEBS- 

(THE  PLAN  OF  CAMPAiaN). 

Mb.  KENNEDY  (Sligo,  S.)  asked  the 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant 

of  Ireland,  Have  the  GK)Yernment  aban* 
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doned  the  proseontions  in  Oounty  Bob- 
oommon  against  John  M*Nulty,  Thomas 
Kenny,  James  Waldron,  Michael  Flana- 
gan, and  Andrew  Flanagan,  who  were 
arrested,  and  returned  for  trial  for  al- 
leged connection  with  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, in  a  house  near  Longhglynn ;  on 
what  ffrounds  the  prosecutions  haye  been 
abandoned ;  and,  will  the  Crown  in- 
demnify the  parties  mentioned  for  false 
arrest  and  illegal  imprisonment  f  The 
hon.  Qentleman  also  asked.  If  the  Go- 
vernment hare  served  notice  upon  Mr. 
Jasper  Tully»  of  The  Eo$€ommon  H$rM, 
in  whose  case  the  jury  disagreed  at  the 
last  Sli^  Assizes,  informing  him  that 
tbe  Whiteboy  prosecution  against  him 
lias  been  abandoned;  and,  if  so,  for 
what  reasons  prosecution  has  been  aban- 
doned, and  if  the  Crown  will  allow  costs 
he  incurred  in  defending  himself? 

Tm  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said:  I  hare 
directed  that  the  prosecutions  referred 
to  in  these  Questions  should  not  be  fur- 
ther proceeded  with.  I  have  done  so  in 
exercise  of  the  discretion  vested  in  me, 
and  after  full  consideration  of  the  cir- 
cumstances ;  but  I  decline  to  discuss,  in 
answer  to  a  Question,  the  grounds  on 
which  I  arrived  at  this  decision.  1  deny 
that  there  was  either  false  arrest  or 
illegal  imprisonment ;  and  it  is  not  the 
intention  of  the  Crown  to  make  any  pay- 
ment to  the  defendants. 

POOB  LAW— EMIGRATION  OF  OHIL- 
DREN  TO  CANADA. 

Mb.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster^  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether  any 
emigration  of  children  from  the  Poor 
liaw  .unions  is  taking  place  at  pre- 
sent ;  whether  the  alleged  difficulties  of 
inspection  have  been  overcome;  and, 
whether  the  attention  of  the  Board  has 
been  drawn  to  a  Beport  of  the  Privy 
Council  of  Canada,  dated  27th  March, 
18B6,  alluded  to  by  the  Marquess  of 
Liome  at  an  Emigration  Conference 
lield  at  the  Coloniu  Exhibition  on  the 
25th  June  last  year,  in  which  Beport  it 
is  stated  that  the  Canadian  Qovemment 
desire  to  make  the  inspection  of  these 
children  a  real  one  if  proper  imd  soffit 
oient  information  were  afforded  ? 

Thb  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Eitohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  have 
recently  received  a  despatch  itom  the 
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Governor  General  of  Canada  forwarding 
a  Report  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture, 
with  which  were  enclosed  Reports  by 
Immigration  Agents  on  inspections  made 
by  them  of  348  orphan  and  deserted 
children  who  had  been  sent  out  to  Canada 
by  Boards  of  Guardians  in  this  country. 
These  Reports  are  generally  satisfac- 
tory ;  and  the  Local  Government  Board 
are  now  assenting  to  proposals  for  the 
emigration  of  pauper  cmldren  to  Canada, 

OHARITT  00MMIS8I0NEBS— BDUOA. 
TION  SCHEMES. 

Mr.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster)  asked  the  Yice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education, 
Whether,  before  any  scheme  drawn  up 
by  the  Charity  Commissioners  has  re- 
ceived the  approval  of  the  Education 
Department,  it  is  possible  for  the  Bene- 
ficiaries under  sudi  scheme  or  charity  to 
make  representations  to  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners with  respect  to  such  scheme, 
with  a  view  of  inducing  the  Commis- 
sioners to  modify  the  scheme  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford)  :  On 
the  assumption  that  the  Question  refers 
to  schemes  prepared  by  the  Charity 
Commissioners  under  the  authority  of 
the  Endowed  Schools  Acts,  1869,  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Commissioners,  under 
the  provisions  of  Section  33  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  to  cause 
the  draft  of  a  scheme,  or  a  proper 
abstract  of  it,  to  be  published  and 
circulated,  in  order  that  information 
may  be  given  to  all  persons  interested ; 
and  under  the  provisions  of  Section  34 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  1 869,  as  amended 
by  Section  12,  Endowed  Schools  Act, 
1873,  before  submitting  a  scheme  to  the 
Education  Department  for  approval,  they 
are  bound  to  receive,  for  a  period  of  two 
months,  any  objections  or  suggestions 
inade  to  them  in  writing  respecting  such 
scheme,  whether  from  beneficiaries  or 
others ;  and  under  the  provision  of  Sec- 
tion 36  of  the  first-named  Act  to  con- 
sider such  objections  or  suggestions. 
This  procedure  is  invariably  followed  by 
the  Commissioners  in  the  case  of  every 
such  scheme. 

In  further  reply  to  Mr.  Rankik, 

Sm  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  said, 
he  believed  the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  district  were  always  considered  in . 
£raming  schemes. 
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INLAND  EBVKNUE— INCOME  TAX— AL« 
LOWANCE  TO  COLUERY  PROPRIE- 
TORS. 

Mb.  BBOOKE  ROBINSON  (Dudley) 
asked  Mr.  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  he  will  take  into  oonsideratioii 
the  jastiee  of  aUowing  collierj  pro- 
prietors to  reeeive  the  same  dedaotion  in 
their  Income  Tax,  in  respect  of  the  de- 
preciation of  their  minerals,  tiiat  is  now 
allowed  by  the  provisions  of  ''The 
Customs  and  Inland  Eevenne  Act, 
1878,"  to  manufaotardrs  and  others  in 
respect  of  the  depreciation  in  thmr 
machinery? 

TheCHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr,  Goschbk)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  The  Question  of 
granting  allowance  for  the  depreciation 
of  minerals  is  one  which  cannot  be  con- 
sidered apart  from  that  of  all  other 
property  in  which  capital  value  is  di- 
minishing, such  as  leaseholds,  termin- 
able annuities,  quarries,  &c.  The 
origiual  Income  Tax  Act  of  1842, 
Section  159,  was  framed  on  the  as- 
sumption that  no  allowance  should  be 
made  on  account  of  diminution  of 
capital.  It  is  true  that  this  principle 
has  been  so  far  relaxed  as  to  allow  de- 
preciation on  machinery  or  plant  (41 
Fiet  0.  15,  s.  12) ;  but  then  this  was  a 
concession  in  favour  of  concerns  in  the 
nature  of  trade  and  manufacture,  where- 
as to  give  the  like  coucession  to  mines 
would  be  to  extend  it  to  property ;  and,  if 
given,  the  occupiers  must  necessarily  go 
further,  and  embrace  an  allowance  for 
repairs  under  Schedule  A.  In  short, 
the  noint  could  not  be  conceded  without 
involving  an  entire  reconstruction  of  the 
Income  Tax  Acts—a  change  which  has 
been  considered  by  two  Select  Oommittees 
of  the  House,  and  in  both  oases  found 
impracticable. 

ARMY— PROMOTION  OP  STAFF  PAY- 
MASTERS. 
Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
bom)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  staff 
paymasters  holding  the  rank  of  Major 
for  five  years  are  debarred  from  promo- 
tion to  the  rank  of  lieutenant  colonel, 
such  as  is  given  to  officers  of  the  same 
rank  and  service  in  the  Ordnance  Store 
Department  and  Commissariat  and 
Transport  Corps,  and  that  this  hardship 
is  all  the  ^eater  because  a  step  of  rank 


on  retirement  will  no  longer  be  given 
after  the  91st  December  in  the  present 
year? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcaide}: 
It  is  impossible,  within  the  Hmita  of  an 
answer  to  a  Question,  to  enter  into  a 
comparison  of  the  maimer  in  winch 
various  Bules  affect  different  Deport- 
ments, the  oonditioBS  of  whoee  serriee 
are  by  no  means  similar.  I  would,  how- 
ever remind  my  hon.  and  gallant  Frigid 
that  the  Begulations  embodied  in  the 
New  Warrant  were  arrived  at  after  the 
most  careful  and  exhaustive  oonsideca- 
tion,  lastinff  over  a  period  of  some 
months;  and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
advisable  to  alter,  in  any  important  par- 
ticular, decisions  thus  arrived  at,  within 
three  months  of  their  publioadcm,  ^ex- 
cept in  very  special  circumstanoee.  Bat 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  will  vnder- 
stand  that  I  have  not  yet  had  time  per- 
sonally to  consider  the  subject  from  all 
points  of  view. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  QUEEN'S  JUBILEE 
CELEBRATION— LETTER  CARRIERS. 
Majob  boss  (Maidstone)  asked  the 
Postmaster  (General,  Whetlier,  in  con- 
sideration  of  the  Jubilee  year,  he  will 
grant  additional  stripes  to  those  letter 
carriers  who  have  served  beyond  tiie 
term  for  which  such  stripes  are  now 
ffiven,  the  additional  stripes  to  carry  no 
increase  of  pay ;  and,  whether  any  pro- 
portionate increase  has  been  made  in  the 
first  class  letter  carriers,  consequent  on 
the  larger  number  of  letter  carriers  now 
employed ;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  Trea- 
sury have  refused  to  make  a  larger  grant 
of  money  to  enable  such  increase  to  be 
made? 

Thb  P08TMA8TEE  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baiebs)  (Oambridge  University):  Li 
reply  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  I 
have  to  state  that  it  appears  to  me 
extremely  doubtful  whether  ad£tional 
good  conduct  stripes,  carrying  no  addi- 
tionalpay,  would  be  valued.  In  1882, 
Mr.  Fawcett  proposed  that  the  good 
conduct  stripes  should  be  unlimited  in 
number,  so  that  every  postman,  if  only 
he  had  conducted  himself  well,  mig^t 
receive  one,  two,  or  three  stripes  as  soon 
as  he  had  served  the  prescribed  periods. 
To  this,  however,  the  Treasury  refused 
to  assent.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  a  m- 
tem  has  already  come  into  operation 
under  whieh^  where  the  number  of  post- 
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men  has  beea  increased,  the  number  of 
good  conduct  stripes  is  brought  up  to  the 
Bame  proportion. 

CENTRAL  ASIA  —  RUSSIAN  RAILWAY 
BY  THE  CASPIAN  SEA; 

Mb.  HENNIKBR  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  the  Tinder  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is 
true,  as  stated  in  The  St.  James' %  Oautte 
of  the  4th  instant,  that  a  railway  has 
been  oonstructed  by  the  Russian  Go- 
v^wmment  from  the  eastern  shore  of  the 
Caspian  Sea  to  Charjui,  on  the  Oxus  ; 
tbat  the  line  of  the  said  railway  ap- 
pioaohea  to  within  20  miles  of  Sarakhs, 
on  the  Russian- Afghan  Frontier;  and 
that,  at  this  point,  a  great  massing  of 
Hussian  troops  has  already  taken  place  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Fbroxtssok)  (Man- 
Chester,  N,E.):  Her  Majesty's  GK>vem- 
mant  are  aware  that  a  railway  has  been 
constructed,  as  stated,  but  it  does  not 
come  within  60  miles  of  Sarakhs.  They 
have  no  reason  to  belieye  that  Russian 
troops  have  been  massed  in  that  region. 

POST43PFI0E— TELEGRAPH  INSPEC- 
TORSmP  AT  LIVERPOOL. 

Mb.  BRADLATJGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether, 
ia  the  promotion  to  a  vacant  Telegraph 
Inspectorship  at  Liverpool,  two  quadified 
candidates,  one  a  superintending  engi- 
neer's senior  derk  of  20  years'  standing;, 
theoretically  and  practically  eminently 
fitted,  the  other  a  second  class  engineer- 
ing clerk  with  15  years'  service  in  the 
T^egraph  and  Engineering  Depart- 
ment, and  holding  first  class  science  cer- 
tificates for  telegpraphy,  magnetism,  and 
electricitv,  are  to  be  passed  over  in 
favour  of  a  young  man  who  entered  the 
Post  Office  Engineering  Department 
nine  months  ago  as  temporary  foreman 
labourer,  and  who  has  just  been  gazetted 
without  examination  as  ''a  skilled  tele- 
g^raphist; "  and,  whether  this  is  in  ac« 
cordanoe  with  the  ordinary  practice  of 
the  Department  regulating  such  promo- 
tions? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
CMr.  Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  the  promotion  to  which  he 
refers  has  not  taken  place;  but,  on  a 
recommendation  reaching  me  on  the 
subject,   I  will  give  careful   consider- 
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ation  to  the  claims  of  any  officers  who 
may  be  concerned. 

LUNACY  LAWS^ALLEQED   CONFINE* 
MENT  OF  A  SANE  WOMAN. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment  Board,  If  he  has  made  inquiries 
regarding  the  alleged  confin^nent,  for 
several  years,  of  a  woman  stated  to  be 
of  sound  mind,  and  now  an  inmate  of 
the  Paddington  Workhouse,  in  the 
Asylum  at  Darenth;  and,  what  is  the 
result? 

Thk  president  (Mr.  Rhxjhib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  have 
made  inquiry  respecting  the  case  of  the 
woman  referred  to,  who  was  for  a  con* 
eiderable  time  an  inmate  of  the  asylum 
of  the  Managers  of  the  Metropolitan 
Asylum  District  at  Darenth.  This 
asylum  is  intended  for  the  reception  of 
imbecile  persons  of  the  harmless  and 
chronic  class,  who  do  not  require  treat- 
ment in  a  lunatic  asylum,  and  who  may 
lawfully  be  retained  in  a  workhouse. 
The  woman  was  first  received  in  May, 
1880,  from  the  parish  of  St.  Panoras,  on 
a  certificate  of  the  medical  officer  of  the 
St.  Pancras  Workhouse.  After  two 
months'  residence  in  the  asylum  she  im- 
proved, becoming  quieter  and  less  ex- 
cited in  her  manner,  and  she  was  dis- 
charged at  her  own  wish.  After  an 
absence  of  about  eight  months  she  was 
again  admitted  on  an  order  of  the  Pad- 
dington Board  of  Guardians  with  a  cer- 
tificate of  the  medical  officer  of  the  Pad- 
dington Workhouse  to  the  effect  that 
she  was  under  strong  delusions.  She 
had  been  brought  to  the  Paddington 
Workhouse  by  the  police,  who  had  found 
her  in  a  field  adjacent  to  Kensal  Green 
Cemetery,  where  she  had  been  wander- 
ing all  night,  and  she  was  soaked  in  mud 
from  head  to  foot.  She  subsequently 
improved,  and  the  medical  officer  of  the 
asylum  states  that  if  any  friends  could 
have  given  satisfactory  assurances  of 
their  desire  and  their  means  to  take 
charge  of  her  under  proper  supervision 
and  control,  he  would  not  have  hesitated 
to  discharge  her  from  the  asylum.  No 
friends  appeared  to  be  willing  to  aid 
her ;  and  having  regard  to  all  the  issues 
and  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  to  the 
age  of  the  woman,  he  deemed  it  desirable 
thatsheshould  be  retained  in  the  asylum. 
The  Guardians  of  Paddington  have  now 
undertaken  the  responsibility  of  looking 
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after  tbe  woman,  aad  she  has  been  re* 
moTsd  from  the  asyluiQ. 

THE  QUEEN'S  JUBILEE  CELEBRATION 
—A  EEVIEW. 

Sir  HBNEY  FLETCHER  (Sussex, 
Lewes)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  the  Military  Authorities 
hare,  as  yet,  deoided  on  holding  a 
Beriew,  to  celebrate  Her  Mtne^'s 
Jubilee ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Yolun* 
teer  Forces  will  be  allowed  to  take  part 
in  it? 

The  SEOEETARTof  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle) : 
A  Review  to  celebrate  Her  Majesty's 
Jubilee  will  be  held  at  Aldershot,  and 
the  Volunteer  Forces  will  have  oppor- 
tunity g^ven  them  to  take  part  in  it. 

CrVIL  SERYICE  ESTIMATES,  1887-8  — 
FEES  TO  LAW  OFFICERS  OF  THE 
CROWN. 

Mb.  p.  STANHOPE  (Wednesbury) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  he  will  cause  a  Return  to  be 
placed  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
showing  what  sum  has  been  estimated 
and  included  by  the  Treasury  in  the 
Oivil  Service  Estimates  of  1887-8,  for 
the  payment  of  fees  upon  briefs  for  con- 
tentious business  to  Law  Officers  of  the 
Grown  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land, over  and  above  the  official  salaries 
provided  for  in  these  Estimates  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied^  said :  It  is  difficult  to  state  pre- 
cisely tne  sum  which  has  been  included 
in  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  for  fees  on. 
contentious  business  to  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  in  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland  over  and  above  official  salaries. 
The  sums  are  included  under  the  items 
of  Law  Charges  in  various  Estimates, 
and  are  based  upon  the  average  of  pre- 
ceding years  modified  by  the  most  recent 
experience.  Perhaps  it  will  best  answer 
the  hon.  Member's  purpose  if  I  tell  him 
the  average  amounts  paid  to  each  officer 
in  the  three  years,  1883*4  to  1885-6,  as 
shown  by  the  Appropriation  Account. 
The  figures  are  as  follows:— The  At- 
torney Qeneral,  £3,010;  the  Solicitor 
General,  £2,018;  the  Lord  Advocate, 
£349 ;  the  Solicitor  General  for  Scot- 
land,  £180;  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  £4,717;  the  Solicitor  Qeneral 
for  Ireland,  £2,566.    I  may  point  out 
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that  the  new  scale  of  salary  for  ibelzisk 
Law  Officers,  covering  non-contentioas 
business,  came  into  operation  with  die 
current  financial  year,  and  under  the 
new  arrangement  the  fees  received  by 
them  will,  be  largely  reduced.  The  esti- 
mate for  the  ensuing  year  makes  provi- 
sion for  £2,000  only. 

ARMY— COMMISSIONS— STANDAKD  OF 
VISUAL  ACUTENESS. 

Sib  GUYEB  HUNTER  (Haekoey, 
Central)  asked  the  Seoretaiy  oi  State  for 
War,  Whether  any  objections  exist  to  a 
standard  of  Tisual  aouteness  being  laid 
down  for  candidates  for  Commissions  ia 
the  Army,  on  the  lines  sanctioned  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  for  candi- 
dates for  appointments  ia  India  ? 

Thb SEOBETABY of  STATE (Mr.E 
Stanhope)  (lincolnshirey  Homesslie): 
Regulations  have  been  recently  laid 
down,  after  Texy  careM  eonsideratkn, 
for  testing  the  sight  of  candidates  for 
Oommiseions ;  and  it  is  not,  therefore, 
thought  necessary  to  adopt  the  system 
to  which  my  hon.  Friend  xefers. 

EDUCATION  DBPAKTMBNT— THB 
FORTHCpMINaCODE,ABTIOLBB  114,109. 

Mb.  EENYON  (Denbigh,  d:c.)  asked 
the  Tice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  Whether  it  is 
intended  in  the  forthcoming  Code  to  pro- 
vide any  remedies  for  the  grievances 
complained  of  by  school  teachers  and 
managersi  more  especially  as  regards 
the  following  points—namely :  article 
114,  which  limits  the  Government  grant 
to  I7f.  6i^.  a  heady  and  wluch  has 
recently  been  more  stringently  applied 
than  formerly ;  article  109  (Eules  X1I« 
— ^XVn.),  which,  in  the  opinion  of 
many  managers,  are  killing  the  teaching 
of  drawing ;  and  the  regulations  as  to 
the  allowance  of  grant  to  aoholars  in 
Standard  YII,;  and,  when  the  Code 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir 
William   Haht   Dykb   (Kent,    Dart- 
ford)  :    The  Code  will,  I  vn  informed, . 
be  in  circulation  to-morroWHF^^^  ^'3 
hon.  Friend  will  see  that  the  wmsnts 
for  drawing  have  been  placed  uier  the 
control  of  the  Science  and  Art  DUg^ 
mentt  and  will,  in  consequence,  be^ 
tirely  unaffected  by,  and  outaide   i} 
operation  of,  the  17*.  6rf.  limits 
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niite,  embodjing  the  new  Refi^ulationR, 
wMch  have  not  underg<one  much  change, 
has  bden  drawn  np  and  was  laid  on  the 
Table  this  afternoon. 

POST  OFFICE  C0NTRA0T8-C0NYEY- 
ANCE  BETWEEN  MULLINGAR  AKD 
BALLYMAHON. 

Mb.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  the 
tenders  invited  and  received  by  the  Gb- 
Temment  last  January  for  the  convey- 
ance of  the  mails  between  Mnllingar  and 
Ballymahon  have  as  yet  been  considered ; 
and,  if  so,  when  will  the  contractor  be 
declared ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Department  to  accede  to  the 
wishes  of  the  people  of  the  district  by 
establishing  a  day  mail  service  between 
Mnllingar  and  fiallymahon,  as  under 
the  existing  system  the  letters  arriving 
by  the  English  mail  at  Mnllingar  for 
Ballymahon  at  9  a.m.  are  detained  there 
until  next  morning  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAX(Mr. 
Raikbs)  (Cambridge  University) :  The 
first  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  no 
doubt  refers  to  the  night  mail  car  be- 
tween Mnllingar  and  Ballymahon.  A 
tender  for  this  service  has  just  been  ac- 
cepted. In  regard  to  the  second  ques- 
tion, which  inquires  whether  a  day  mail 
service  can  be  established  between  Mnl- 
lingar and  Ballymahon,  I  find  that  the 
circumstances  have  not  altered  since  last 
summer,  when  the  hon.  Member  was 
informed,  with  regret,  that  a  day  mail 
could  not  be  established  without  incur- 
ring far  greater  expense  than  the  cir- 
cumstances would  warrant. 

IMPERIAL  AND  COLONIAL  GOVERN- 
MENTS —  THE  CONFERENCE  IN 
LONDON. 

Mb.  0.  V.  MOEGAN  (Battersea) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Oolonies,  How  many  Colonial  Gt)vem- 
xnentswill  be  represented  at  the  Oon- 
ference  summoned  by  the  Government 
to  meet  in  London  in  April;  whether 
any  distinction  has  been  made  between 
8^- governing  and  Crown  Colonies ;  who 
win  be  the  Eepresentatives  of  the  Im- 
perial Government  at  the  Conference; 
where  the  Conference  will  take  place, 
and  how  long  it  is  expected  to  continue  ; 
and,  whether  the  House  can  be  informed 
what  are  the  subjects  to  be  put  forward 
for  discussion? 


The  8ECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  (Hampstead):  All 
the  Colonies  under  responsible  Govern- 
ment— i.e.f  Canada,  the  Austndasian 
Colonies,  the  Cape,  and  Newfoundland, 
and  also  the  Colony  of  Natal — will  be 
represented.  About  24  or  25  Eepresen- 
tatives are  expected.  The  Crown  Colo- 
nies will  not  be  specially  represented, 
unless  in  any  case  a  question  should 
arise  in  reference  to  which  any  person 
from  the  Colony  happening  to  be  in  Eng- 
land could  give  useful  information.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  or,  in 
his  absence,  the  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary,  will  preside  at  its  sittings. 
Other  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment or  Departmental  Officers  will 
attend  if  the  subject  under  discussion 
renders  their  attendance  desirable.  The 
sittings  of  the  Conference  will  be  held  at 
the  Colonial  Office.  Most  of  the  Colonial 
Eepresentatives  must  return  at  an  early 
date  for  the  Sessions  of  their  Parlia- 
ments, so  that  the  Conference  cannot 
continue  for  more  than  a  very  few  weeks. 
The  subjects  proposed  for  consideration 
in  Mr.  Stanhope's  Despatch  inviting  the 
Conference  are— (1)  Defence,  (2)  postal 
and  telegraphic  communications,  (3)  any 
other  important  question  which,  in  the 
general  opinion  of  the  Colonial  Govern- 
ments, may  properly  and  usefully  be 
brought  under  consideration.  Pohtical 
federation  is  expressly  excluded  from 
discussion  at  the  Conference. 

ARMY    (INDIA) -MADRAS- ARMY 
CLOTHING  CONTRACTS. 

Mb.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  asked  the  Under  Secretarv  of 
State  for  India,  if  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  the  Government 
contract  in  Madras,  for  the  supply  of 
goods  to  the  Army  Clothing  Department 
for  the  year  1888-9,  included  the  follow- 
ing items: — Cotton,  grey,  36  inches 
wide,  86,778  yards;  cotton,  white,  OE, 
1,964  yards;  braid,  tubular,  worsted, 
white,  10,219  yards ;  cord,  royal, worsted, 
yellow,  6, 167 yards;  lace,  worsted,  scar- 
let, i  inch,  7,000  yards ;  tape,  stay,  29, 883 
yards ;  drill,  Kakee  (or  dyed  cottons), 
350,000  yards;  lace,  worsted,  white, 
^  inch,  12,090  yards;  tape,  worsted, 
scarlet,  J  inch,  75,862  yards;  serge, 
blue,  48,805  yards;  serge,  red,  33,299 
yards;  serge,  scarlet,  1,806 yards;  and, 
were  the  c<^nditions  of  the  contract  such 
as   to   prohibit   the   manufactures    of 
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Lancaahire  and  Yorkshire  from  oompeti- 
lion ;  and,  if  bo,  on  what  principle  did 
the  Department  obtain  its  supplies,  of 
high  quality,  and  on  terms  most  eoono* 
mical  for  the  Qoyemment  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Ookst)  (Chatham) : 
I  can  add  nothing  to  the  statement  I 
made  on  this  subject  last  week.  The 
rule  of  the  service  is  fair  competition 
between  articles  of  Indian  and  European 
manufacture,  and  the  Secretary  of  State 
will  see  this  rule  effectiyely  carried  out. 
The  Secretary  of  State  has,  as  I  stated 
last  week,  already  taken  steps  to  inquire 
into  the  aJlegations  of  the  hon.  Member 
with  reference  to  the  order  of  stores  in 
Madras* 

LITERATURE,  SCIENOE,  AND  ART- 
THE  CHALLONER  SMITH  COLLEC- 
TION OF  MEZZOTINT  ENGRAVINGS. 

Mb.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath,  8.) 
(for  Sir  Thoicas  Esjconde)  (Dublin  Co., 
S.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
If  the  Treasury  will  re-consider  their 
refusal  to  purchase  the  Challoner  Smitili 
Collection  of  mezzotint  engravings,  to  be 
sold  on  the  21  St  March  and  the  follow- 
ing days,  by  Messieurs  Sotheby,  Wilkin- 
son, and  Hodge,  for  the  Irish  National 
Gallery;  and,  if  they  will  consent  to 
purchase  a  portion  of  the  Collection,  if 
they  cannot  see  their  way  to  granting 
the  £10,000  to  purchase  the  whole  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  I  am  afraid  that  I  cannot 
hold  out  any  hope  that  the  Treasury  will 
be  able  to  make  a  grant  for  the  purchase 
of  the  whole  or  of  any  part  of  Mr.  Chal- 
loner Smith's  Collection  of  mezzotint  en- 
gravings. 

ADMIRALTY  (KINGSTOWN)— THE 
GUARDSHIP  "BELLEISLE." 

Me.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath,  S.) 
(for  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde)  (Dublin  Co., 
O.J  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, If  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Admi- 
ralty to  leave  the  important  naval  station 
of  £[ing8town  without  a  g^ardsbip  for 
long ;  and,  whether  any  other  ship  will 
be  sent  there  in  place  of  the  BelleUle  ? 

Thb  FIEST  liOED  (Lord  Geokgk 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  It  is 
not  intended  to  send  another  ship  to 
Kingstown  during  the  absence  of  the 
Belleish,  which  will  probably  be  for 
Mr,  Moyh 


four  months,  the  time  occupied  in  the 
annual  refit  and  soouner  crane. 

THB  MAGISTBACY  (EKGLAKD  AHD 
WALES)  —  THB  MAGISTRACY  OP 
FUliTBHIRB. 

Mb.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath,  &) 
(for  Sir  Thomas  Esmc^tde)  (Dablin,  Oo., 
8.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  it  is  a  fact  that 
75  per  cent  of  tfie  inhabitants  of  Rint- 
shire  are  Nonconformists ;  if  it  is  a  £u:t 
that  there  is  not  a  single  Dissenter 
among  the  County  Magistrates ;  if  there 
are  no  Nonconformii^B  in  the  coonty 

Sualified  to  fill  the  poeition'of  Coim^ 
[agistrate ;  and,  if  there  are,  what  is 
the  reason  of  the  present  state  of  dungs? 
Thb  SEOKETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbws^  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  that  ne  was  not  aware  that  75  per 
cent  of  the  inhabitants  of  Flintshire  were 
Nonconformists;  and  that  there  was  not 
a  single  Dissenter  among  the  County 
Magistrates.  The  practice  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  been  to  rely  on  the  Lords 
Lieutenant  of  countiee  to  recommend 
proper  persons  for  appointment  as 
County  Magistrates.  He  assumed  that 
the  appointments  in  Flintshire  had  been 
in  accordance  with  that  practice ;  and  it 
was,  undoubtedly,  desirable  that  ^e 
recommendations  of  the  Lord  Ii«i- 
tenant  should  be  based  on  the  qnafifi- 
cations  of  individuals,  withoitt  regard 
to  their  religious  belief. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— COAL 
MINES  REGULATION  BILL. 

Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Departmrait,  Whether  the  Coal 
Mines  Regulation  Bill  will  be  delivered 
in  sufficient  time  to  give  Members  of 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  consid- 
ering it  before  the  second  reading  is 
moved;    and,   whether  he  intends    to 

Srooeed  with  the    seeond   reading  on 
[onday  next,  when  the  Bill  is  the  fiirt 
Order  on  the  Paper  ? 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbws)  (Birmingham,  £.)  in  reply, 
said,  that  it  was  not  his  intention  to 
proceed  with  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill  on  Monday  next.  He  hoped  that 
it  would  be  printed  and  distributed  next 
week.  He  would  take  care  that  there 
was  ample  opportunify  of  considering  it 
before  the  second  reading. 
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QDEEN'S  PLATES  (IRELAND). 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  asked 
tlie  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  How  many  Queen's 
Plates  are  this  year  allotted  to  the  Pro- 
Tince  of  Connanght;  who  names  the 
places  at  which  Queen's  Plates  are  run ; 
and,  who  advises  as  to  where  these 
Queen's  Plates  should  be  allotted  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dablin  Uni. 
▼ersity)  (who  replied)  said :  One  Queen's 
Plate  is  allotted  to  the  Province  of  Con* 
naught.  The  Master  of  the  Horse  to  Her 
Majesty  names  the  places  and  allots  the 
Plates,  acting  as  regards  Ireland,  I  be- 
lieve, on  the  advice  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSIONERS-EX- 
AMINATIONS FOR  CLERK  OF  WORKS 
UNDER  THE  BOARD  OF  WORKS. 
8iB  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  6.)  asked  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works,  What  are  the  reasons  for  the 
existing  disqualification  of  candidates 
desirous  of  attending  the  examinations 
held  in  London  by  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners  for  the  post  of  Clerk  of 
Works  under  the  Board  of  Works,  who 
hare  been  trained  in  Scotland  and  in 
Ireland ;  and,  whether  similar  facilities 
-will  be  afforded  Irish  and  Scotch  candi- 
dates as  at  present  to  English  ? 

Tbe  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Pltjnkbt)  f  Dublin  University),  in  reply, 
said,  he  believed  it  was  a  fact  that  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners  required 
that  candidates  for  clerkships  of  works 
in  England  should  have  haa  experience 
in  En^^land.  and  that  candidates  for 
clerkships  oi  works  in  Scotland  should 
have  had  experience  in  Scotland.  The 
hon.  Baronet  was,  no  doubt,  aware  that 
the  Irish  clerks  of  works  were  under  a 
different  Department.  Ue  would  in- 
quire further  into  the  subject,  and 
ascertain  what  the  reasons  for  these 
regulations  were. 

MOZAMBIQUE-PROTECTION  OP  BRI- 
TISH  SUBJECTS  —  H.MJ3.  «*  REIN- 
DEER." 

Mb.  a.  E.  pease  (York)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  H.M.S.  Reindeer  has 
been  despatched  from  Zanzibar  to  the 
Portuguese  Dominions  at  Mozambique, 
for  the  protection  of  British  subjects 
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there  who  are  suffering  from  the  Native 
rising  against  the  Portuguese  authority, 
consequent  on  the  withdrawal  of  Portu- 
guese ships  and  troops;  whether  the 
Reindeer  passed  such  ships  and  troops 
at  Tunghi  Bay,  on  her  way  down  the 
Coast ;  and,  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
these  Forces  had,  a  few  days  previously, 
attacked  and  bombarded  property  be- 
longing to  Her  Majesty's  British  or 
Indian  subjects,  who,  in  common  with 
the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar,  had  put  faith 
in  the  Declaration  of  Great  Britain, 
France,  and  Germany,  that  the  Terri- 
tory on  which  they  were  settled  was 
part  of  the  Dominions  of  the  Sultan  of 
Zanzibar  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  rSir  James  Fergxtsson)  (Man- 
Chester,  N.E.) :  Her  Mcgesty's  ship 
Reindeer  was  sent  from  Zanzibar  to 
Mozambique,  in  case  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  there  requiring  protection ;  but 
some  of  the  Portuguese  ships  have  now 
returned  to  Mozambique  nrom  Tunghi 
Bay,  and  the  British  Consul  belieyes 
that  the  rising  had  been  suppressed. 
The  commander  of  the  Reindeer  did  not 
report  having  passed  any  Portuguese 
ships.  It  is  a  fact  that  the  Portuguese 
forces  have  captured  the  Sultan's  posts 
on  Tunghi  Bay.  It  is  not  known  whe- 
ther the  Britidi  Indian  subjects  who 
reside  there  suffered.  Those  retjtdents 
could  certainly  not  hare  established 
themselves  there  on  the  faith  of  the 
recent  recognition  of  the  Sultan's  posses- 
sion of  that  territory,  for  it  could  not 
have  been  known  to  them*  and  they 
were  there  previously  to  the  visit  of  the 
Commissioners. 

AFRICA    (WEST  COAST) —  MR.    H.     H. 

JOHNSTON,    HER   MAJESTY'S    VICE 

CONSUL. 

Mb.  a.  E.  pease  (York)  aaked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  H.M.S.  Rifleman  has 
been  sent  to  the  Bio  del  Bey  to  try 
and  obtain  the  release  of  Mr.  H.  H. 
Johnston,  Her  Britannic  Majesty's  Yice 
Consul  for  the  territories  under  the 
Protectorate  of  Germany  in  the  district 
of  tbe  Cameroons ;  and,  whether  Mr. 
Johnston's  seizure  took  ^ace  within  the 
territory  of  the  German  Protectorate  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febgusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  (Consul  Hewitt  has  pro- 
ceeded on  board  a  man-of-war  to  the 
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Eio  del  Bey ;  but  it  is  very  uncertain 
what  has  befallen  Mr.  Johnston. 

GAME  LAWS-  SALE  OF  A  HARE  WITH- 
OUT LICENCE. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  If  it  is  true  that  a  green- 
ffrocer  was  recently  fined  at  Liverpool 
for  selling  a  hare  without  a  licence ;  that 
the  hare  bad  been  sent  to  him  as  a 
Christmas  present,  for  his  Christmas 
dinner;  and  that  a  detective,  wbo  in 
vain  tried  to  persuade  him  to  sell, 
succeeded,  by  sending  a  confederate  dis- 
guised as  a  poor  working  man  wbo 
wanted  to  buv  a  bare  cheap  for  bis  sick 
wife ;  and,  wnetber  be  will  recommend 
that  the  fine  be  remitted  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  informed  that  tbere  bad 
been  no  allegation  that  the  bare  was 
sent  to  tbe  man  as  a  Cbristmas  present. 
The  greengrocer  had  been  cautioned 
not  to  sell  it  under  any  pretext.  Any 
recommendation  from  the  magistrates 
wbo  beard  the  case,  either  for  a  miti- 
gation or  remission  of  the  fine,  would  be 
nivourably  considered.    * 

WAB  OFFIOB-THE  SUPERINTENDENT 
OF  THE  ROYAL  SMALL  ARMS  FAG- 
TORY,  ENFIELD  LOOK. 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther tbere  is  any  foundation  for  the 
report  furnished  by  tbe  Exchange  Tele- 
erapb  Company — namely,  that  Colonel 
Arbuthnot,  Superintendent  of  the  Royal 
Small  Arms  Factory,  Enfield  Lock,  will 
be  replaced  at  the  end  of  the  month  bv 
Colonel  King-Harman,  M.P.  ;  and, 
whether  Colonel  King-Harman,  M.P., 
has  any  other  qualifications  than  that 
be  was  many  years  ago  a  lieutenant  in 
the  60th  Rifles,  and  now  holds  tbe 
honorary  rank  of  Colonel  in  a  Militia 
Regiment  in  Ireland  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stakhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
No,  Sir ;  tbere  is  no  foundation  for  tbe 
report,  which  I  should  have  thought  no 
one  would  have  considered  serious.  No 
appointment  whatever  will  be  made  to 
the  post  about  to  be  vacated  by  Colonel 
Arbuthnot,  at  the  expiration  of  his 
period  of  service,  until  we  have  had 
time  to  consider  the  Report  of  the  Earl 

Sir  James  Fergusion 


of  Morley's  Committee  on  tiie  Ordnaoee 
Department.  The  duties  of  the  bnper- 
intendent  will  be  temporarily  diacbaiged 
by  Colonel  W.  H.  IQng-Harman,  at 
present  Deputy  Superintendent  at  Bir« 
mingham. 

ADMIRALTT  —  SALE  OF  CONFrDES- 
TIAL  DRAWINGS,  &c.,  IN  CHATEAU 
DOCKYARD. 

CoLOHiL  HTJQHES-HALLETT 
(Rochester)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  trae,  as  stated 
in  the  Press,  that  a  Mr.  Young  Terrr^  of 
Chatham  Dockyard,  has  been  eeuing 
confidential  tracings  and  designs  ol 
ships  of  war,  and  confidential  infozma- 
tion  generally  with  regard  to  Naval 
matters;  whether  he  will  state  the  name 
of  the  gentleman  to  whom  such  designs 
and  iiuormation  have  been  traced; 
whether,  as  is  customary  in  such  cas^ 
Mr.  Terry  was  made  to  take  an  oath  of 
secrecy  and  fidelity  on  receiving  his  ap- 
pointment at  Chatham  Dockyard ;  and, 
if  80,  whether  the  Admiralty  contemplate 
taking  steps  for  his  prosecution;  and, 
whether  Mr.  Terry  has  ever  oocopied,  in 
any  other  of  Her  Majesty's  Dockyaida, 
a  position  similar  to  that  he  recently 
occupied  in  Chatham   Dockyard,    and 

Mr.  HANBURT  (Preston) :  Before 
the  noble  Lord  answers  the  Question,  I 
should  like  to  ask  him  whether  any 
official  Regulations  exist  under  which 
persons  committing  similar  offences  are 
liable  to  pecuniary  or  other  penalties,  in 
addition  to  mere  dismissal ;  and,  if  the 
law  does  not  provide  for  such  punish- 
ment, whether  the  Government  will  in- 
troduce a  Bill  to  deal  with  public  offences 
of  this  nature,  as  in  other  countries  ? 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) : 
May  I  ask  if  it  is  not  true  that  this  man 
was  acting  as  temporary  foreman  of  the 
Yard,  and  that  another  man  was  taken 
from  another  Yard  and  placed  over  him; 
and  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the  CKyvem* 
ment  pay  large  sums  every  day  to  pur- 
chase the  secrets  of  other  Powers  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  Qiorqb 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  think  tbe  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
O^Brien)  can  hardly  be  serious  in  putting 
that  Question.  As  regards  the  Question 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Pres- 
ton, I  should  like  to  have  Notice  of  it, 
as  it  is  a  matter  of  some  importance, 
and  requires  consideration.  The  state- 
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ment  in  the  remaiaing  Question  on  the 
Paper  is  true.  Mr.  Young  Terry,  who 
was  employed  as  draughtsman  in  the 
Chatham  Dockyard,  has  been  dismissed 
from  Her  Majesty's  Service  for  betray- 
ing the  trust  reposed  in  him  by  selling 
information  acquired  by  him  in  his  offi- 
cial capacity.  I  do  not  think  it  is  desir- 
able, in  the  public  interest,  to  state 
either  the  name  of  the  person  to  whom 
the  information  was  sold,  or  the  objects 
for  which  it  was  bought.  No  oath  of 
seorecj  is  administered  in  the  case  of 
draughtsmen.  With  the  exception  of 
three  years,  during  which  Mr.  Terry  was 
employed  as  assistant  overseer  in  the 
manufactory  of  steel  plates  at  Sheffield, 
he  has  served  the  whole  of  his  time  since 
1871  at  Chatham  Dockyiud. 

LITERATURE,  SCIENCE,  AND  ART— 
THE  SCHOOLS  AT  SOUTH  KEN- 
SINGTON-SURPLUS OF  EXHIBI. 
TION  OF  1861. 

Me.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
If  he  can  state  how  the  large  surplus 
derived  from  the  Exhibition  of  1851  has 
been  disposed  of;  and,  if  he  is  prepared 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  statement  of  all 
sums  voted  by  Parliament  in  connection 
with  the  Science  and  Art  Schools  at 
South  Kensington,  with  full  details  of 
all  expenditure  ? 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohek)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  surplus  was,  in 
round  figures,  £180,000.  It  was  used 
in  the  purchase  of  land  at  South  Ken- 
sington to  afford  sites  on  easy  terms,  or 
free,  for  public  buildings  intended  for 
the  promotion  of  Science  and  Art. 
Numerous  buildings  have  already  been 
erected.  The  accounts  of  the  Commis- 
sioners are  annually  sent  to  the  Home 
Office.  With  regard  to  the  latter  part 
of  the  Question,  I  shall  be  glad  to  put 
myself  in  communication  with  the  hon. 
Member  if  he  will  let  me  know  precisely 
what  are  the  figures  which  he  requires. 

CMME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)- 
THE  RIOTS  AT  BELFAST— ACQUIT- 
TALS AT  THE  TYRONE  WINTER 
ASSIZES. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
If  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
fact  that  it  is  proposed  to  place  the  two 
Orangemen  accused  of  the  murder  of 


Corporal  Hughes,  of  the  West  Surrey 
Heg^ent,  and  Head  Constable  Gardiner, 
of  the  Eoyal  Irish  Constabulary,  and 
the  woundiog  of  a  second  policeman, 
during  the  Belfast  riots,  upon  trial 
before  a  Belfast  jury  in  a  few  days ;  is 
he  aware  that  three  juries,  principally 
composed  of  Protestants  and  Orangemen, 
at  County  Tyrone  Winter  Assizes,  have 
already  refused  to  find  the  prisoners 
guilty ;  has  his  attention  been  drawn  to 
the  language  of  Judge  Lawson,  on  the 
first  trial  of  the  elder  Walker,  as  re- 
ported in  the  Orange  organ.  The  Daily 
£xpre$s,  as  follows  :^ 

'*  AddreBfling  the  jury,  hit  Lordahip  said  that 
the  caae  was  abundantly  proved,  and,  after 
briefly  reminding  them  of  the  eyidence,  eaid 
that  the  facte  of  the  case  could  not  lead  anyone 
to  doubt  that  the  prisoner's  was  the  hand  that 
fired  the  fatal  shot.  There  was  no  possibility 
of  reducing  the  case  to  one  of  manslaughter. 
Thev  were  bound  to  find  him  guilty  of  murder. 

"  At  one  o'clock  the  jury  retired. 

**  At  half-past  2  the  jury  returned  into  Court, 
and  the  foreman  stated  that  they  could  not 
agree. 

•*Mr.  Justice  Lawson. — You  are  bound  by 
jour  oath  to  find  a  verdict,  and  there  is  no  ques- 
tion in  the  case  or  doubt  at  all.  You  will  stay 
in  there  until  you  do  find  a  verdict.  You  are 
bound  to  take  the  law  from  me.  The  fact  has 
been  proved  before  you,  and  there  is  no  altema« 
tive  but  the  one. 

"  The  Foreman. — The  jury  are  unanimous 
that  they  will  not  find  a  verdict  of  guilty  on 
this  indictment. 

"Mr.  Justice  Lawson.— Yon  must  retirOi 
gentlemen. 

*'  Several  jurors  said  it  would  be  quite  use* 
less  for  them  to  go  back. 

"Mr.  Justice  Lawson. — You  must  go  back; 
and  I  will  keej^  you  there  until  you  do  find  a 
verdict.    That  is  all  I  can  say ; " 

that,  notwithstanding  these  admonitions, 
the  jury  refused  to  find  a  verdict;  that, 
thereupon,  a  second  trial  was  ordered, 
but  the  jury  again  disagreed;  that 
Judge  Lawson  then  said — 

''They  must  have  \i^lfully  made  up  their 
minds  to  disagree," 

and  added — 

**  I  told  you  if  you  believed  the  man  fired  the 
shot  you  should  find  him  guilty,  and  you  can't 
do  anything  else ;  ** 

that,  in  spite  of  the  eyidence  and  the 
Judge's  directions,  they  persisted  in  dis* 
agreeing,  and  were  discharged;  that 
Judge  Lawson  declared  their  conduct 
**  highly  discreditable,"  and  added — 

**  The  juror  who  would  violate  his  oath,  under 
circumstances  such  as  surround  this  case,  is  a 
man  I  look  upon  as  second  in  guilt  only  to  the 
man  whose  case  he  has  been  investigatiiig ; '' 
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that  the  younger  Walker  was  then 
placed  on  trial,  on  the  same  evidence, 
and  with  the  same  result;  that  the 
Judge  refused  to  take  a  verdict  of  man- 
slaughter, but  the  jury  refused  to  find 
anything  else,  and  were  discharged, 
and,  as  these  prisoners  are  uow  to  be 
tried  in  the  town  where  the  riots  occurred, 
can  he  say  what  steps  are  being  taken 
to  prevent  a  further  miscarriage  of  jus- 
tice in  Belfast,  where  jurors  lai^ely  be- 
long to  the  Orange  Society,  and  nearly 
all  are  of  the  same  party  as  the  pri- 
soners; and,  will  he  direct  the  Irish 
Law  CHQicers  to  order  a  postponement  of 
the  trials,  if  the  Gbvwnment  intend  to 
ask  Parliament  for  powers  for  changing 
the  venue,  so  that  tne  accused  may  be 
tried  in  some  district  where  the  influence 
of  the  Orange  Sodety  will  not  be  para- 
mount ? 

OoLONBL  8AUNDEES0N  (Armagh, 
N.) :  Before  my  right  hon.  Friend 
answers  this  Question,  may  I  ask  him 
whether  he  can  inform  the  House  if 
either  of  these  two  Walkers  belongs  to 
the  Orange  organization  ? 

Thb  west  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  have 
no  information  with  regard  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  In 
answer  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  I  have  to  say  that 
t)M  allegations  contained  in  it  are,  I  am 
informed,  in  part  accurate  and  in  part 
inaccurate  ;  but  while  the  prosecutions 
are  pending  I  must  decline  to  make  any 
statement  on  matters  which  might  affect 
the  trial  of  the  accused.  The  Law 
Officers  have  no  power  to  postpone  the 
trial  of  persons  in  custody  without  an 
order  of  the  Court ;  and,  when  a  case  is 
in  other  respects  ready  for  trial,  such  an 
order  would  not  be  made  unless  some 
grounds  were  shown  that  the  case  would 
not  be  fairly  and  impartially  tried  if 
then  proceeded  with.  Experience  has 
shown  that  very  serious  cases  arising  out 
of  party  riots  in  Belfast  have  been 
hitherto  fairly  and  justly  tried  in  the 
County  of  Antrim  ;  and  there  is,  there- 
fore, no  ground  on  which  an  application 
to  postpone  these  trials  could  be  based. 
If,  during  the  progress  of  the  Assizes, 
there  seems  reason  for  forming  any  other 
conclusion,  the  proper  action  will  be 
taken  by  the  Crown. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  of  the  fact  that  the 
juries  in  this  case  were  willing  to  bring 

Mr.  T.  M.  Bealy 


in  a  verdict  of  manslaugliter,  which  was 
refused  by  the  Judge,  and  can  he  give 
any  guarantee  that  a  similar  course  will 
be  taken  at  the  approaching  trial  ? 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  ^fiie  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  pretty  well  aware 
I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  these 
matters  at  all. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.): 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  see  that 
in  this  case  the  jury  is  not  packed  as  in 
the  case  of  Girvan  ? 

Me.  SPEAKEH:  Order,  order! 

THE    KOTAL    OOMBOBSION    ON     THE 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1S8I,  AND 

THE  PUECHAfiE  OF  LAND  (IRELAND) 

AOT,  1S86. 

Me.  p.  O'BEIEN  (Monagban,  N.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
when  the  supplementary  Beport  of  Mr. 
Knipe,  and  tne  evidence  given  before 
the  Cowper  Commission,  will  be  de- 
livered to  Members  ? 

Thb  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H- 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  was 
about  to  say  it  would  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  to-morrow;  but  I  learn  from 
the  hon.  Member  that  it  is  in  the 
Library.  

Mr.  F.  O'BBIEN  :  I  want  to  know 
when  it  will  be  delivered  to  Members, 
and  when  the  Beport  of  Mr.  Kn^  will 
be  oiroulated  P         

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Beport 
of  Mr.  Knipe  will  be  circulated  and  will 
be  in  the  hands  of  Members  to-morrow, 
I  believe.  I  am  not  able  to  say  so  pom- 
tively.  As  to  the  evidence  on  whidi  the 
Beports  are  based,  it  is  already  in  print, 
and  will  be  circulated  to-morrow. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether,  having  regard  to  certain  ^s- 
sages  in  Mr.  Knipe's  publi^ed  Be- 
port, he  will  have  any  objection  to  place 
m  the  Library  a  copy  of  the  ahorthand 
writer's  notes  of  the  evidence  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  not  seen 
the  Beport  of  Mr.  Knipe;  but  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  repeat  hia  Queetton 
I  will  give  him  an  answ^. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  QUESTION— LEGIS- 
LATION. 
Mr.  SINOLAIB  (Falkirk,  &cO  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, Tlnhether, 
considering  the  urgent  necessity  that 
exists  for  aealing  with  the  Irish  L&nd 
Question  by  fumier  legislation,    he  is 
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prepared  to  name  a  date  when  the  Go- 
vernment Bill  bearing  on  this  subject 
wOl  be  introduced ;  and,  further,  having 
re^^ard  to  the  state  of  Public  Business  in 
this  House,  and  the  cireifmstance  that 
the  present  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Xiieutenant  of  Ireland  has  just  entered 
upon  the  duties  of  that  Office,  he  will 
consider  the  expediency  of  baring  Hib 
Government  measure  introduced  into  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  I  think, 
Sir,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware 
that  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  have  not 
jet  seen  the  evidence  on  which  the  Re- 
peat of  the  Oommission  is  based.  Until 
they  have  soen  that  evidence  it  will  not 
l>e  in  my  power  to  answer  the  Question 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  put  to 
me.        

Mn.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  Has  it 
not  been  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  evidence,  I 
believe,  is  in  print. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
It  is  in  the  Library. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  not  seen 
it. 

THE  SECRETARY  FOR  SCOTLAND— 
LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  ANDERfiON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
When  do  the  Government  intend  to  in- 
troduce the  measure,  referred  to  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  relating  to  the  Office  of 
Secretary  for  Scotland;  and,  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  disadvantage  to 
Members  of  this  House  in  the  transaction 
of  Scotch  Business  owing  to  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  being  a  Peer,  the  Govern- 
ment will  consider  the  advisability  of 
introducing  in  their  measure  a  provision 
that  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  shall 
always  be  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  ? 

The  FntST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  As  soon 
as  the  state  of  Public  Business  permits, 
a  measure  relating  to  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland's  Department,  referred  to  in 
Her  Majesty's  Speech,  will  be  brought 
before  Parliament;  but  I  cannot  give 
the  undertaking  which  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  asks  from  me,  as  it  would  be  most 
inconvenient,  and  altogether  unusual,  to 
introduce  such  a  provision  into  any  Act 
of  Parliament. 


liAW   AND    JUSTICE    (IRELAND)— THE ' 
JURY  SYSTEM— CLARE  ASSIZES. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  (Kent, 
Isle  of  Thanet)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  following  reports  of 
proceedings  at  recent  Assizes  in  Ire- 
land:— 

'<  TifMs,  Thursday,  3rd  March,  1887. 

«  Limeriok,  2nd  March. 

*'  At  the  Clare  Aasizes  in  a  charge  of  aasanlt, 
hefore  a  petty  jory,  a  verdict  of  *  Not  Guilty ' 
-was  returned,  although  the  evidence  clearly 
pointed  to  the  guilt  of  the  accused,  and  Ihere 
was  virtually  no  defence.  Mr.  Justice  O^Brien, 
addresdng  Mr.  Murphy,  Crown  Solicitor,  asked 
him  to  consider  what  coarse  he  would  adopt  in 
reference  to  any  criminal  cases  remaining  for 
trial  at  the  Assizes.  At  the  sitting  of  the  Court 
this  morning  Mr.  Murphy  said  that  he  had  de- 
termined on  not  pnx^eeding  with  the  trial  of 
John  Dwyer,  charged  with  uiooting  at  a  polioe 
constable.  The  case  was  accordingly  postponed 
to  next  Assizes,  the  accused  being  aUowcMl  out 
on  bail  ;* 

••  TimeSf  Wednesday,  9th  March,  1887. 
"  Limerick,  8th  March. 

**  At  the  limerick  Assizes  to-day,  before  Mr. 
Justice  Johnson,  presiding  in  the  County 
Criminal  Court,  Edward  0' Grady  and  four 
other  men  were  indicted  for  riotous  assembly 
and  assaulting  the  Sheriff's  bailiffs  on  the  ooca* 
sion  of  the  eviction  for  non-payment  of  rent  of 
the  first-named  prisoner  at  Mount  Minnett, 
near  Cahirconlish,  on  18th  January  last.  Every 
precaution  was  taken  by  the  counsel  represent* 
mg  the  Crown  to  insure  the  case  having  a  fair 
trial,  and  a  huge  number  of  jurors  were  ordered 
to  *  *  stand  by  ."The  case  at  length  proceeded,  and 
evidence  was  given  showing  that  at  the  eviction 
O' Grady  fortified  his  house,  cut  away  the  stair- 
case, and  offered  a  desperate  resistance,  two 
bidUffs  being  flung  off  a  ladder,  by  means  of 
which  they  attempted  to  get  into  the  upper 
portion  of  the  premises.  Dirty  water,  the 
viscera  of  dead  dogs,  and  other  refuse  were  flung 
out  on  tiio  bailifili,  and  a  staff  was  taken  from 
a  policeman  by  O' Grady.  The  Dnsoneon  were 
all  identified  by  one  or  other  of  the  witnesses 
produced  by  the  Crown;  ITiere  were  no  wit- 
nesses examined  for  the  defence.  The  jury  re- 
fused to  act  on  the  evidence  offered  for  the 
Crown,  and  acquitted  all  the  prisoners ; 

**  In  the  case  where  three  men  were  ohaxg^ 
with  riotous  assembly  and  assaulting  District 
Inspector  Greene,  at  Herbertstown,  the  jury 
likewise  acquitted  the  prisoners,  although  it  was 
sworn  that  a  crowd  of  some  400  ^ple  collected 
in  the  village  and  pelted  the  pohce  with  stones 
and  mud.  No  witnesses  were  called  for  the 
defence ; " 

whether  the  jurors  in  each  case  were 
chiefly  composed  of  members  of  the  so* 
called  National  League;  and,  whether 
he  will  direct  the  Irish  Law  Officers  to 
order  a  postponement  of  ail  eases  of 
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agrarian  outrages,  intimidoiioDy  aasaulto 
upon  the  Constabulary,  arson,  or  attacks 
on  life  or  property,  in  the  counties  of 
Clare  and  Limerick,  until  the  GoTem- 
ment  can  obtain  from  Parliament  powers 
for  changing  the  venue,  so  that  the 
accused  may  be  tried  in  some  district 
where  the  influence  of  the  National 
League  will  not  be  paramount  ? 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish 
to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  matter  of 
Order,  whether  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentlemui  is  entitled  to  make  a  Ques- 
tion in  this  House  theyehide  of  sudi  an 
assumption  as  is  expressed  in  the  last 
few  lines  of  the  Question  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  ^nk  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  see  that  this  is  but  a 
repetition  of  a  Question  that  was  asked 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Belfast.  I  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  interfere  in  that  case,  and  I  do 
not  think  it  necessary  to  interfere  now. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  am  the  Member  for 
West  Belfast,  and  I  never  put  such  a 
Question. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  beg  the  hon. 
Member's  pardon — I  meant  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy.) 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
SiiiTH)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  In 
answer  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  I  have  to  say  that  I 
am  unable  to  Touch  for  the  accuracy  of 
the  reports  referred  to ;  but  I  am  in  a 
position  to  sa^  that  in  consequence  of 
the  failui'es  of  justice  at  the  recent  Clare 
and  Limerick  Assizes,  arising  from  the 
refusal  of  jurors  to  convict  in  oases 
where  the  evidence  was  clear  and  practi- 
cally uncontradicted,  the  Crown  Solici- 
tors applied  that  the  cases  remaining 
untried  should  be  postponed,  and  an 
order  to  that  effect  was  at  once  made  by 
the  Court. 

Mb.  MURPHY(Dublin,  St.  Patrick's): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
whether  he  was  aware  that  the  time 
allowed  for  the  Clare  Assizes  was  quite 
insufficient  to  get  through  the  business 
there ;  and  whether  the  postponement  of 
the  cases  referred  to  in  the  Question  was 
not  a  convenience  to  the  Crown  and  to 
the  Judges,  enabling  the  latter  to  open 
the  other  Assizes  on  the  circuit  at  the 
appointed  times,  which  would  otherwise 
have  been  impossible;  also,  whether 
The  Times  report  of  the  O'Ghrady  case,  at 
Limerick,  is  not  grossly  at  variance  with 

Colonel  King-Harman 


the  reports  in  other  papers,  whidi  dbov 
that  the  writ  in  the  case  was  not  pro- 
perly endorsed,  which  the  Jndgs  avid 
gave  rise  to  a  serioas  legal  qtieeiiim, 
that  he  would  reserve  if  tiie  men  charged 
were  found  guilty. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  swsre 
of  the  facts  stated  by  the  hon.  Member; 
the  information  whK^  I  haive  reeei? ed 
does  not  contain  the  inference  in  ibs 
Question.  I  must  ai^  hon.  Gentlaineii 
who  wish  to  have  satisfactory  answwnfo 
their  Questions  to  be  so  good  as  to  pit 
them  on  the  Pi^er. 

BULGAIOA— THE  RECENT  OOTBREAK 
—USE  OF  TORTURE  ON  THE  CAP. 
TURED  INSURGENTS. 

LoBD  ELOHO  (Ipswich):  I  hare 
given  my  right  hon.  rriend  the  Under 
Secretarv  of  State  for  Foreign  Affain 
private  Notice  of  a  Question,  Whether 
th^e  is  any  foundation  for  tiie  report, 
extensively  published  in  ContincDtal 
papers,  that  several  persons  accosed  of 
compHcity  in  the  late  Bulgarian  risiB; 
had  oeen  put  lo  torture  by  the  Bulgarian 
authorities  ? 

Thb  UNDEE  SEOKETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  James  FEBOXTSSoir)  (Man- 
chester>  N.  E.}:  Mv  noble  Friend  in- 
formed me  of  his  wish  to  put  this  Qnestioa 
as  I  entered  tilie  House ;  but  preenmiog 
that  he  refers  to  the  arrest  of  M.  £ara- 
veloff  and  others  detained  in  prison  at 
Sofia,  I  do  not  think  that  I  should  delay 
to  state  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
heard  some  days  ago  that  on  the  romonr 
of  those  persons  having  been  ill-treated 
in  prison  an  official  inquiry  was  ordered 
by  the  Begents,  and  the  officials  who 
conducted  itreported  positively  that  none 
of  the  prisoners  complained  of  hamg 
been  beaten  or  otherwise  ill-treated,  and 
that  the  prisoners  were  treated  with  all 
the  consideration  due  to  thdr  former 
position. 

PARUAMENT-ORDEE— WITHDRAWAIi 
OF  A  QUESTION  FROM  THE  NOTICE 
PAPER. 

Mb.  E.  HAEEINQTON  (Jlerry,  W.) : 
I  rise.  Sir,  to  a  point  of  Ordw.  I  vi^h 
to  know  whether  I  shall  be  in  Order  m 
referring  to  a  Notioe  which  was  giren 
on  Monday  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T,  W.  Enseell)  of 
his  intiention  to  put  a  Question  to  ^o 
Chief  Secretary  on  Thursday,  the  10th 
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of  Maroh.  If  the  hon.  Member  is  in  his 
place  I  would  ask  him  to  put  the  Ques* 
tioii>  or  if  not  I  will  read  it,  as  it  con- 
tains serious  imputations  on  the  character 
of  the  district  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  represent.  If  the  hon.  Member  de- 
clines to  put  the  Question  I  will  ask  you. 
Sir,  to  allow  me  to  put  it,  and  if  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney-General  for  Ireland  is  unable  to 
give  an  answer  to  it^  will  you  permit  me  to 
giye  an  answer  myself  ?  I  haye  received 
a  telegram  from  the  scene  of  the  alleged 
outrage  which  purports  to  convey  a 
united  consensus   of  opinion  from  the 

Sriests,  maffistrates,  and  police  of  the 
istrict,  and  therefore  I  wish  to  know  if 
I  am  at  liberty  to  read  the  Question  and 
also  the  telegram  in  reference  to  it  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  I  have  not  seen  the 
Question  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
refers,  but  as  he  represents  the  district  in 
which  an  outrage  is  alleged  to  have 
occurred  he  may  make  a  personal  ex- 
planation. 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON :  Then,  in  the 
first  instance  I  will  read  the  Question. 
It  appeared  on  the  Notice  Paper  of 
Monday,  March  the  7th,  in  the  name  of 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  and  it  was  as 
follows : — 

*<To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
ha8  been  called  to  the  following  paragraph  in 
The  Time9  of  the  7th  instant  :— 

'  A  party  of  rufSans  recently  visited  the  house 
of  a  fanner  in  the  neighbourhood  of  EiUamey, 
whom  they  found  with  only  his  daughter  in  the 
bouse.  Ijie  poor  girl  dung  to  her  father  to 
save  hini  from  yiolence,  and  was  laid  hold  of  by 
one  of  the  miscreants  who  grossly  insulted  her 
and  endeavoured  to  drag  her  away.  The  old 
man  indignantly  resisted  his  conduct,  but 
another  miscreant,  drawing  a  revolver,  presented 
it  at  the  old  man's  head  and  threatened  to  shoot 
him  if  he  interfered.  The  girl  was  then  carried 
off  and  outraged  while  her  father  was  kept  in 
terror  of  his  life ; '  whether  he  can  say  if  the  in- 
f onnation  conveyed  in  the  paragraph  is  true ; 
and,  if  any  arrests  have  been  made. 

That  Notice,  Sir,  was  marked  on  the 
Paper  for  to-day,  but  to-day  it  does  not 
appear  on.  the  list  of  Questions,  nor  do  I 
find  that  it  has  been  put  off  for  a  subse- 
quent day. 

Mb.  SPEAKER;  As  the  Notice  of 
tbe  Questicm  has  been  withdrawn,  I  shall 
not  take  any  objection  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber making  an  explanation. 

Mb.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.): 
Before  the  hon.  Member  proceeds  to 

E've  any  answer  to  the  Question  may  I 
>  permitted  to  Giay  that  on  reading  the 


paragraph  which  appeared  in  Th$  litMB 
on  Monday  I  placed  the  Question  on 
the  Notice  Paper,  [  Cries  of  **  Order ! "] 
I  have  risen  to  a  point  of  Order. 

Mb.  speaker  :  There  is  no  point 
of  Order  involved. 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON:  I  have  re- 
ceived  a  telegram  f^om  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Kerry  (Mr.  Sheehan),  who 
represents  the  Division  in  which  the 
outrage  is  alleged  to  have  occurred, 
which  is  as  follows : — 

^'  Have  asked  police,  prieets,  and  magistratefl. 
There  is  not  one  word  of  truth  in  it.—Sheehan." 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  With  the 
permission  of  the  House  I  may,  perhaps, 
be  allowed  to  state  that  on  reading  the 
paragraph  in  The  Times  of  Monday  I 
put  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  in  order  to 
test  the  accuracy  of  the  statement.  I 
thought  it  a  very  serious  statement,  and 
on  learning  yesterday  that  the  police 
could  get  no  information  as  to  the  facts, 
I  withdrew  the  Question  from  the  Paper, 
not  wishing  to  give  it  the  publicity  of 
this  House. 

MB.P.O'BRIEN(Monaghan,N.):  May 
I  ask  whether,  considering  the  notoriety  , 
which  Th4  Times  has  obtained  for  the  in- 
accuracy of  its  information,  aoy  extracts 
from  that  paper  will  be  allowed  to  appear 
on  the  Votes  of  this  House  in  future  ? 

[No  reply.] 

PAELIAMENt— THE  OHILTERN  HUN- 
DBEDIS— WITHDRAWAL  OF  APPLICA- 
TION. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish 
to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
a  Question —of  which  I  have  sent  him 
Notice— Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Patronage  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
lately  conveyed,  through  the  ordinary 
channel,  to  Members  of  this  House  the 
information  that  a  Parliamentary  va« 
cancy  existed  in  the  constituency  of  East 
Down ;  and  I  wish  to  ask  whether  the 
hon.  and  gaUant  Member  (Captain  Ker) 
applied  to  him  for  the  Chiltern  Hundreds, 
or  any  similar  office  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  On  Monday  night  I 
received  an  application  for  the  Chiltern 
Hundreds  from  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  East  Down  (Captain  Ker). 
Before  the  warrant  was  issuea  I  received 
a  request  for  permission  to  withdraw 
the  application,  and  in  consequence  the 
Chiltern  Hundreds  were  not  granted. 
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in  this  way — £44,590  for  subaidiet  far 
the  relief  of  Kassala;  £527,910  for  aa 
excess  of  expenditure  in  Egypt  oyer  and 
above  the  sum  mentioned  in  the  Egyp- 
tian Budget  up  to  the  3l8t  of  December, 
1886 ;  and  a  further  sum  of  £50,000  for 
an  eicess  in  the  expenditure  upon  the 
Egyptian  Native  .^rmy  up  to  Mardi, 
1887— making  the  total  sum  claimed, 
£622,500.  Ml  through  the  year  those 
claims  were  growing,  and,  as  far  as  I 
can  ascertain,  up  to  the  month  of  Angost 
in  that  year,  no  attempt  was  made,  on 
the  part  of  the  English  Oovemment,  to 
veriiy,  check,  or  pay  any  part  of  the 
demand;  but,  in  August,  1886,  mj 
right  hon.  ]BViend,  now  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith), 
directed  an  investigation  by  Major 
Ardagfa.  Those  claims,  therefore,  hare 
been  investigated  in  the  interests  of 
the  English  Eiohequer ;  and  we  hafe 
thought  that  the  time  has  come  when 
the  English  Gbvemment  should  con- 
sider the  position  in  which  it  is  placed 
in  regard  to  the  claims  of  the  Egyptian 
Government.  The  principle  oa  which 
the  English  Government  have  been  pro- 
ceeding will  be  best  understood  by  read- 
ing short  extracts  from  a  despatch  of  Earl 
Granville  in  1884,  in  which  he  said  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would,  on 
their  part,  be  prepared  to  assist  in  main- 
taining order  in  Egypt  Proper,  and  in 
defencUng  it,  as  weU  as  in  defending 
the  ports  of  ihe  Sed  Sea. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  What  is  the  date  of  that 
despatch  ? 

Me.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  4th  of 
January,  1884,  It  is  perfectly  obtious 
that  that  would  impose  some  Uabilitjon 
the  English  Government,  and  the  Eng- 
lish Government  have  recognized  that 
responsibility.  But  the  liability  of  the 
English  Government  is  not  onlj  to 
be  measured  by  the  words  of  Lord 
Granville,  but  it  is  also,  to  some  extent, 
to  be  measured  by  the  acts  of  that 
Government.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
whatever  that  the  English  Goyemment 
ordered  that  certain  acts  should  be 
done  in  Egypt  which  fixed  direct  re- 
sponsibility upon  them.  For  instance, 
in  December,  1885,  two  Black  battalions 
were  ordered  to  be  raised  at  Suakin; 
and,  in  Jime,  1886,  two  more  battalions 
were  ordered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Stirling  (Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman),  who  was  then  Seci^ 
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ORDERS    OF  TEE  DAT. 

SUPPLY— ARl^nr   (SUPPLEMENTARY 

ESTIMATE). 
SuFPLT— rofuiiir^  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Supplemontary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£459,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  coarse  of  pay- 
memt  donng  the  year  ending  on  the  81st  day  of 
March  1887,  to  meet  additioaal  Expeaditnre  for 
Army  Services." 

The  8B0EBTAET  or  STATE  foe 
WAB  (Mr.  E.  Stahhopb)  (Linoolnshire, 
Homoastle) :  Perhaps  it  will  be  for  the 
oonvenience  of  the  Committee,  and  may 
tend  to  simplify  the  disoussion,  if  I  were 
to  offer  a  few  obserrations  in  explana- 
tion of  this  Vote.  The  Committee  will 
observe  that  a  very  small  proportion  of 
this  Army  Estimate  is  caused  by  any  de- 
fieioioyin  the  Army  Votes  taken  last  year, 
properly  so  called.  The  Supplementary 
Estimate  is  caused  mainly  dv  the  in- 
creased demand  for  the  Naviu  Serrice, 
amounting  to  £200,000 ;  by  a  sum  of 
£35,000  for  the  expenditure  of  the 
British  Army  in  Egypt ;  and  by  £150,000 
for  the  deficiency  in  the  appropriation 
in  aid,  which  it  is  necessary  to  explain. 
And  here  let  me  say,  to  avoid  confusion, 
that  this  Estimate  has  no  connection 
with  the  £282,000  paid  for  the  Egyptian 
Army,  to  which  reference  was  made  the 
other  day.  That  related  solely  to  the 
expense  of  the  Nile  Expedition,  and  was 
based  on  the  principle  that  the  English 
GaTernment  ought  to  pay  the  expenses 
which  the  Egyptian  Ohorernment  would 
not  have  been  liable  for  if  there  had 
been  no  Nile  Expeditiou.  But  this 
item  of  £160,000  rests  upon  different 
grounds.  The  claim  of  the  Egyp- 
tian Goremment  is  to  be  recouped  for 
the  excess  of  Expenditure  incurred  by 
^  them  in  respect  of  the  Native  Army. 
The  Committee  will  recollect  that  the 
sum  fixed  as  the  cost  of  the  Egyptian 
Native  Army,  as  it  appeared  in  the  Con- 
vention Budget,  was  £180,000,  which  the 
Egyptian  Government  expressed  their 
readiness  to  defray  out  of  the  iWptian 
Exchequer,  and  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment have  disclaimed  aU  sums  in  excess 
of  that  amount  as  sums  for  which  the 
English  Government  are  liable.  The 
details  of  the  Expenditure  are  made  up 


1757  St^ly—Army         |Mabch  10,  1887}   {Svpptmmtary  MimaU)  1768 


tary  for  War,  to  be  raised  for  operations 
on  the  NOe,  for  the  relief  of  the  English 
Forces  which  were  suflfering  from  the 
effects  of  the  climate.  The  cost  arising 
out  of  those  two  orders  amounted  to 
£137,000,  and  in  addition  there  were  cer- 
tain other  items  of  expenditure  which 
were  ordered  by  Sir  Frederick  Stephen- 
son, the  officer  commanding  the  British 
Forces  in  Egypt.  They  related  to  some 
small  sums,  among  them  being  a  reserve 
of  rifles,  expenses  in  connection  with  the 
railway,  and  with  the  depot.  Those  items 
amounted  to  £37,000,  the  two  together 
amounting  to  £174,000,  or,  in  English 
money,  to  about  £180,000.  In  addition 
to  that  there  can,  I  think,  be  no  doubt  of 
the  fact  that  the  increase  of  the  English 
Army  to  the  extent  that  was  effected 
was  carried  further  than  the  Egyptian 
Government  would  have  carried  it  if 
they  had  been  left  without  the  control  of 
the  English  Government.  The  Com- 
mittee will  be  pleased  to  hear  that 
between  January  1st  and  September 
dOth,  1886,  the  English  Army  was 
decreased  from  18^296  to  8,718  men; 
but  the  Egyptian  Army  in  the  same 
time  was  increased  from  8,023  to  13,075 
men,  though  to  a  less  amount  than 
was  originally  proposed  by  Moukhtar 
Pasha,  to  which  the  English  Govern- 
ment had  objected.  Therefore  it  can 
hardly  be  denied  that  some  liability, 
and  a  considerable  liability,  attaches  to 
the  English  Government  in  respectof  this 
matter.  A  very  considerable  expenditure 
was  imposed  upon  the  Ejg;yptian  Govern- 
ment by  our  direct  action,  or,  to  speak 
in  the  words  of  the  Vote  itself,  ''under 
the  authority  of  the  British  Oommander- 
in-Ohief."  Accordingly  it  became  the 
duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
consider  the  question  of  that  liability 
from  idl  points  of  view.  The  House  will 
recollect  that,  as  I  have  stated,  the  total 
amount  of  the  claims  of  the  Egyptian 
Gt>vernment  in  respect  of  the  Egyptian 
Army  Expenditure  amounts  to  £622,500. 
Now  what  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
after  carefully  considering  the  matter, 
have  agreed  to  do  is  this.  They  have 
already  asked  Parliament  to  Vote  in-the 
Army  Estimates  the  sum  of  £58,000  in 
respect  of  Suakin,  and  they  have  now 
agreed  to  forego  £200,000,  which  is  the 
contribution  due  by  the  Egyptian 
Government  for  the  year  1886-7  in  re- 
spect of  the  Army  of  Occupation.  The 
whole  of  the  expenditure  which  remains 


to  be  paid  in  respect  of  the  Native 
Army  will  be  paid  by  the  Egyptian 
Government,  and  the  whole  of  the  future 
expenditure  of  Egypt  in  respect  of  the 
Native  Army  will  be  paid  out  of  the 
^gyp^^c^  Exchequer.  The  Committee 
will  see  that  this  arrangement  has  not 
been  placed  upon  any  precise  or  very 
exact  definition  of  the  respective  respon« 
sibilities  of  the  two  Governments,  simply 
because  it  is  absolutely  impossible  to 
draw  an  exact  line  between  the  responsi- 
bility of  England  and  the  responsibility 
of  Egypt.  It  would  be  very  easy  to 
attack  it  from  either  point  of  view ;  it 
would  be  easy  to  make  out  a  case  to  show 
that  the  Egyptian  Government  have  not, 
perhaps,  received  all  that  it  might  expect 
to  receive ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
would  not  be  difficult  to  establish  that 
the  Egyptian  Government  has  received 
more  man  the  oountry  ought  to  contri- 
bute. But  it  seems  to  the  Government 
to  be  essential  to  bring  this  matter  to  an 
issue  as  soon  as  possible  in  the  interests 
of  our  position  in  Egypt,  and  also 
because  it  is  right  to  bring  at  once  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  House  of  Commons  the 
position  in  which  this  country  stands  with 
regard  to  the  claims  of  the  Egyptian 
Government.  In  any  case,  it  is  impor- 
tant that  any  arrangement  come  to  aa 
between  the  Engli^  and  the  Egyptian 
Exchequers  should  be  accepted  as  a 
final  settlement  of  all  the  out-stand- 
ing claims  of  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment. There  remains  one  thing  more 
to  explain  to  the  Committee;  I  have 
referred  to  the  sum  of  £200,000,  which 
was  the  contribution  to  be  paid  by 
Egypt.  The  sum  the  Gt>vemment  now 
ask  the  Committee  to  Vote  in  this 
Supplementary  Estimate  is  limited  to 
£150,000,  and  that  arises  from  the  fact 
that  there  has  been  a  saving  upon 
other  Army  Votes  passed  for  the  year 
1886-7.  There  is  a  small  additional 
Estimate  in  the  Navy  Supplementary 
Estimate ;  but  I  hope  it  will  be  found 
convenient  to  the  Committee  to  discuss 
and  decide  the  whole  question  now,  once 
for  all,  without  the  necessity  of  raising  it 
again  upon  the  Supplementary  Estimate 
for  the  Navy. 

Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL:  I  have 
to  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mx.  E. 
Stanhope)  for  having  vouchsatea  an  ex- 
planation of  this  Vote.  If  we  are  to 
assume  that   the   British  taxpayer   is 
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bound  to  pay  the  whole  of  the  expenses 
for  defending  Egypt,  then  the  arguments 
of  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  are  per- 
fectly good ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
I  do  not  accept  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  I  entirely 
and  absolutely  deny  the  very  foundation 
of  the  whole  of  his  statement — namely, 
that  the  British  taxpayer  has  any  right 
to  pay  for  the  defence  of  Egypt.  I 
have  certainly  not  been  convinced  by 
the  arguments  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman; and  I  propose  to  move  to  re- 
duce the  amount  of  the  Vote  by  £150,000, 
that  being  the  contribution  we  are  asked 
to  pay  on  behalf  of  Egypt.  This  is  a 
very  serious  matter,  and  more  especially 
serious  when  we  know  that  up  to  this 
time  this  country  has  been  left  in  en- 
tire ignorance  of  the  extent  to  which  the 
British  taxpayers  have  been  paying  for 
assisting  the  Egyptian  Government  to 
defend  their  own  territory.  I  will  not 
go  over  again  the  arguments  which  were 
used  the  other  night ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  think  the  Vote  raises  very  serious 
questions  indeed,  not  only  as  to  expen- 
diture, but  questions  of  policy,  and  a 
very  important  question  as  to  the  Trea- 
sury management  and  control  over  our 
expenditure,  and  the  extent  to  which  the 
House  of  Commons  is  permitted  to  have 
control  over  it.  The  first  complaint  I 
have  to  make  is  a  somewhat  general 
complaint  as  to  the  way  in  which  these 
Supplementary  Estimates  are  rushed 
through  the  House.  I  find  that  the 
Ordinary  Estimates  are  weeded  from 
every  questionable  kind  of  expenditure, 
and  then  at  the  end  of  12  months  we 
are  told  that  there  are  Supplementary 
Estimates,  which  the  law  has  provided 
must  be  passed  by  a  certain  day.  We 
are  told  that  the  money  has  been  spent, 
and  that  we  have  no  option  in  the  matter. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  good 
enough  to  give  us  an  explanation  with 
regard  to  this  Vote,  but  it  is  not  an  ex- 
planation which  hon.  Members  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  considering;  and  I 
can  only  say  that  up  to  this  time,  the 
Committee,  who  are  now  required  to 
vote  the  money,  have  not  been  in  pos- 
session of  the  slightest  amount  of  in- 
formation in  the  matter.  In  my  opinion, 
the  sum  we  are  now  asked  to  vote,  and 
other  sums  in  addition,  are  really  in  the 
nature  of  subsidies  to  the  Egyptian 
Government  without  the  knowledge  or 
consent  of  Parliament.     The  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  has  told  us  tiiat  this  Voce  is 
not  in  connection  with  an  item  of  expen- 
diture amounting  to  £232,900,  to  which 
allusion  was  made  the  other  night;  but 
if  it  is  not  directly  connected  with  that 
Vote,  at  all  events  it  presents  a  close  re- 
lation to  it,  and  the  two  together  may  be 
regarded  as  twin  brothers.  We  employed 
an  English  Commander-in-Chief  upon 
the  Expedition  that  was  sent  out  to 
relieve  General  Gordon,  and  a  part  of 
this  expenditure  was  incurred  in  those 
operations.  A  further  portion  of  the 
Estimate  is  for  the  extraexpenae  incurred 
by  the  Egyptian  Army  owing  to  our  ope- 
rations for  the  defence  of  the  frontier. 
We  were  told  the  other  night  that  in 
settling  accounts  with  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment a  sum  of  £233,000  Had  already 
been  paid  without  the  consent  of  Par- 
liament ;  and  now  it  is  proposed  to  add 
the  sums  included  in  this  Estimate  to 
the  amount  already  paid.  It  seems  to 
me  that  wereally  have  been  giving  a  large 
subsidy  to  the  Egyptian  Grovemment; 
in  fact,  we  seem  to  have  already  paid  a 
sum  amounting  to  close  upon  £400,000 
without  the  knowledge  of  Parliamoit. 
As  to  the  Suakin  Vote,  there  may  be  some- 
thing to  be  said  for  it.  Lord  Granville 
undoubtedly  did  use  words  which  may  be 
said  to  have  given  sanction  to  the  impres- 
sion that  we  were  to  hold  that  port  on  our 
own  account.  But  there  are  many  other 
items  which,  in  my  opinion,  would  be 
more  properly  defrayed  by  the  Egyptian 
Government,  and  I  do  not  see  why  we 
should,  with  this  Vote,  be  practically 
asked  to  sanction  the  expenditure  of 
£500,000  of  money  in  order  to  subsidiM 
Egypt.  We  are  told  that  it  is  for  past 
expenditure,  and  not  for  future  expendi- 
ture ;  and  I  should  be  very  glad  to  find 
that  we  are  not  called  upon  to  make  any 
further  expenditure.  But  I  do  not  fe^ 
confident  in  that  assurance,  when  I  know 
that  at  the  last  moment  Supplementary 
Estimates  may  be  brought  forward,  and 
when  I  am  not  sure  that  the  expenditure 
we  are  asked  to  pass  is  in  the  nature  of 
a  final  Vote,  but  of  a  subsidy  which  we 
are  asked  to  give  to  Egypt  in  order  to 
square  the  Egyptian  account  and  to  avoid 
that  inquiry  into  the  finances  of  i^ypt 
which  we  are  bound  by  Treaty  in  certain 
contingencies  to  submit  to,  and  which 
must  inevitably  come  some  day.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  as  if 
the  late  Government  were  responsibls 
for  the  present  arrangement.    I  am  one 
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of  those  who  are  disposed  to  think  that 
both  Governments  have  made  awaj  un- 
fairly with  the  money  of  the  taxpayers 
of  this  country,  and,  therefore,  I  am 
prepared  to  cast  blame  on  both.  But 
when  I  look  at  the  Papers  what  do  I 
find  ?  I  do  not  find  that  there  is  any 
justification  whatever  for  the  charge  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  making  pay- 
ments upon  a  policy  directly  the  reverse 
of  that  of  the  previous  Government. 
What  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
quote  in  support  of  his  contention? 
Nothing  but  a  despatch  of  Lord  Gran- 
ville as  long  ago  as  1884,  which  con- 
tains an  allusion  which  may  to  a  certain 
extent  be  said  to  justify  some  expendi- 
ture in  connection  with  Buakin.  But 
that  is  all.  It  is  perfectly  clear  that  this 
does  not  justify  the  action  of  the  present 
Government.  As  bearing  upon  the 
general  question  of  financial  manage- 
xuent,  I  would  advise  all  hon.  Members 
"who  take  an  interest  in  economy  and  in 
the  interests  of  the  British  taxpayer,  to 
read  the  Report  of  the  Auditor  and  Comp- 
troller General  upon  the  Appropriation 
Accounts  in  connection  with  the  Egyptian 
Army  for  the  year  1885-6.  It  seems  to 
me  that  that  Report  is  very  unpleasant 
reading.  The  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
G-eneral  is  an  important  officer  of  the 
State.  He  stands  in  relation  to  Her 
Majesty's  Treasury  in  the  same  position 
as  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  stands  towards  the  United  States 
Government,  in  so  far  as  he  is  bound  to 
control  and  correct  abuses  on  the  part  of 
the  Government.  But  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  we  have  had  Reports  from  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  which 
do  not  appear  to  have  had  the  slightest 
attention  paid  to  them.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  tiEike  the  trouble  of  looking  up 
these  Reports,  they  will  find  that  they 
contain  allusions  to  some  very  serious 
matters.  I  find  that  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General  takes  the  strongest  ex- 
ception against  the  improper  mode  in 
which  the  accounts  are  presented  in 
order  that  expenditure  may  be  thrown 
on  the  Vote  of  Credit.    He  says — 


"  No  less  an  amount  than  £872,300  was  added 
to  the  Yote  of  Credit  expenditure  over  and 
aboTe  the  sum  recorded  against  it  in  the  Ac- 
counting Department  of  the  War  Office,  and  the 
accounts  of  Y  ote  of  Credit  expenditure  compiled 
in  this  manner  show  that  the  additional  charges 
thrown  on  the  Vote  of  Credit  closely  correspond 
with  the  deficiencies  shown  on  the  ordinary 

VOL.  CCOXI.    [thibd  sebies.] 


Votes,  the  Vote  of  Credit  being  practically  used 
to  adjust  the  differences  between  tho  ordinary 
Vote  and  the  actual  expenditure." 

NoW|  it  appears  to  me  that  that  is  a 
rery  serious  statement  indeed.  We 
were  always  in  the  habit  of  supposing 
that  Votes  which  were  not  expended  ia 
the  year  for  which  they  were  voted,  were 
paid  into  the  Exchequer  at  the  end  of 
the  year.  In  the  last  Eeport  we  have 
from  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  Gene- 
ral on  this  subject,  a  sum  of  £232,000 
has  been  appropriated  which  was  not 
properly  chargeable  to  the  Vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  matter  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  is  calling  atten- 
tion is,  no  doubt,  one  of  great  import- 
ance ;  but  I  fail  to  see  how  he  connects 
it  with  this  Supplementary  Vote. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  I  will 
not  pursue  that  line  of  argument  further. 
I  will  only  say  that  these  Votes  are  closely 
connected  together.  It  would  appear 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have, 
without  the  knowledge  of  Parliament, 
paid  large  sums  of  money,  and  we  are 
now  called  upon  to  pay  the  balance.  I 
will,  Sir,  after  your  intimation,  avoid  all 
further  allusion  to  the  subject.  I  must, 
however,  be  permitted  to  say  that  all 
who  are  interested  in  the  control  over 
our  finances  must  be  alarmed  by  the 
Report  of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General  in  regard  to  the  Egyptian  Ex- 
penditure now  brought  before  the  Com* 
mittee.  It  appears  to  me  that  in  this 
matter  we  have  not  only  a  lax  system, 
but  also  a  further  illustration  of  the  evil 
complained  of  the  other  night,  that 
excesses  upon  the  Votes  are  not  paid  into 
the  Exchequer,  but  kept  in  hand  in  order 
that  they  may  be  applied  to  other  ex- 
penditure which  may  arise,  and  which, 
as  a  necessary  consequence,  the  House 
is  not  called  upon  to  sanction.  I  trust, 
whether  it  be  in  regard  to  this  Vote 
or  not,  other  hon.  Members  will  closely 
apply  themselves  to  the  consideration  of 
this  subject,  because  I  believe  that  we  do 
not  know  the  worst  of  the  matter.  The 
Treasury  has  hitherto  been  supposed  to 
be  the  guardian  of  the  public  purse, 
but  it  would  appear  that  the  principal 
blame  now  attaches  to  it.  I  cannot 
imagine  that  this  sort  of  thing  could  have 
taken  place  under  tho  rigime  of  the  pre- 
sent First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  or  under 
the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ; 
and  it  certainly  does  raise  very  serious 
questions  indeed.      And  now,   Sir,   to 
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revert  to  the  Egyptian  Question.  It 
seems  to  me  that  there  has  been  goings 
on  for  some  time  a  sort  of  conspiracy 
amoog  the  financiers  and  Jingoes  in 
Egypt— a  sort  of  conspiracy  among 
those  who  are  anxious  for  the  British 
Gh>vemment  to  remain  in  the  country 
— to  force  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty^s 
GoTemmenty  and  to  throw  on  the  British 
taxpayers  any  deficiencies  in  the  ac- 
counts of  Egypt.  This  has  been  fore- 
shadowed for  some  time,  and  now  the 
whole  truth  is  sprung  upon  us  in  this 
Supplementary  Estimate.  This  is  not  a 
proper  way  of  treating  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  told  us  that  the  pretext  for  this  ex- 
penditure is  that  serrices  have  been 
rendered  by  the  Egyptian  Army  to  the 
British  Army.  Now,  I  entirely  and 
nbsohitely  repudiate  that  argument,  be- 
cause I  deny  that  the  British  taxpayer 
5  a  in  any  way  responsible  for  the  defence 
of  Eg^pt.  We  know  as  to  one  part  of 
the  expenditure  that  it  was  for  the  relief 
of  the  late  lamented  General  Gordon. 
But  General  Gordon  went  out  as  an 
Egyptian  Oommissioner,  and  he  acted  in 
that  capacity  in  order  to  rescue  from  the 
Soudan  Egyptian  troops  and  Egyptian 
subjects;  that  was  the  object  of  his 
expedition.  The  other  operations  under- 
taken by  the  British  Forces  were  for  the 
protection  of  theEffyptian  Frontier,  uid 
m  carrying  out  that  object  extensive 
operations  were  rendered  necessary. 
Oombined  operations  were  carried  on  by 
the  Egyptian  Army  and  the  British 
Army  under  a  British  Oommander-in- 
Ohief .  But  I  fail  to  see  why,  because 
we  went  there  to  rescue  Egyptian  sub- 
jects, and  to  provide  for  the  defence  of 
the  Egyptian  frontier  under  the  British 
Commander-in-Ohief,  the  British  tax- 
payer is  to  bear  the  expense.  It  is  most 
ludicrons,  as  well  as  most  uniust  and 
unreasonable,  that  we  should  be  called 
upon  to  pay  the  Egyptians  for  fighting 
the  battles  that  are  necessary  for  the 
defence  of  their  own  country.  It  was 
not  the  case  of  employing  an  Egyptian 
Army  to  assist  us.  On  the  contrary,  the 
fact  was  just  the  other  way.  I  find  that 
in  1886  Lord  Eosebery,  on  behalf  of 
the  then  Government,  distinctly  refused 
the  appeal  which  was  made  to  him  to 
pay  this  sum  of  £200,000.  Lord  Eose- 
bery, on  the  14th  of  April,  1886,  said 
that  the  sum — 
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*'  Will  be  met  from  the  sam  allotted  out  of  the 
gnaranteed  loan  for  special  ezpooses  cozmeded 
with  the  Soudan." 

And  he  goes  on  to  say — 

*<  It  woold  be  nnreasotiable  to  exneet  He' 
lUjetty's  GoTemment  to  renoaiioe  uftogetii^ 
the  payment  of  the  £200,000.  The  Brituh  Go- 
vemment  pay  Cuatom  dntiea,  octrd  dotiei,  tad 
other  chai^.  ThB  total  yearly  cost  to  thb 
coontry  for  the  oooopation  and  defence  of  £gypt 
exceeds  £1,000,000.^ 

That  sum  was  altogether  beyond  the 
ordinary  expenditure  for  the  troops 
employed  in  ISgypt.  It  would,  therefore, 
seem  clear  from  thia  Paper  that  Lord 
Eosebery,  in  defining  the  position  of 
the  late  Government  in  1886,  pointed 
out  good  reasons  why  the  payment  should 
not  be  made.  It  was  even  the  case 
that  the  Egyptian  Gk>vemnk6nt  did 
not  make  the  daim.  At  the  time  the 
loan  of  £9,000,000  was  raised,  a  con- 
siderable amount  was  reserved  to  meet 
the  expenditure  of  oanying  on  the 
Egyptian  Oovemment.  It  was  proposed 
that  the  £200,000  should  be  provided 
out  of  that  loan  and  not  by  the  ordinary 
finances  of  the  country.  Then  came  tiie 
proposition  of  Moukhtar  Pasha,  in  Feb- 
ruary, 1886;  and  later  on— in  October 
1886---the  present  Gt>vemment  beii^ 
then  in  power,  they  accepted  the  liability. 
Now  it  appears  to  me  that  they  wrong- 
fully accepted  it,  and  that  they  accepted 
it  wholly  undm*  pressure,  having  r^^ard 
to  the  depressed  condition  of  the 
Egjrptian  finances.  I  believe  that  the 
only  real  ground  on  which  this  payment 
can  be  claimed  is  that  of  the  necessities 
of  the  Egyptian  Qovemment,  and  it 
comes  to  Uiis — ^that  the  Egyptian  Qo- 
vemment cannot  pay,  and,  therefore,  ve 
must  pay.  That  is  the  only  real  ground 
on  which  we  are  asked  to  pay  this 
money ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  die 
gentlemen  who  have  been  at  the  bead 
of  Egyptian  finance  have  been  occu- 
pying a  sort  of  dual  capacity  in  the 
matter.  One  day  they  give  us  a  roseate 
view  of  the  Egyptian  finances,  and  tell 
us  they  are  in  a  flourishing  condition. 
Nothing  could  be  more  rose-coloured 
than  the  account  which  they  gave  some 
time  ago  when  they  want^  to  pay 
the  bondholders.  When,  howeyer,  it 
comes  to  be  a  question  of  the  settle- 
ment of  accounts  with  the  British  Go- 
vernment an  entirely  different  view  it 
taken  of  the  finances  of  the  countiy. 
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diors  be  required  to  leave  their  bones  in 
Egypt  ?    I  never  struggled  much  against 
the  payment  for  Suakin.     That  port  is 
a  long  way  from  Egypt,  and  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  desire  to  indulge 
in  the  crotchet  of  occupying  Suakin,  they 
may  fairly  bear  the  expense ;  but  when 
it  comes  to  a  question  of  paying  for  the  de- 
fence of  Egypt,  I  very  strongly  object  to  it. 
At  the  same  time,  if  I  were  able  to  believe 
that  the  expenditure  was  incurred  in  order 
to  enable  Egypt  to  obtain  an   efficient 
Army  and  secure  the  withdrawal  of  our 
troops  altogether  from  that  country,  I 
would  not  grudge  the  money.    But  the 
reason  why  I  do  most  strongly  object  to 
the  Vote  is  that  I  believe  it  to  be  a  Vote 
which  is  only  to  stave  off  the  financial 
difficulties  of  Egypt,  and    to    put   off 
financial  inquii-y.      I  understand  that 
the  Egyptian  Army,  instead  of  being 
strengthened,  isbeing reduced,  and  that  it 
will  be  still  further  reduced.  The  answer 
to  those  who  may  urge  the  evacuation  will 
be  that  we  cannot  leave  Egypt  because 
the  Army  is  too  weak.    It  seems  to  me 
that  the  first  condition  under  which  it 
may  be  possible  for  us  to  withdraw  our 
troops  from  Egypt  is  that  Egypt  should 
have    a   sufficient  standing  Army,  by 
means  of  which  she  shall  be  able  to  de- 
fend herself  against  the  wild  tribes  by 
which  she  is  surrounded.    I  have  great 
respect  for  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff. 
I  believe  that  he  has  done  good  service 
on  former  occasions,  and  he  has  led  all 
of  us  to  hope  that  he  was  going  to  do 
good  service  again.  If  Sir  Henry  Drum- 
mond Wolff  could  secure  what  it  has 
been  alleged  he  has  been  attempting — 
namely,  the  neutraUzation  of  Egypt,  no 
salary  would  be  too  larse  for  him.   Cer- 
tainly, if  by  the  neutralization  of  Egypt 
is  meant  *' hands  off  all  round,"  that 
would  bo  one  of  the  best  things  that 
could  happen,  and  I  should  have  been 
delighted  if  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff 
could  have  made  an  arrangement  of  that 
kind.   But  whatever  may  have  been  the 
desire  in  that  direction  on  the  part  of 
Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff,  I  am  afraid 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
yielded  to  the  Jingo  cry.     They  gave  an 
explanation  the  other  day  which  shows 
that  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff's  Mis- 
sion has  been  entirely  nugatory.     What 
did  they  tell  us  ?    They  told  us  that  the 
proposals  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
did  not  involve  the  withdrawal  of  our 
troops  so  long  as  there  is  any  apprehen* 


They  say  that  Egypt  is  poor ;  that  her 
finances  are  embarrassed ;  that  the 
Egyptian  Exchequer  is  unable  to  pay; 
and  the  consequence  is  that  this  country 
is  compelled  to  pay  a  large  amount  of 
money,  not  only  on  account  of  past  ex- 
penditure, but  as  regards  the  present 
position  of  affairs.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  indicated,  and  we  knew 
it  already  from  the  statements  of  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
at  one  time  it  was  proposed  we  should 
pay  a  great  deal  more.  The  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  said  that,  in 
addition  to  the  responsibility  incurred, 
it  was  proposed  to  take  another  £500,000 
as  a  subsidy  for  Egypt.  Here  are  his 
words — 

"When  I  was  leaving  the  Government,  I 
had  consented  there  should  be  presented  to  Par- 
liament Supplementanr  Estimates  amounting  to 
the  sum  of  £300,000  for  the  Nary,  close  upon 
iS500,060  for  the  Army,  and  another  £500,000 
for  expensss  connected  with  the  Armv  in 
Egypf '-^8  Hazard,  [310]  69.) 

Gan  there  be  anything  plainer  than 
this?  I  myself  heard  the  noble  Lord 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(^Lord  Bandolph  Ohurchill)  use  those 
-words  in  the  plainest  language.  What 
I  believe  is  this — that  Her  Majesty's 
Goyemment  have  become  afraid  of  the 
outcry  which  may  be  raised  in  this 
country,  and  they  have  cut  down  the 
Estimate  to  £150,000.  They  say,  under 
these  circumstances,  instead  of  finding 
fault  with  them,  you  ought  to  give 
them  a  great  deal  of  credit.  Now, 
whether  the  amount  is  smaller  than  it 
might  have  been  or  not,  it  is  certainly  a 
great  deal  too  large  for  the  British  tax- 
payer to  pay;  and  I  am  not  satisfied 
that  if  he  agrees  to  pay  it  now,  he 
will  not  have  further  demands  of  the 
same  kind  to  pay  in  the  future.  The 
investigation  which  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment wish  to  avoid  is  postponed  for  the 
present,  and  if  there  is  a  deficiency  next 
year  we  shall  have  to  meet  it  also  by  a 
Supplementary  Estimate.  Her  Maj esty 's 
Government  may  say,  '*  hit  high,  or  hit 
low,  there  is  no  pleasing  him."  Now, 
I  should  be  much  better  pleased  if  they 
would  now  ask  something  more  for  next 
year,  for  this  reason — that  if  we  are  to 
defend  Egypt  out  of  British  taxes,  it  will 
be  much  better  to  pay  Egyptians  for 
doing  the  work  than  to  keep  our  own 
troops     Why  should  our  British  Grena- 
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Bion  that  the  Government  will  not  be 
able  to  maintain  themselves;  and  that 
means  until  the  arrival  of  the  Millennium, 
No  doubt  the  Egyptian  bondholders  will 
be  highly  satisfied  with  that  announce- 
ment;  and,  at  all  events,  it  is  now  under- 
stood that  we  are  not  to  go  away  until 
the  Egyptian  Army  is  renaered  efficient. 
We  are  not  now  going  to  give  the  money 
by  which  it  can  be  made  efficient.  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  say  that  they 
have  never  made  any  proposal  by  which 
they  intend  to  renounce  their  right  to 
protect  the  security  of  Egypt  from  ex- 
tern nl  and  internal  disturbance,  I  ask 
where  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  got 
thnt  right  ?  I  deny  the  right  altogether. 
Hor  Majesty's  ships  went  to  Alexandria, 
and  our  troops  have  ever  since  been 
engaged  in  defending  Egypt ;  but  I  deny 
Altogether  that  they  are  acting  under 
any  Treaty  right  to  which  the  European 
Powers  or  the  Porte  has  consented,  and 
which  gives  them  any  such  power,  Egypt 
has  submitted  to  the  protection  of  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment ;  but  the  Khedive 
has  given  them  no  Treaty  right,  because 
he  dare  not  do  so.  Then  they  say  that 
they  appreciate  the  fact  that  Belgium  is 
not  like  Egypt.  Undoubtedly,  in  many 
respects  Egypt  is  not  like  Belgium  ;  but 
in  one  essential  point  it  is  like  Belgium 
— namely,  that  it  is  a  rich  country  which 
so  many  people  covet,  and  the  neutra- 
lization of  Belgium  means  ''  hands  off  all 
round."  Nobody  must  be  allowed  to 
take  possession  of  the  country ;  but  the 
people  of  the  country  must  be  allowed  to 
manage  their  own  affairs.  I  think  there 
would  be  very  little  hope  if  we  passed 
this  Vote  that  things  would  go  in  the 
right  direction,  or  that  there  would  be 
any  immediate  prospect  of  our  withdraw- 
ing from  Egypt  and  wiping  our  hands 
of  the  Government  of  that  country.  I 
think  it  is  a  very  bad  arrangement 
which  enables  the  Egyptian  financiers 
to  extort  the  utmost  farthing  from  the 
people  of  England  for  the  benefit  of 
the  bondholders  without  benefiting  the 
people  of  Egypt  in  the  least  de^ee.  It 
IS  stated  that  the  Army  Service  in  Egypt 
is  popular ;  but  I  fina  that  a  revenue  of 
£250,000  a-year  is  being  raised  for  the 
purchase  of  discharge.  Surely,  that  is 
grossly  inconsistent  with  the  statement 
that  service  in  the  Egyptian  Army  is 
popular ;  that  nothing  like  conscription 
is  required,  and  that  the  service  is  en- 
tirely voluntary.    It  has  been  said  both 
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in  the  English  and  French  newepapers 
that  the  French  Government  have  con- 
sented to  devote  the  money  obtained  from 
the  purchase  of  discharges  to  theEgyptian 
Army,  the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  re- 
lieve the  taxpayers  of  this  country.  The 
Government  of  Egypt,  however,  declined 
to  do  anything  of  the  sort  because  they 
wanted  to  keep  this  item  of  revenue  for 
other  purposes.  Nobody  has  taken  a 
stronger  view  than  I  do  as  to  the  neces- 
sity of  abolishing  the  earvie,  and  the  land 
revenues  ought  to  be  available  for  that 
purpose ;  but  I  fail  to  see  that  the  corr^ 
in  Egypt  has  any  connection  whatever 
with  the  service  of  the  Army.  It  would 
be  just  as  reasonable  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  and  Boss 
and  Cromarty  (Dr.  Macdonald)  were  to 
get  up  and  object  to  the  Army  Estimate^ 
because  they  are  of  opinion  that  the  sum 
voted  to  the  purchase  of  discharge 
ought  to  be  applied  in  order  to  meet  the 
grievances  of  the  Scotch  crofters.  The 
two  things  have  no  reference  to  eadi 
other.  According  to  the  last  plea  put  for- 
ward, as  stated  on  the  authority  of  our 
own  Accent  in  Egypt,  the  arrangement  is 
this.  At  the  time  of  the  Financial  Con- 
vention the  land  revenue  of  Egypt  was 
to  be  reduced  to  the  extent  of  £250,000, 
and  it  was  now  proposed  that  it  should 
be  maintained,  but  that  provision  should 
be  made  out  of  that  for  the  aholition  of 
the  corvie.  In  that  event,  provision  for 
the  Army  could  be  made ;  but,  other- 
wise, there  would  be  no  funds  out  of 
which  the  Egyptian  Army  could  be 
maintained.  If  that  is  so,  we  should  he 
fairly  told  that  after  a  certain  time  the 
British  taxpayer  should  no  longer  he 
required  to  contribute  towards  the  sup- 

Eort  of  the  Egyptian  Army.  There  may 
e  people  in  this  country  who  are  willing 
to  pay  for  the  privilege  of  occupying 
^gypt ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  if  the 
matter  were  fairly  and  frankly  placed 
before  the  English  people,  they  would  be 
willing  to  make  this  payment.  My  own 
view  is  that  if  the  Egyptian  Government 
cannot  be  supported  under  the  present 
system  without  coming  to  the  British 
taxpayer  to  make  up  the  deficiency,  we 
ought  frankly  to  confess  that  Egypt  is 
insolvent,  and  then  endeavour  to  come 
to  terms  with  the  other  Powers  in  regard 
to  its  future  position.  I  think  we  are 
making  an  unfair  payment,  upon  an 
unfair  pretext,  when  we  pay  the  Egyp- 
tians for  fighting  their  own  hattles,  and 
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that  this  item  in  the  Supplementary  Es- 
timates is  solely  asked  for  with  a  view 
of  squaring  the  Egyptian  Budget.  Be- 
fore I  sit  down,  I  should  like  to  express 
a  hope  that,  before  the  debate  ends,  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Afifairs,  or 
some  other  Member  of  the  Government, 
will  explain  how  it  is  proposed  to  carry 
on  the  expenditure  for  the  Egyptian 
Army,  if  this  House  is  not  called  upon 
to  pay  it.  I  understand  that  in  the 
coming  Estimates  there  is  not  only  no 
Estimate  for  any  payment  to  be  made 
in  aid  of  the  Egyptian  Army,  but  that 
even  the  payment  for  the  garrison  at 
8uakin  is  to  be  withdrawn.  Then  I 
want  to  know  how  the  Egyptian  Army 
is  to  be  carried  on  if  that  is  the  case  ?  I 
find  that  the  Egyptian  Army  has  always 
been  starved.  The  iB  130, 000,  which 
was  reserved  for  it  in  Egypt,  does  not 
amount  to  one  and  a- half  per  cent  of  the 
Egyptian  revenues.  Is  it  possible  that 
any  country  could  expect  to  maintain  a 
standing  Army  at  so  ridiculously  smcdl 
a  cost?  And  even  £30,000  of  that  sum  is 
expended  in  administration,  and  instead 
of  £130,000  being  kept  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Army,  not  more  than 
£100,000  is  spent  for  that  purpose. 
How,  then,  is  the  money  to  be  found  to 
enable  this  country  to  abandon  the  posi- 
tion which  it  now  occupies  in  Egypt  ? 
Are  you  going  to  reduce  the  Egyptian 
Army  to  the  minimum  on  which  it  can 
be  maintained  for  £  1 30, 000  ?  I  expect  to 
he  told  what  proposals  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment intend  to  make  in  regard  to  the 
Egyptian  Army  in  the  future,  and  how 
it  is  to  be  maintained  if  the  cost  is  not 
to  be  thrown  upon  the  British  taxpayer. 
Nothing  could  be  more  dangerous  than 
the  false  economy  of  starving  the  Egyp- 
tian Army,  and  reducing  its  efficiency. 
I  am  sorry  that  I  have  detained  the 
House  so  long,  and  I  beg  to  move  the 
rejection  of  the  Vote. 

ME.AItTHURO'CONNOR(Donegal, 
E.) :  There  is  a  point  of  Order  I  wish  to 
raise  in  regard  to  the  Motion  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  has  moved  for 
the  rejection  of  this  Vote.  I  take  it 
that  if  a  reduction  of  the  Vote  is  merely 
moved  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  any 
other  hon.  Member  from  raising  a  ques- 
tion hereafter  upon  other  items  in  the 
Vote,  even  although  the  Motion  for  the 
reduction  of  a  particular  item  is  put 
from  the  Chair  and  carried  to  a  Division. 
Therefore,  I  would  suggest  that  the  hon. 


Member,  instead  of  moving  the  rejection 
of  the  Vote,  should  move  the  omission 
of  the  particular  item  which  relates  to 
Egypt.  The  debate  would  then  be  con- 
finea  to  that  specific  item.  There  would 
be  no  cross  conversation,  but  a  specific 
issue  would  be  raised. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  That  course  was 
pursued  on  several  occasions  the  last 
time  we  were  in  Supply. 

Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  I  shall 
be  perfectly  willing  to  change  the  form 
of  my  Motion,  and  to  move  the  omission 
of  this  item  of  £160,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  the  Item  of  £150,000,  for  deficiency 
in  Appropriations  in  Aid,  be  omitted  from  the 
proposed  Vote."— (/S»r  Oeorgt  CcmpML) 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
The  audacity  of  putting  down  a  Vote 
like  this  in  the  Supplementary  Estimates 
is  only  equalled  by  the  audacity  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  in 
endeavouring  to  throw  the  responsibility 
upon  his  Predecessors.  Now,  Sir,  what 
is  this  Vote  ?  It  is  a  deliberate  attempt 
on  the  part  of  certain  classes,  who  ^- 
ways  hang  together,  to  force  the  British 
taxpayer  to  pay  a  .sum  of  £200,000 
which  cannot  be  paid  by  Egypt  for  the 
coupons  on  the  British  Loan  that  are 
due  in  March — this  month.  In  order  to 
prove  that  assertion,  it  will  be  necessary 
for  me  to  explain,  as  hriefly  as  possible, 
what  are  our  present  relations  with 
Egyptian  finance.  After  1882— after 
what  was  called  the  rebellion  had  been 
suppressed— we  came  to  an  agreement 
that  the  Egyptian  Government  should 
pay  a  sum  of  £4  for  every  one  of  our 
soldiers  employed  in  Egypt ;  that  being 
supposed  to  be  the  excess  of  cost  over 
what  would  have  been  incurred  if  the 
troops  had  remained  in  England.  The 
numoer  of  our  troops  was  limited,  at  the 
same  time,  to  7,500.  In  1884  a  Conven- 
tion sat  in  London  and  discussed  this 
matter  at  some  length,  but  separated 
without  coming  to  an  absolute  agree- 
ment; but  in  March,  1885,  they  did 
come  to  an  agreement,  and  their  agree- 
ment was  embodied  in  a  decree  of  the 
Khedive.  In  that  decree  it  was  laid 
down  that  the  Khedive  should  take  5 
per  cent  off  the  coupons  for  the  years 
1885, 1886,  and  up  to  March,  1887.  At 
the  same  time,  it  was  agreed  that  we 
shoiUd  reduce  our  interest  in  the  Suez 
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Oanal  ehares  by  \  per  cent.  Whether 
that  wa8  a  quid  pro  quo  I  do  not  know ;  but 
it  was  stated  at  the  time  that  the  great 
Powers  of  Europe  were  acting  with  us, 
and  assented  that  the  maximum  sum  to 
be  paid  for  the  occupation  of  Egypt  was 
to  be  £200,000.  We  are  told  that  this 
Vote  has  been  rendered  necessary  in 
consequence  of  what  the  late  Qovem- 
ment  did  in  the  matter.  Let  us  see  what 
it  was  that  the  late  Government  did.  In 
the  Blue  Book,  **  Egypt,  No.  4,"  at  page 
78,  there  is  a  Treasury  Minute,  dated 
September,  1 884 .  That  Treasury  Minute 
cites  a  speech  made  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Ohilders)  when  he  was  ChanceUor  of  the 
Ezoheqaer.  My  right  hon.  Friend  stated 
then — 

'*A11  the  Powers  a^ree  ae  to  the  normal 
administrative  expenditure  in  Egypt,  fixing 
the  figure,  subject  to  certain  adjosUnents,  at 
£^,287,000,  but  that  figure  contains  one  item  of 
expenditure  which  will  be  of  special  interest  to 
us— namely,  £200,000  for  the  maximum  cost  of 
the  Army  of  Occupation.*' 

The  Treasuiry  Minute  goes  on  to  say 
that,  in  pursuance  of  that  arrangement, 
made  by  Her  Majesty's  late  Adyisers, 
the  liability  of  this  cotmtry  in  respect  of 
the  Army  of  Occupation  was,  for  that 
year,  £200,000.  Therefore,  the  sum  due 
from  Egypt  on  that  occasion  for  the  first 
fiye  months  of  1885-6  was  £83,333. 
Now,  I  haye  pointed  out  what  was  the 
yiew  of  the  matter  taken  by  the  former 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  right 
hon.Member  for  Edinburgh.  In  1885-6 
this  amount  was  chai^ged  on  the  Esti- 
mates, and  it  appears  as  a  reduction  of 
the  Estimates.  We  were  to  receiye 
£200,000  from  Egypt,  and  I  believe 
that  we  did  receiye  it.  At  the  same 
time,  the  Egyptians  received  £233,000 
as  a  contribution  from  us  for  services 
paid  for  by  them  in  connection  with  our 
Suakin  expedition,  which  was  intended 
for  the  relief  of  General  Gordon.  It  was 
held  that  that  was  specially  our  expe- 
dition, and  it  was  considered  that  we 
ought  to  pay  any  Egyptians  we  em- 

floyed  in  it.  I  now  come  to  1886-7. 
n  1886-7, 1  find  there  is  put  down  in 
the  Estimates  a  sum  of  £200,000  as  a 
contribution  from  Egypt.  It  was  on 
that  occasion  that  Lord  Bosebery  wrote 
the  despatch  which  was  quoted  just  now 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell),  in  which,  in  reply  to 
the  demand  from  Egypt;  and  the  plea 
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which  the  Egyptian  Qov&mmeDi  had 
made  for  some  remission,  Iiord  Bose- 
bery  substantially  told  them  that  no 
remission  whatever  would  be  made. 
[ Crie$  of  '*  No !  "]  Hon.  Members  say 
''no."  Then  I  shall  haye  to  read  the 
despatch  again.  It  is  dated  April  l4Ui« 
1886,  and  it  is  a  despatch  from  Lord 
Bosebery  to  Sir  Henry  Drumnond 
Wolff,  and  it  says— 

*<  I  shoold  wish  yon  to  point  oat  to  Ifit 
£^cellency  that  it  would  be  imiiMao«ud>le  to 
expect  that  Her  Majesty's  OoTvmment  ooold 
consent  to  renounce  altogether  the  paymoit  of 

the  £200,000." 

[An  hon.  Member  :  Altogether  !] 
The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  reliee  tm. 
the  word  ''altog^her.''  Snrelj  we  are 
renoimcing  this  £200,000  altogether. 
The  despatch  says — 

^It  would  be  unreasonable  to  expect  that 
Her  Majesty's  Gk>Temment  could  wmwaot  to  re- 
nounce altogether  the  payment  of  the  £200,000 
to  be  paid  by  the  Egyptian  GoTernmoit  on 
account  of  the  expenses  of  the  British  forces  in 
Egjrpt.  A  payment  of  this  kind  was  originally 
intended  to  represent  the  extra  cost  of  the 
residence  in  £g]rpt  of  British  tioope  in  In^ 
over  and  abore  tiieir  actual  pay.  Her  liajesty's 
Government,  while  considering  the  straitened 
position  of  the  Eg^'ptian  Exchequer,  cannot 
recognize  that  this  sum  covers  even  the  extra 
expenditure  the  British  Oovemment  are  called 
upon  to  pay.  They  pay  customs  duties,  octroi 
duties,  and  other  charges.  The  total  yeariy 
cost  to  this  country  for  the  occupation  and 
defence  of  E^ypt  exceeds  £1,000,000  sterling. 
It  is  the  desire  of  Her  Majesty's  €k>Temment 
to  reduce  this  charge  as  nr  as  possible;  bot 
whilst  it  continues  the^  are  not  prepared*  with- 
out just  reason,  to  remit  the  small  coutributioa 
towards  it  they  receive  from  Egypt." 

After  that  despatch,  can  it  be  possible 
to  assert,  for  a  moment,  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's late  Adyisers  were  in  favour  of 
relieving  Egypt  of  the  payment  of  this 
sum?  As  I  have  pointed  out,  these 
coupons,  at  the  present  moment,  are  due 
by  the  Convention  of  1885,  at  which  it 
was  agreed  that,  in  March,  1887 — ^the 
present  month— Bgypt  was  to  pay  the 
interest  upon  the  coupons  in  full,  or  the 
whole  condition  of  the  finances  of  E^^rpt 
would  be  inquired  into  by  the  European 
Powers.  I  can  understand  the  GK>vem- 
ment  coming  forward  to  say — "We 
object  to  a  Convention  of  that  kind  on 
the  part  of  Europe ;  and  we  think  it  is 
more  desirable  that  we  should  give  up 
this  sum  of  £200,000."  That  course 
would  be  frai^  and  honest ;  bat  what 
did  the  Government  do  ?  AAeir  taking 
credit  to  themselves  for  this  £200,000  in 
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the  Estimates,  they  come  forward  with  a 
Supplementary  Estimate,  precisely  at  the 
moment  when  the  money  due  upon  these 
coupons  is  required,  and  when  it  is  a 
matter  of  notoriety,  according  to  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring,  that  Egypt  cannot  pay 
them.  Her  Majesty's  Government  told 
us  that  they  wanted  this  sum  of  money 
in  order  to  pay  off  some  old  claims  in 
regard  to  Suakin ;  but  in  reality  it  is  to 
pay  the  coupons.  Are  we  to  be  told 
that  we  have  done  nothing  at  all  for 
^SJP^^  ^®  ^^^  AQ  army  there,  and 
charged  only  £4  per  man,  while  the  cost 
to  us  was  £100  per  man.  Therefore, 
we  saved  the  Eo^yptian  Government  a 
large  amount  of  ready  money.  Yet, 
now,  we  are  told  that  we  are  not  only  to 
send  our  own  troops  to  Egypt,  but  that 
we  are  to  pay  the  £)gyptians  for  defend- 
ing their  own  country.  Whoever  heard 
of  such  a  preposterous  demand  ?  It  has 
frequently  occurred  that  one  Gt>vemment 
lias  sent  to  another  an  Auxiliary  Force 
under  a  Treaty  of  defensive  and  offen- 
sive alliance.  A  Qovernment  sending 
an  Auxiliary  Force  in  that  way  is  ex- 
pected to  pay  for  it ;  but  it  has  never 
yet  been  held  that  a  Government  who 
sends  an  Auxiliary  Force  is  not  only  to 
pay  its  own  expenses,  but  also  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Native  troops  who  may 
act  with  them.  Tet  that  is  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  is  obliged  to  lay  before 
the  House,  because  he  will  not  frankly 
and  honestly  admit  that  this  is  a  pay- 
ment for  the  coupons.  Let  me  point 
out  that  if  we  pay  these  coupons,  in  all 
probability  we  shall  have  to  pay  more 
money  still.  We  shall  virtually  admit 
that  whenever  the  coupons  cannot  be 
paid  by  Egypt  we  must  come  forward 
and  pay  tl^m  ourselves.  It  practically 
makes  it  an  Efi;yptian  security  in  Eng- 
lish Consols.  Ifodoubty  that  is  a  pleasant 
thing  for  the  holders  of  the  coupons; 
but  it  is  most  unpleasant  for  the  British 
taxpayer,  who  will  again  and  again  have 
to  put  his  hands  into  his  pockets  in  order 
to  pay  these  coupons.  The  reason  of 
of  this  is,  that  we  nave  taken  upon  our- 
selves the  payment  of  the  loans  to  Egypt, 
at  an  excessive  rate,  and  we  have  not 
left  enough  for  the  normal  expenses  of 
Egypt.  Owing  to  the  old  Soudan 
'troubles  on  the  Frontier  of  Egypt,  the 
Egyptian  Government  were  compelled 
to  raise  a  loan  which  was  greater  than 
they  could  repay.    We  authorized  and 


allowed  that  loan,  and  guaranteed  the 
payment  of  interest  upon  a  sum  of 
£9,000,000.  At  the  present  moment 
Egypt  is  in  this  position.  Avowedly 
she  cannot  borrow  on  her  own  finances, 
and,  therefore,  she  comes  springing  upon 
us  for  the  money  necessary  for  the  pay- 
ment of  her  debts.  I  maintain  that  the 
course  we  are  pursuing  is  corrupt  in  the 
highest  degree.  I  hope  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  will  give  the 
House  an  explanation  in  regard  to  these 
loans.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
is  responsible  for  them.  I  do  not  com- 
plain of  him  ;  but  I  will  only  state  an 
admitted  fact,  that  the  house  with  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
connected  brought  out  the  first  loans; 
and  now  he  puts  his  name  to  this  Esti- 
mate, which  is  to  convert  these  bonds 
into  English  Consols  and  to  give  a  per- 
fect assurance  that  if  they  are  not  paid 
by  Egypt — which  certainly  cannot  be 
done,  and  they  cannot  in  any  way  bene- 
fit the  Egyptian  fellahs,  but  simply  bene- 
fit the  men  who  have  bought  the  loans, 
and  now  hold  the  coupons  at  a  high  price 
— then  the  money  shall  be  paid  by  the 
British  Government.  Let  me  call  atten- 
tion to  a  statement  made  by  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring — who  will  be  accepted,  I  pre- 
sume, by  the  Cbvemment  as  a  good 
authority — as  to  what  the  position  of 
Egypt  has  been  up  to  1887.  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  tells  us  that  when  the  financial 
arrangements  were  made  in  1885,  the 
Gbvemm^it  ought  to  have  known  very 
well  that  Egypt  would  be  unable  to  pay 
the  full  interest  on  the  coupons.  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  wrote,  on  the  18th  of 
April,  1886,  to  Lord  Eosebery,  and 
stated  that  there  was  a  probability  of 
the  Egyptian  Government  being  able  to 
resume  full  payment  in  1887  ;  but  at 
that  moment,  adds  Sir  Evelyn  Baring, 
it  would  be  undue  optimism  to  speak  of 
the  contingency  as  more  than  a  bare 
probability.    Me  adds — 

"  That  the  lain  required  to  enable  tho  Egprp- 
tian  Goyemment  to  meet  its  fall  legal  obliga- 
tions was  only  aboat  J&200,000 ;  " 

and  he  sums  up  the  position  as  fol- 
lows :— 

^  The  fall  payment  of  the  rate  of  interest  is 
quite  impoSBible  unless  two  things  happen—first, 
a  material  reduction  of  the  army  expenditure  ; 
and  secondly,  a  reduction  of  the  non-effeotive 
charges." 

He  concludes  in  these  words — 
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*<ITnl6utheie  two  object*  are  obtained,  I  see 
no  probability  of  the  Egyptian  Treasury  issu- 
ing from  a  state  of  bankruptcy." 

What  is  the  date 


An  Hon.  Membib  : 
of  that  despatch  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBE  :  It  is  contained 
in  the  Blue  Book,**  Egypt,  No.  4.';  Sir 
Eveljn  Baring  clearly  shows  that  it  was 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  meet 
these  charges.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Egyptian  Government  has  not  met  them, 
and  cannot  meet  them ;  and,  therefore,  I 
say  that  this  scheme  is  vamped  up,  and 
we  are  called  upon  to  pay  expenses, 
stated  to  have  been  incurred  in  1885-6, 
in  order  that  the  coupons  may  be  paid 
in  full.  Would  it  not  have  been  more 
fair  and  candid  for  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  have  said  so  ?  No  doubt  I 
should  have  personally  opposed  any  pro- 
posal of  that  kind ;  but  still,  the  matter 
would  have  been  put  fairly  before  the 
House.  I  maintain  that  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  put  an  end  to  this 
ridiculous  expenditure  in  connection 
with  Egypt.  We  were  told  when  we 
were  voting  money  for  the  Army  of 
Occupation  that  £200,000  would  be  paid 
over  Dy  Egypt ;  but,  after  voting  money 
upon  that  pledge,  we  are  now  called 
upon,  in  a  Supplementary  Vote,  to  fore- 
go the  £200,000  and  put  our  hands  in 
our  own  pockets  in  order  to  pay  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
War  has  further  told  us  that  somo  of 
the  other  items  in  connection  with  the 
war  expenditure  have  been  in  excess  of 
the  sums  actually  required.  He  has, 
therefore,  coolly  taken  £60,000  which 
was  in  excess  upon  sums  voted  for  spe- 
cific purposes  and  he  has  handed  them 
over  as  a  subsidy  to  the  Egyptian 
Government. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  What  I  stated 
was  that  the  balance  of  the  deficiency  in 
the  Appropriation  was  £150,000. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  I  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  toeaythat  the 
original  appropriation  exceeded  the  Esti- 
mates by  £150,000,  but  that  there  was 
an  excess  of  £50,000  which  he  had  ap- 
propriated. That  is  the  necessary  con- 
sequence of  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  believe  I  am  speak- 
ing within  the  mark  when  I  gather  the 
meaning  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
words  to  be  that  there  was  a  consider- 
able excess  upon  other  items,  and  that 
that  excess  has  been  deliberately  taken 
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by  Her  Majesty's  Government.    I  tm 
not  surprised  that  a  Gk)vemment  who 
would  do  that  should  come  forward  now 
and  ask  for  a  further  sum  of  £150,000; 
but,  I  would  ask,  what  earthly  use  it  is 
for  hon.  Members  to  come  down  here  to 
discuss  the  various  items  of  expenditure 
when  such  things  as  that  are  allowed  ? 
It  is  a  system  that  in  the  time  of  the  late 
Emperor  Napoleon  was  protested  agaioet 
over  and  over  again,  and  it  was  one  of 
the  things  that  in  the  end  led  to  tlie 
Emperor's  downfall.    I  protest  entirely 
against  the  whole  of  this  Vote.    I  pfo- 
test  against  the  £150,000  which  we  me 
asked  to  Vote ;  and  I  proteet  as  strongly 
as  possible  against  the  system  adopted 
at  the  War  Office  by  which  a  sum  of 
£50,000  voted  for  i^cific  purposes  is 
proposed  to  be  put  into  the  pockets  of 
the  Egyptian  Gbvernment,  becaose  the 
present  Government  choose  to  say  that 
the  late  Administration  were  in  favour 
of  such  a  course.    I  deny  that  they  were 
in  favoxir  of  it.    I  deny  that  the  qaota« 
tion  from  Lord  Granville  substantiates 
it  for  a  moment.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  1887,  tells  that  this  debt  was 
incurred  in  1885-0 ;  and  he  says  that  it 
was  incurred  in  accordance  with  tbe 
wishes  and  intentions  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment, because,  in  1884,  Lord  Gran- 
ville had  asserted  that  it  was  our  mission 
to  maintain  order  in  Egypt,  and  to  per- 
form certain  duties  in  connection  with  the 
ports  of  theBed  Sea.  Now,  we  are  spend- 
ing £1,000,000  sterling  in  the  defence  of 
the  Egyptian  Frontier,   and  we  hare 
spent  a  great  deal  of  the  money  in  main- 
taining the  ports  of  the  !Red  Sea ;  and 


Lord  Granville's  statement  has  abeo- 
lutely  nothing  to  do  with  an  expendi- 
ture  which  occurred  in  1885-6,  and  which 
we  are  now  asked  to  pay  in  1887.  I 
protest  altogether  against  this  Vote,  and 
1  hope  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  will  go  to  a  Diyision  against 
it.  I  hope  that  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  at  least,  will  jdn  by 
their  votes  in  giving  an  effect  to  a  strong 
protest  against  the  whole  system  of  the 
Government  in  bringing  forward  Votes 
of  this  character  in  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates. Above  all  things,  we  ought  to 
protest  against  the  system  which  his 
been  pursued  of  taking  £50,000  firon 
purposes  for  which  they  may  have  been 
legitimately  and  properly  voted,  in  order 
to  apply  them  to  other  and  entirely  dif- 
ferent purposes. 
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Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton') : 
As  I  understand  the  Vote,  it  is  an  appli- 
cation to  the  Oommittee  to  grant,  with- 
out knowing  any  of  the  particulars,  a 
sum  of  £150,000  to  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment for  the  expenses  which  are 
being,  and  have  been,  incurred  by  them 
— ^how  incurred  is  altogether  unexplained 
— under  the  authority  of  one  of  the 
British  Commanders-in-Chief.  We  do 
not  koow  when  the  expenditure  was  in- 
curred. [Mr.  E.  Stakhopb  dissented.] 
I  am  sorry  to  find  myself  already  in  dis- 
agreement with  the  Treasury  Bench; 
but  I  am  afraid  I  shall  find  myself  more 
in  disagreement  as  I  go  on.  I  have 
some  little  evidence  beside  me  which  I 
am  ready  to  use  after  I  get  an  answer 
from  the  Government  to  the  questions  I 
am  about  to  put.  At  present,  all  I  am 
going  to  ask  is  that  some  Member 
of  the  Government,  possessing  a  little 
knowledge  of  the  facts,  will  be  good 
enough  to  state  what  was  the  nature 
of  the  extraordinary  services  rendered 
to  us  by  the  Egyptian  Government, 
and  who  authorized  the  British  Com- 
mander-in-Chief to  require  the  Egyp- 
tian Government  to  perform  these 
services  ?  I  wish  to  know  whether  the 
question  was  submitted  to  the  Home 
Government,  and,  if  the  reply  is  "Yes," 
where  is  the  despatch  relating  to  it  ?  If 
the  question  was  not  so  siibmitted,  I 
want  to  know  whether  the  Government 
mean  to  give  us  to  understand  that  the 
British  Commander-in-Chief,  for  the  time 
being,  has  authority  to  pledge  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  to  the  payment 
of  any  amount  of  money  to  the  Egyptian 
Government  for  any  expenditure  they 
may  choose  to  incur  ?  Then  I  want  a 
specific  answer  to  the  question — ^what  is 
the  total  extraordinary  expenditure  of 
which  this  sum  of  £150,000  forms  part  ? 
I  want  to  know,  further,  what  the  items 
are  which  make  it  up;  also,  whether 
those  items  have  been  submitted  to  the 
Home  Government  in  any  despatch,  and, 
if  "  Tes,"  why  that  despatch  has  been 
omitted  from  the  papers  presented  to 
Parliament  ?  I  want  to  know  whether 
the  Vote  includes  anything  for  services 
at  Suakin  in  reference  to  which  a  dis- 
agreement even  now  subsists,  and  it  be- 
comes more  important  to-night  because 
it  is  alleged  in  regard  to  the  matter  that 
the  British  Government  did,  by  a  de- 
spatch to  the  Commander-in-chiefy  au- 
thorize   certain    expenditure  upon   the 


Egyptian  Army  at  Suakin  ?  I  want  to 
know,  what  that  expenditure  was  for, 
what  amount  we  are  responsible  for, 
what  there  may  be  beyond,  and  also  the 
total  claims  made  by  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment ?  I  think  we  ought  not  to  be 
asked  to  vote  money  which  is  to  go  en- 
tirely into  the  Egyptian  Exchequer 
without  understanding  something  about 
it ;  therefore,  I  wish  to  learn  whether 
the  sums  claimed  hy  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment were  really  larger  originally ; 
why  the  Government  insist  on  reducing 
them,  and  why,  in  the  Papers  presented 
to  Parliament,  those  items  are  not  in- 
cluded ?  When  Parliament  is  asked  to 
vote  a  sum  of  £150,000  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  English  taxpayer  for  the 
payment  of  people  in  Egypt,  I  think 
it  is  necessary  to  have  some  explanation 
of  the  purpose  for  which  it  has  been 
employed,  who  will  profit  by  it,  and 
what  is  the  nature  of  the  services  the 
Egyptian  Government  performed  for 
which  they  are  now  seeking  payment. 
Then  I  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
English  Government  was  made  liable 
for  this  payment  by  Sir  Henry  Drum- 
mond  Wolff  or  by  Sir  Evelyn  Bariog, 
and  I  should  like  further  to  know  where 
the  despatch  is  from  either  of  those  gen- 
tlemen to  the  Home  Government  giving 
information  on  the  subject.  It  is  some- 
what curious  that  an  attentive  reading 
of  the  Blue  Books  shows  some  remarkable 
gaps  so  far  as  authority  is  concerned.  It 
might  almost  appear  that  some  despatches 
have  been  unfairly  left  out,  but  I  know 
that  that  is  impossible  in  the  straight- 
forward way  in  which  we  manage  things 
in  this  country.  At  any  rate,  the  Go- 
vernment appear  to  have  displayed  care- 
ful carelessness  in  leaving  out  anything 
that  would  enlighten  an  imoffioial  Mem- 
ber. I  trust  that  I  shall  get  the  answer 
which  I  hope  to  get,  and  in  the  event  of 
not  getting  it,  I  shall  certainly  continue, 
as  long  as  the  Committee  will  permit 
me,  to  press  these  questions  upon  its 
attention.  It  may  be  necessary  for  me 
to  say  something  more.  I  cannot  be- 
lieve that  any  Member  on  either  side  of 
the  House  would  be  a  party  to  throwing 
away  the  money  of  the  nation  without 
having  some  indication  of  the  way  in 
which  it  is  spent.  Having  become  bound 
to  pay  something  for  extra  services — an 
unknown  amount — I  wuit  to  know  if 
there  have  been  any  other  extra  services, 
and  whether  the  British  Commander-in- 
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Chief  has  any  authority  to  pledge  this 
oountry  further ;  if  so,  to  what  extent ; 
whether  for  garrisoning  duties,  or  what 
are  the  peculiar  services  for  which  au- 
thority has  been  given  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  ?  If  no  authority  has 
been  given  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  then  by  whom  has  the  authority 
been  given,  and  where  are  the  despatches 
which  relate  to  the  matter?  I  do  not 
propose  at  the  present  moment  to  occupy 
the  time  of  the  Oommittee  with  criti- 
cism, but  I  will  resenre  all  I  have  to  say 
until  I  reoeiye  an  answer  to  these  ques- 
tions. 

The  financial  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brod»iok) 
(Surrey,  Guildford):  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down  has  adopted 
rather  an  indignant  tone  as  to  the  na- 
ture of  the  information  laid  before  the 
House,  and  also  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
services  rendered  for  the  money  paid  to 
the  Egyptian  Government.  Now  I 
would  yenture  to  remind  the  hon.  (Gen- 
tleman and  the  Committee  that  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment,  as  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  War  (B£r.  E. 
Stanhope)  has  pointed  out,  although 
they  are  responsible  for  settling  these 
claims,  are  not  responsible  for  having 
initiated  them.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  forced  to  take  up  matters  as 
they  stood. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  WiU  the  hon. 
Gentleman  permit  me  to  say  that  I  have 
read  a  despatch  showing  that  the  respon- 
sibility originated  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  Leader  of  the 
House  in  relation  to  this  item. 

Mb.  BRODRICK:  No  doubt  that  is 
correct  in  relation  to  one  battalion,  but 
the  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  appear  to 
have  thoroughly  investigated  the  de- 
spatches to  which  he  has  referred,  and 
which  show  that  Her  Majesty's  late 
Advisers  incurred  direct  responsibility 
for  the  defence  of  Suakin  and  the 
Frontier  of  Egypt.  I  would  refer  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  a  despatch  bearing 
date  April  12th,  1886.  He  will  there 
find  it  stated  by  the  British  Commander- 
in-Chief  that  the  sum  which  has  been 
placed  on  the  Estimate  for  1886-7  had 
been  already  exceeded  to  the  extent  of 
"^16,000.  Before  the  present  Govern 
'ent  came  into  Office  the  total  was 
^l^l^siderably    swelled   for   services    at 

-^*'.  Bradhugh 


that  e.^ 


Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  Is  the  hon. 
Gentleman  referring  to  Paper  No.  7S, 
April  12th,  1886. 

Mb. BRODRICK:  IfthehoB.GenUe- 
man  will  allow  me  to  explain ;  the  Papers 
have  been  carried  up  to  the  latest  moment 
— ^up  to  the  time  of  printing. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  understood 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  quote  a  despatch 
dated  April  12th,  1886.  Now,  there  is 
a  despatch  of  that  date,  but  I  do  not 
find  in  it  the  passage  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  although  there  is  another  of 
that  date  which  contains  a  very  different 
signification.  I  want  to  know  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  referring  to  that 
despatch? 

Mb.  BRODRICK:  I  am  referring 
to  the  despatch  whidi  states  that  the 
last  demand  upon  the  British  Govern- 
ment was  for  £16,640,  and  which  states 
that  that  sum  had  been  incurred  in 
liabilities  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gt>vernment. 

8iB  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  What 
despatch  is  that  ? 

Mb.  BRODRICK :  It  is  dated  April 
12th,  1886. 

8iB  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  Is  it 
published  ? 

Mb.  BRODRICK;  Yes.  I  am  read- 
ing from  the  Blue  Book  ''  Egypt  No.  5, 
)886/'  page  23.  The  hon.  Member 
asks  whether  the  Commander- in-Clkief 
in  Egypt  is  justified  in  incurring  ex- 
penditure without  Govemmoat  controL 
Certainly.  Constant  references  haye 
been  made  by  the  Commander-in-Chief 
in  E^rpt  to  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment; 
and  I  may  remind  the  hon.  Oen^eman 
that  Sir  Frederick  Stephenson  is  reepoa- 
sible  for  the  authority  having  been  given 
for  the  amount  of  the  Egyptian  ohdms 
to  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  alluded. 
As  to  what  those  'claims  are  I  am  per- 
fectly ready  to  g^ye  the  hon.  Gentleman 
information  in  detail.  One  battalion 
was  authorized  to  be  raised  for  Suakin 
in  1885 ;  two  battalions  were  authorized 
for  the  Nile  by  the  order  of  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  for  "War  in  June, 
1886  ;  and  the  Suakin  expenditure,  as  I 
pointed  out  just  now,  rose  from  an  Esti- 
mate of  £6tt,000  to  a  total  of  £166,000. 
The  total  for  Suakin  and  these  addi* 
tional  battalions  at  the  dose  of  the 
year  amounted  to  £137,252.  Beddes 
that  sum,  General  Stephenson  had  autho- 
rized the  increase  of  a  depot  battalioa 
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wbioh  cost  £4,500.  Then  there  were 
certain  payments  for  forage,  &c.)  which 
amounted  to  £23,000,  and  claims  for 
railway  staff  in  the  Soudan  and  other 
expenses,  which  amounted  to  a  sum  of 
£9,000;  making  in  all  £173,750  autho- 
rized  by  the  General  Commanding. 
Beyond  that  sum.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Ternment  undertook  to  pay  a  claim  of 
£45,000  preferred  by  the  Egyptian 
Goyemment ;  and  in  granting  t£it  sum 
they  were  guided  by  the  undertaking 
Her  Majesty's  Gt>yemment  had  entered 
into,  by  which  this  country  had  given  a 
pledge  to  Egypt.  That  undertakiDg 
was  not,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
junior  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
"Bradlaugh)  has  suggested,  due  to  the 
poverty  of  Egypt,  nor  is  it  made  simply 
to  make  up  a  certain  payment  which  the 
Egyptian  Goyemment  are  bound  to  die- 
duirge  in  reference  to  the  coupons ;  but 
it  is  made  in  consequence  of  a  despatch 
sent  by  the  noble  Marquess  the  Member 
for  Rossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington),  which  is  dated  the  20th  April, 

1885,  and  which  has  already  been  placed 
before  Parliament,  in  which  the  noble 
Marquess  states  that  the  Goyemment 
woula  maintain  a  garrison  in  Suakin 
and  would  defend  the  Egyptian  frontier. 
The  policy  of  the  late  Administration 
was  to  remoye  as  many  troops  as 
possible  from  Egypt,  and  to  replace 
them  by  the  seryices  of  Egyptian 
troops.  The  result  of  that  policy  was 
that  between  the  months  of  January^ 

1886,  and  the  dOth  of  September,  the 
i^ptian  Army  was  increased  by  5,000, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  the  British 
troops  were  decreased  by  10,000;  con* 
sequently,  the  services  of  a  garrison  at 
Suakin  and  of  troops  to  defend  the 
Egyptian  Frontier,  to  which  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  Eossendale 
had  pledged  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, had  to  be  undertaken  by  Egyp- 
tian soldiers,  and  those  services  w^re 
undertaken  under  the  direct  orders  of 
Sir  Frederick  Stephenson.  The  order 
which  Sir  Frederick  Stephenson  gave, 
and  the  liabilities  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  undertook,  they  are  bound 
to  make  good ;  and  it  is  in  pur- 
suance of  that  policy  that  this  Sup- 
plementary Estimate  has  been  ren- 
oered  necessary.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
asks  why  the  Govemment  reduced  the 
claims  preferred  by  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment ?    They  reduced  tnose  claims 


because  they  had  not  made  themselves 
liable  for  a  portion  of  them  which  went 
beyond  the  points  which  the  British 
Govemment  undertook  to  carry  out. 
As  regards  the  future,  something  has 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh).  The 
hon.  Member  asked  —  What  was  the 
protection  which  the  country  possessed 
against  similar  demands  hereafter  ?  In 
reply  to  that,  I  may  say  that  the  hon. 
Member  is  probably  aware  that  since 
the  close  of  last  year  there  has  been  a 
considerable  reduction  in  the  number  of 
the  English  troops  serving  in  Egypt, 
and  also  in  the  E^ptian  Army ;  in  con- 
sequence of  which  the  expenditure  has 
been  brought  down  to  a  lower  figure. 
In  addition  to  that,  there  has  been  an 
attempt  at  securing  economy  with  re- 
spect to  the  pay  and  equipment  of  the 
Egyptian  Army.  The  rijofht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  immediately  on 
coming  into  Office  appointed  an  officer 
to  supervise  the  expenditure  for  which 
we  became  responsible  on  account  of  the 
Egyptian  Army;  and  also  to  see,  with 
regard  to  the  money  spent  on  the  British 
troops  in  Egypt,  that  a  sovereign's  value 
was  obtained  for  every  sovereign  spent. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  anticipate 
very  considerable  economy  from  the  in- 
vestigation which  it  has  been  possible 
to  make.  As  the  Committee  will  under- 
stand, matters  have  somewhat  settled 
down,  and  it  will  be  now  more  possible 
to  carry  out  a  system  of  economy  than 
it  was  last  year.  Under  these  circum- 
stances I  think  we  may  hope  for  good 
results,  and  we  are  of  opinion  that  the 
Committee  will  not  complain  that  Her 
Majesty's  Govemment  have  looked  their 
liabilities  in  the  face  and  that  they  have 
endeavoured  to  liquidate  them.  If  it  is 
said  that  we  have  paid  £500,000,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  Goorge 
Campbell)  has  intimated,  I  reply  that  we 
have  done  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  am 
not  prepared  at  this  moment  to  go  into 
the  question  of  the  £240,000,  which,  it 
has  been  ruled,  would  not  be  in  Order ; 
but,  having  regard  to  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  Nile  Expedition  was 
undertaken,  I  shall  be  prepared  when 
the  time  comes  to  show  that  for  the 
money  expended  a  fair  result  has  been 
obtained.  As  regards  the  remaining 
portion  of  the  £500,000,  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  explain  to  the  Committee 
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the  oiroumstanceB  under  wbich  it  was 
incurred.  I  do  not  think  I  have  omitted 
to  reply  upon  any  point  which  has  been 
raised,  except  that  of  general  expendi- 
ture, into  which  I  shall  not  follow  the 
hon.  G-entleman  on  the  present  occasion. 
The  sum  recouped  by  the  Egyptian  Go- 
yemment  is  one  which,  in  discharge  of 
their  just  liability,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment believe  that  they  are  bound 
to  make  good.  There  has  been  a  con- 
siderable reduction  made;  and  if  it  is 
possible  to  reduce  our  Army  in  Egypt 
to  a  greater  extent,  and  effect  economy 
with  respect  to  the  Egyptian  Army,  the 
sum  paid  will  be  still  further  reduced. 
We  have  accepted  the  principle  of  pay- 
ing what  we  nave  undertaken  to  pay, 
and  we  trust  that  the  eoonomical  mea- 
sures which  will  now  be  taken,  and  the 
dose  investigation  which  is  now  being 
made,  will  clear  off  the  remaining  liabili- 
ties which  have  been  thrown  upon  this 
country  in  connection  with  Egypt. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  I  shall  now 
have  to  appeal  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  because  there  is  an  absolute 
contradiction  between  the  statements  of 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War 
Office  (Mr.  Brodrick)  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergus- 
son).  I  read  on  Monday  last  to  the 
Committee  the  despatch  dated  the  12th 
of  April,  1886,  which  is  one  of  the 
pieces  of  evidence  on  which  I  made  the 
statement  that  the  English  Government 
had  made  itself  liable  for  the  payment 
of  £73,000  on  account  of  Suakin.  Seve- 
ral answers  were  given  to  me  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs.  One  was 
that  there  was  no  bargain  that  the 
English  Government  had  made  itself 
responsible ;  that  it  had  never  com- 
municated such  intention  to  the  Egyp- 
tian Government,  and  that  it  never  in- 
tended to  carry  out  the  arrangement; 
and  that  there  was  only  the  sum  of 
£35,000  to  pay  this  year.  I  pressed  my 
Question  to  a  degree  which,  I  believe, 
was  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  thought 
to  be  not  quite  civil  and  polite.  I  make 
excuse  that  I  cannot  understand  English 
otherwise  than  as  it  is  printed,  and  that 
I  had  in  my  hand  an  absolute  official 
contradiction  of  what  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  said.  It  was  for  that  reason 
that  I  put  my  Questions  to-night ;  and  I 
now  want  to  explain  that  I  was  quite 

Mr,  Brodrick 


accurate  in  the  statement  I  made.  The 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  says  there  is  a  claim 
made  by  the  Egyptian  Government, 
which  is  made  up  partly  by  £73.000, 
for  which  the  Government  became  liable 
under  the  despatch  of  the  12th  of  April, 
1886.  Who  is  right?  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergus- 
son)  said  on  Monday  last — 

"  You  must  not  attack  Sir  Henry  Drammood 
Wolff  for  making  this  arrangement^  for  he  nerer 
made  it ;  there  noTW  was  sndi  an  airangement ; 
there  was  no  such  liahility." 

I  am  not  acquainted  with  the  method  in 
which  diplomatic  answers  are  under- 
stood, and  accordingly  I  misunderstood 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
I  admit  that  I  am  learning  a  good  deal 
about  diplomatic  matters  in  this  House ; 
but  I  never  expected  that,  the  Leader  of 
the  House  being  present,  who  is  respon- 
sible for  much  more  than  his  Secretaries 
allege.  [  Cries  of^*  No,  no ! "]  I  only  know 
what  I  am  told  in  the  Papers  laid  before 
Parliament,  and  I  will  read  wkat  they 
say.  Let  me  say  that,  to  me,  it  is  a  matter 
of  perfect  indifference  whether  the  pre- 
sent Government  or  the  Gbvemment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
was  liable  for  what  has  been  done.  I 
attack  it  in  any  case.  I  attacked  it  from 
my  place,  as  one  of  the  supporters  of  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  when  he  was 
in  Office,  and  I  should  attack  it  were  he 
the  Leader  of  the  House  at  the  present 
moment  if  he  had  been  responsible  for 
it.  So  that,  in  fixing  the  present  Leader 
of  the  House  with  this  £70, 000  •- less 
perhaps  the  difference  between  £11,000 
and  £16,000 — I  do  not  do  so  to  acquit 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Menu>er 
for  Mid  Lothian  nor  to  burden  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  theLoader  of  the  House. 
I  do  it  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that 
the  present  Government  do  not  under- 
stand the  facts  on  which  this  claim  is 
based ;  and  I  say  that  until  they  have 
made  up  their  mind  on  the  subject  they 
ought  not  to  ask  the  Committee  to  vote 
this  money.  I  will  now  call  attention  to 
the  answer  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Brodrick)  to  my  Question. 
I  have  had  some  experience  in  examina- 
tion, and  I  put  a  Question  to  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  which  would  enable  me 
to  apply  criticism  to  the  answers  I  had 
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me,  and  I  then  said  that  he  was  respon- 
sible for  two. 

Mb.  BRADLA.UGH :  But  it  is  a  little 
more  than  one  or  two  battalions ;  it  is 
the  whole  garrison  at  Suakin.  What 
the  Goyemment  authorized  has  cost 
much  more  than  one  or  two  battalions 
would  cost,  and  that  cost  was  originated 
on  the  24th  December,  1885;  it  was 
part  of  the  initial  arrangement  made 
when  the  present  Leader  of  the  House 
was  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 

Thr  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Perhaps  I  can  save  the 
hon.  Gentleman  some  trouble  by  stating 
the  circumstances  under  which,  these 
battalions  were  authorized.  It  is  with- 
in the  knowledge  of  the  House  that  the 
English  Government  had  a  large  Force 
at  Suakin.  It  was  a  very  cosfly  Force 
both  in  men  and  money,  and  when  I 
was  responsible  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment I  became  aware  that  we  were  using 
an  extravagant  instrument  in  under- 
taking the  duty  which  we  were  dis- 
charging at  Suakin,  and  which  we  had 
inherited  from  our  Predecessors.  I  stated 
to  my  Oolleagues,  and  obtained  their 
full  concurrence,  that  in  my  opinion  we 
ought  to  discharge  this  duty  by  men 
suited  to  the  climate  rather  than  expose 
English  and  Indian  troops  to  great  risk  ; 
and  I  pointed  out  that  a  greater  cost 
was  involved  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
by  keeping  an  English  or  Indian  Force 
at  Suakin  than  would  be  incurred  if 
Black  troops  were  substituted  for  it. 
We  authorized,  therefore — and  the  ex- 
pression used  was  **  for  the  present " — 
the  formation  of  these  two  battalions ; 
first  the  one,  and  then  the  second.  My 
right  hon.  Friends  are  perfectly  accu- 
rate in  their  statements.  I  admit  the 
responsibility,  and  I  am  perfectly  pre- 
pared to  justify  it ;  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  followed  me  in  the 
Office  addresses  the  Committee,  I  am 
sure  that  he  will  not  only  justify,  but 
approve,  it. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  If  we  had  re- 
ceived  that  frcmk  statement  of  facts  on 
Monday,  it  would  have  saved  the  whole 
of  this  discussion  now.  But  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  persisted  that 
no  such  expenditure  had  been  authorized 
by  the  Government  at  all. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 


received.  His  answer  was  frank  in  the 
extreme.  The  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  War  Office  said,  in  answer  to  my 
Question  whether  the  amount  originally 
claimed  was  larger  and  whether  the  Go- 
vernment had  reduced  it,  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  reduced  the  claim  from 
£174,000  to  £150,000— or  whatever  it 
was  reduced  to — because  they  were  only 
liable  for  that  for  which  they  had  given 
definite  orders.  But  that  is  exactly  op- 
posite to  what  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  said  on  Monday.  Possibly  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  would  say  that  he  had  not  during 
the  short  time  he  has  been  in  Office  been 
able  to  read  through  the  despatches, 
and  that  he  had  unintentionally  misled 
the  Committee.  If  not,  there  is  an  ab- 
solute clashing  of  statement.  General 
Stephenson  is  admitted  to  be  a  person 
entitled  to  speak  on  the  subject.  I  will 
quote  from  the  enclosure  No  60,  page 
63,  Egypt  5,  1886.  General  Stephenson 
Bays — 

**  With  reference  to  Major  Lennox*8  letters  of 
the  24th  December,  I  inform  you  that  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  " — ^the  present  Leader 
of  the  House—"  desires  that  the  Egjrptian  Go- 
Ternment  should  raise  two  additional  battalions 
as  part  of  the  Egyptian  Army,  the  charge  for 
ivhich  will  be  borne  by  the  British  Govern- 
ment." 

I  do  not  attach  any  importance  to  its 
being  either  one  or  two  battalions,  ex- 
cept to  the  extent  that  I  would  suggest 
that  Officials  asking  for  this  money 
should  know  whether  it  is  one  or  two ; 
or,  otherwise,  not  ask  for  the  money  at 
all. 

Mb.  E,  STA.NHOPE :  I  said  two, 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  I  am  deaHng 
with  the  reply  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Financial  Secretary. 

Mb,  K  stanhope  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber referred  to  the  Officials  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Mb,  BRADLAUGH:  I  did  not  in- 
tend  to  use  the  word  Officials,  I  referred 
to  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War 
Department,  who,  in  answer  to  my 
Question,  said  that  the  right  hon«  Gen- 
tleman was  responsible  for  one  batta- 
lion. 

Mb,  BRODRIOK:  I  stated  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  responsible 
for  two  battalions.  I  said  at  first  that 
he  was  responsible  for  one  battalion ; 
but  the  right  hon  Gentleman  corrected 
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the  Leader  of  the  House  and  tlie  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  inUl  aot 
think  that  I  haye  exceeded  mj  do^in 

freeaing  them  npon  this  point.  What 
wish  to  know  is  that  which  I  think  tte 
Oommittee  ought  to  know — As  it  is  dear 
now  that  the  English  Goremment  made 
themselyee  responsible  for  £150,000  to 
the  Egyptian  Goyemment,  we  onght 
to  haye  before  ns  how  the  clum  hi 
£173,000  arose  on  the  one  side,  and 
whether  there  were  any  definite  orden 
on  the  other.  At  the  most,  we  haie 
only  the  definite  orders  in  the  despatch 
of  the  12th  April ;  and  it  is  not  fair  that 
we  shonld  be  called  upon  to  yote,  nor 
will  I  be  a  party  to  yoting  away,  the 
money  of  the  English  taxpayer  for  pur- 
poses the  object  and  extent  of  which  we 
know  nothing  abont. 

Me.  CAMPBELL  .  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.) :  I  regret  that  my  right 
hon.  Fnend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  and  the  hon.  Oea- 
tleman  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Wsr  Department  (Mr.  Brodrick)  hare 
thought  to  make  their  case  better  bj 
attributiDg  the  expenditure  now  in  ques- 
tion to  their  Predecessors  in  Office.  1  am 
not  going  to  deny  any  share  that  I  had 
in  sanctioning  this  ezpenditore,  the 
greater  part  of  which  was  incurred  he- 
fore  I  became  responsible  for  the  War 
Department.  With  regard  to  the  quesiaon 
of  the  garrison  at  Snakin,  it  is  a  matter 
yery  much  apart  from  the  rest;  it  is  a 
separate  and  distinct  undertaking  whidi 
was  entered  into  by  the  British  GoTOTn- 
meut.  The  facts  are  precisely  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  has  stated.  We  had  at 
Suakin  at  the  beginning  of  last  year  a 
considerable  garrison,  partly  composed 
of  British  ana  partly  of  Indian  troops. 
The  climate  there  is  deadly,  both  to  the 
British  and  Indian  soldier,  and  it  be- 
came absolutely  necessary,  on  the  groimd 
of  humanity,  as  well  as  on  the  ground  of 
expenditure,  to  endeayour  to  substitnte 
for  the  soldiers  then  at  Suakin  anotiier 
garrison.  My  right  hon.  Predecessor, 
therefore,  after  fayourably  considering 
some  proposals  to  place  there  what  is 
called  a  Natiye  ganison,  consisting  of 
Arabs,  finally,  I  belieye,  sanctioned  the 
formation  by  the  Egyptian  (Jovemment 
of  two  Black  battalions  for  the  defence 
of  Suakin.  My  right  hon.  Friend  be- 
lieyed,  in  the  innocence  of  his  heart, 
that  the  Estimate  of  the  cost  sent  home 


James  Febgitssok)  (Manchester,  N.E.) : 
I  beg  pardon ;  I  denied  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  be  permanent.  I  admitted 
that  the  words  **  an  annual  expendi- 
ture" occurred  in  the  despatch;  but 
that  it  was  one  which  had  been  autho- 
rized under  the  existing  circumstances. 
I  stated  that  the  expenditure  had  ceased ; 
that  it  was  no  longer  necessary  to  incur 
it,  and  I  will  add  that  it  is  so  stated  in 
the  Estimates  of  the  present  year. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  It  appears  that 
I  misunderstood  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
and  that  in  doing  so  I  laboured  under 
the  same  misunderstanding  as  the  re- 
porters of  the  public  Press.  One  of  the 
statements  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  that  the  authorization  was  not  made 
known  to  the  Egyptian  Goyemment. 

Sm  JAMES  FEBQUSSON:  I  said 
that  we  had  come  under  no  obligation 
to  the  Egyptian  Goyemment  for  the 
permanent  grant  of  this  money. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  :  Again  I  regret 
that  my  yiew  does  not  corroborate  what 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  intended  to  say. 
I  am  bound  to  accept  his  assurance  that 
it  was  his  intention  to  say  this.  I  read 
to  him  the  despatch,  which  absolutely 
contradicted  what  he  was  saying ;  and  I 
remember  using  this  argument — ^If  the 
matter  had  not  been  communicated  to 
the  Egyptian  Goyemment,  how  could 
they  know  it?  I  could  not  find  any 
desnatch  which  communicated  it;  but  I 
reaa  through  a  despatch  from  the  Ke- 
presentatiye  of  the  Egyptian  Goyem- 
ment, showing  that  they  did  know  it.  I 
pressed  this  point,  as  I  always  do,  with 
the  endeayour  to  make  it  clear ;  and  I 
do  not  think  any  hon.  Member  not  on 
the  Goyemment  JSenches  would  say  that 
I  did  not  make  it  clear.  We  haye  been 
made  liable,  certainly  for  one  year,  for 
the  cost  at  Suakin,  in  spite  of  the  ex- 
planatory statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet ;  we  were  made  liable  for  the 
claim  of  £170,000,  which  was  reduced 
to  £150,000  because  it  was  in  excess  of 
the  orders.  What  other  matters  are 
there  included  in  this  expenditure  ex- 
cept those  relating  to  the  garrison  at 
Suakin  ?  If  we  are  liable  for  money, 
what  is  the  amount ;  where  is  the  au- 
thority; and  why  is  the  House  asked 
to  yote  money  without  knowing  some- 
thing about  it  ?  I  say  that  this  Vote 
ought  either  to  be  explained  or  with- 
drawn until  fuller  Papers  are  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House.     I  trust  that 

Sir  James  Fergu99on 
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would  be  sofficient,  and  in  the  respective 
innocence  of  my  heart  also,  when  I  came 
into  Office,  I  entertained  a  similar  belief. 
But  the  expenditure,  which  at  first  was 
placed  at  £40,000,  was  discovered  to  be 
£52,000  in  January;  later  on  it  jumped 
to  £70,000;  and  when  I  last  heard  of  it, 
in  the  month  of  July,  it  was  put,  owing 
to  some  alleged  mistake  in  the  calcu- 
lations, at  £106,000.  Partly  owing  to 
tills  circumstance,  and  to  other  expe- 
rience at  the  War  Office,  I  soon 
began  to  be  very  suspicious  of  finan- 
cial arrangements  in  military  matters 
in  Egypt ;  and  I  must  honestly  say  that, 
in  my  opinion,  nothing  could  be  more 
unsatisfactory  than  the  relations  in  this 
respect  between  the  British  and  Egyp- 
tian Qovemments.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  r^resented  the  late  Govem- 
xnent  as  having  been  somewhat  indif- 
ferent, or,  at  at  all  events,  jT^ert  in  this 
matter,  and  he  stated  that  the  very  first 
step  that  was  taken  in  order  to  solve  the 
difficulty  which  existed  was  the  appoint- 
ment by  my  right  hon.  Friend  and  Suc- 
cessor of  Cblonel  Ardagh  to  control  the 
military  expenditure  in  Egypt.  But  I 
must  say  that  through  the  early  months 
of  last  year  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  my- 
self had  been  greatly  exercised  in  mind 
on  this  subject  of  Egyptian  military  ex- 
penditure ;  and  that,  ultimately,  seeing 
no  light  in  this  country  upon  the  matter, 
and  obtaining  no  satisfaction  from  Egypt, 
I  asked  an  officer  well  known  for  his 
capacity,  intelligence,  and  knowledge  of 
the  subject  (Colonel  Grove),  to  go  out  to 
Egypt  in  order  to  investigate  matters  on 
the  spot,  and  among  them  this  very 
question  of  financial  control.  I  found 
tnere  was  a  considerable  difference  of 
opinion  prevailing  as  to  the  liabilities  of 
the  English  Government  in  this  matter. 
I  believe  that  the  Convention  fixed 
the  total  Expenditure  of  Egypt  at 
£5,637,000,  and  that  was  expected  and 
intended  to  cover  the  whole  expenditure 
of  that  country,  including,  of  course,  the 
annual  allowance  or  subvention  of  this 
country  of  £200.000.  But  under  the 
Convention  of  1885  the  Military  Budget, 
as  it  was  called,  of  Egypt  was  limited 
to  £130,000,  and  there  was  in  many 
quarters — and  apparently  it  existed  in 
high  quarters  in  Egypt — an  impression 
that  the  Egyptian  military  expenditure 
was  to  be  confined  to  £130,000,  and  that 


for  any  expenditure  incurred  over  that 
amount  the  British  Government  was  to 
be  responsible ;  that  is  to  say,  if  any- 
thing was  done — of  course,  under  the 
authority  of  the  Commander-in-Chief  in 
Egypt— which  caused  additional  expen- 
diture, we  were  to  be  responsible  for  it, 
whatever  might  be  the  amount.  That 
seemed  to  me  to  be  eminently  unsatis- 
factory; and  there  was  also  this  cause 
of  dissatisfaction,  that  we  had  no  means 
of  knowing  whether  the  Egyptian  Army 
expenditure,  even  within  the  limit  of 
the  £130,000,  was  legitimate  or  not;  so 
that  the  whole  of  the  arrangements 
seemed  to  me  to  be  in  a  state  of  chaos. 
I  therefore  took  the  first  step,  which  I 
am  very  glad  to  know  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  immediately  followed,  of 
sending  out  a  qualified  officer,  in  order 
that  Uiere  might,  at  all  events,  be 
some  control  over  this  source  of  ex- 
penditure. That  was  the  condition 
of  things  which  has  apparently  resulted 
in  this  Supplementary  Estimate.  I  am 
not  able  to  follow  the  statement  of  the 
particulars  which  make  up  this  sum,  as 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and  I  do  not 
know  that  we  have  been  given  any  abso- 
lute detail  of  the  items  which  compose 
it ;  but  what  I  am  anxious  about  is  not 
so  much  the  past  as  the  future.  I  am  not 
disposed  to  follow  my  two  hon.  Friends 
in  their  general  remarks  upon  E^^p- 
tian  finance,  in  which  they  stated  views 
which,  to  their  credit  be  it  said,  they 
have  put  forward  in  season  and  out  of 
season.  With  many  of  their  remarks  I 
confess  that,  personally,  I  have  consider- 
able sympathy  ;  but  I  think  the  ques- 
tion of  importance  to  the  House  is, 
whether  this  represents  a  final  settle- 
ment of  the  state  of  confusion  to  which 
I  have  referred  ?  Does  it  wipe  out  the 
obligation  of  this  country  beyond  the 
maintenance  of  our  own  Army  in  Egypt  ? 
How  is  it  with  regard  to  Suakin  itself  ? 
Suakin  was  in  a  difficult  position,  and  we 
undertook  with  regard  to  it  a  special  and 
distinct  liability.  We  inserted  a  definite 
amount  in  the  Estimates  of  the  year, 
which,  at  the  time,  appeared  sufficient 
for  the  purpose  in  view,  but  which  subse- 
quently proved  to  be  insufficient.  There 
is  no  such  item  in  the  present  Estimates, 
and  I  ask,  what  is  to  be  done  with  Suakin 
this  year?  And  then  as  to  the  other 
question,  the  general  state  of  affairs  in 
Egypt  with  regard  to  the  military  ex- 
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penditure.  Is  this  a  final  settloment, 
and  are  we  not  likely  in  future  to  have 
any  olaims  upon  us  that  can  be  properly 
justified  by  tne  Egyptian  Government ; 
and  shall  we  continue  to  receive  the 
subsidy  of  £200,000,  or  such  prooortion 
of  it  as  may  be  due  to  the  decreased  Force 
which  we  maintain  ?  I  think  that  if  these 
questions  are  answered  in  the  way  I  hope 
they  will  be,  and  if  we  are  informed  more 
fully  as  to  the  future  relations  between 
the  two  countries  in  these  matters,  there 
will  be  no  disposition  to  refuse — at  least, 
I  should  be  slow  to  take  any  part  in  re- 
fusing— assent  to  a  proposal,  lormidable 
indeed  in  its  appearance,  but  still  pos- 
sibly providing  a  fair  solution  of  a  diffi- 
culty which  had  arisen,  and  which,  I 
confess,  appeared  to  me  to  be  of  a  very 
dangerous  and  not  altogether  creditable 
character. 

ThbOHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscfHEw)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman)  \iba 
put  forward  some  very  fair  questions  to 
the  Government,  which  I  am  prepared 
to  answer  categorically.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  has 
spoken  of  the  state  of  confusion  which 
exists — the  state  of  confusion  as  regards 
the  financial  provision  for  the  Egyptian 
Army,  and  the  relative  liabilities  be- 
tween this  Government  and  the  Egyp- 
tian Government.  As  the  Committee 
will  have  gathered,  the  transactions 
which  we  are  now  considering  date 
back  some  time,  extending,  in  fact,  from 
1885-6  into  the  present  financial  year. 
It  seemed  to  the  Government  to  be  ab- 
solutely necessary  to  bring  this  matter 
to  a  point ;  it  appeared  to  them  to  be 
absolutely  indispensable  to  come  to  a  final 
settlement  with  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment about  the  outstanding  claims,  and 
then  to  explain  as  clearly  as  possible 
what  our  attitude  will  be  in  the  future. 
With  regard  to  the  past,  I  am  able  to 
state,  in  reply  to  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
that  with  the  exception,  I  think,  of  one 
item  of  £25,000,  which  is  still  in  dispute 
between  the  War  Office  and  the  Egyptian 
Government,  an  understanding  has  been 
arrived  at  on  every  point.  The  Com- 
mittee can  easily  understand,  looking  to 
the  enormous  expenditure  which  has 
been  incurred,  that  it  is  perfectly  pos- 
sible there  may  be  a  disputed  item  of  this 
kind  —  [Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman  : 
Not    an  annual  item.]— Oh,   no.     Ac- 

Mr.  Camphell-Bannerman 


counts  to  the  amount  of  upwards  of 
£500,000  have  been  sent  in,  aod  among 
these  accounts  there  has  been  one  item 
of  £25,000,  with  regard  to  which  a  oon- 
troTersy  is  still  going  on.  It  is  not  an 
annual  item  at  all.  The  Go?emment 
have,  as  has  been  stated  by  my  rigkt 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  had  very  large 
claims  sent  in  by  Effypt,  and  these 
claims  have  been  reduced  more  than 
£300,000  during  the  last  two  monUu, 
and  this  reduction  represents  the  whole 
excess  of  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  has  spoken. 
But  I  wish  the  Committee  to  know  this 
— they  are  entitled  to  know  it — that  the 
Egyptian  Government,  up  to  the  verj 
last,  were  in  the  hope  that  the  EngM 
Government  would  pay  the  whole  of  this 
amount ;  and  it  was  a  great  disappoint- 
ment to  them  when  they  learned  that  their 
demands  had  been  cut  down  to  the  som 
now  asked  for  from  this  Committee.  A 
question  has  very  properly  been  raised 
as  to  the  despatches  which  may  have 
passed  between  us  and  the  Egyptian 
Government,  or  our  officers  in  Egypt, 
with  regard  to  this  subject.  The  point 
is  this— we  have  to  defend  ourselves 
against  two  possible  attacks.  While  the 
Egyptian  Government  and  its  Represen- 
tatives are  attacking  us,  and  saying  that 
we  ought  to  pay  for  more  than  we  have 
paid,  it  is  only  natural  that  we  are  at- 
tacked by  a  certain  portion  of  this  Com- 
mittee for  having  paid  too  much.  Now, 
in  the  despatches  —  confidential  de- 
spatches, which  passed— there  are  many 
arguments  used  in  favour  of  an  increased 
liability  on  the  part  of  this  country, 
which,  I  confess,  1  should  be  sorry  to  see 
published,  because  they  would  furnish 
grounds  for  those  with  whom  we  are  in 
controversy  to  urge  in  favour  of  larger 
claims  than  we  are  prepared  to  admit 
It  was  an  extremely  difficult  matter 
to  determine  equitably  what  ought  to  be 
admitted,  and  what  ought  not  We 
have  given  our  best  consideration  to 
the  question  in  order  to  come  to  a  fair 
settlement,  and  we  believe  that  the 
amount  which  has  ultimately  been  ad- 
mitted is  a  fair  claim  upon  us.  With 
regard  to  the  future,  the  Governmoit 
are  not  prepared  to  continue  to  suhsidixe 
the  Egyptian  Army ;  and  the  Egyptian 
Government  and  its  finamcial  Advisers 
are  now  engaged  in  seeing  how  they 
may  recast  nieir  whole  expenditure,  in 
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order  to  meet  that  somewhat  increased 
expenditure  on  the  Egyptian  Army 
which  may  be  necessary.  I  think  that 
all  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
sum  of  £130,000  will  not  cover  the  whole 
of  the  expenses  of  the  Egyptian  Army, 
but  that  they  also  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  is  not  necessary  to  keep  up 
the  large  Egyptian  Force  which  had  been 
originally  fixed ;  and  that  Force  admits  of 
reduction.  The  Egyptian  Qovemment 
are  also  examining  another  important 
point — ^namely,  the  question  of  pensions, 
which,  in  the  Egyptian  Budget,  forms  a 
very  heavy  item.  They  have  not  yet 
been  able  to  settle  their  final  account 
for  the  Budget  of  1887;  but  they  are 
framing  that  Budget  upon  the  under- 
standing that  the  English  Government 
will  not  put  upon  the  Estimates  any 
amount  as  a  subvention  to  Egyptian  ex- 
penditure, and  that  this  country  will 
charge  as  much  to  them  for  the  Army  of 
Occupation  as  represents  the  fair  excess 
over  the  ordinary  expenditure  upon  the 
troops.  That  is  the  intimation  tnat  has 
been  conveyed  to  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment, and  upon  which  they  must  con- 
Btruct  their  Budget.  I  may  also  notice 
the  charge  which  has  been  brought 
against  Her  Majesty's  Government  of 
producing  this  sum  in  a  Supplementary 
Estimate.  Hon.  Members  who  make 
this  charge  will  see  it  could  not  have 
been  placed  in  the  original  Estimate,  as 
that  was  prepared  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Gampbell-Bannerman)  in 
February  of  last  year.  A  laree  portion 
of  this  charge  has  oeen  incorrea  since  the 
Estimates  were  ^produced ;  and  I  think 
we  are  only  acting  fairly  by  the  Com- 
mittee in  dealing  with  it  at  once  in  a 
Supplementary  Estimate,  rather  than 
hanging  up  the  question,  wjiich  ought 
to  be  immediately  settled,  until  the  next 
Army  Estimates  are  discussed.  I  think 
I  have  now  answered  all  the  ques- 
tions which  have  been  put  to  the 
Government. — [Mr  Campbbll-Bannbe- 
HAN :  With  regard  to  Suakin  ?  ]  With 
regard  to  Suakin,  and  the  contro- 
versy which  has  been  raging  in  respect 
of  our  undertaking  it,  we  do  not 
consider  that  we  are  pledged  to  the 
Egyptian  Government  for  an  annual 
payment  for  Suakin.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  has 
commented  upon  the  presence  of  the 
word  ** annual"  in  the  despatch  of 
General  Stephenson.     The    term    was 

VOL,  CCCXI.    [thiep  sebies.] 


used  by  General  Stephenson;  but  we 
are  not  at  all  bound  by  it.  The  expres- 
sion could  not  bind  us  to  an  annual 
payment ;  and  I  go  so  far  as  to  say  that 
an  annual  payment  was  never  intended. 
However  that  may  be,  we  do  not  recog- 
nize the  liability,  and  our  Estimates  are 
framed  on  the  basis  that  the  charge  for 
Suakin  will  fall  within  the  Egyptian 
Budget,  and  within  its  Army  expendi- 
ture. 

Me.  ILLINGWOETH  (Bradford, 
N.) :  I  am  afraid  the  real  channel  of 
this  discussion  may  be  lost  in  the  at- 
tempt, on  the  part  of  the  Front  Benches, 
to  throw  blame  upon  each  other;  but 
if  there  is  any  good  to  be  got  out  of 
these  acts  of  mismanagement  or  unjus- 
tifiable interference  in  Egypt,  I  think 
now  is  the  time  that  the  moral  should 
be  drawn.  What  are  the  facts  ?  I  be- 
lieve it  would  be  very  difficult  indeed  to 
make  out  that  Eeypt  has  benefited  by 
our  interference  m  that  coimtry.  It  is 
doubtless  true  that  a  very  large  expen- 
diture has  been  oast  upon  this  country, 
and  that  additional  and  grievous  bur- 
dens have  been  cast  upon  Egypt  itself 
as  well.  Beference  has  been  made  to 
the  question  of  the  bondholders,  and  we 
are  assured  by  the  Government  that  this 
expenditure  which  now  appears  in  the 
Supplementary  Estimate  is  not  con- 
nected with,  and  does  not  arise  out  of, 
the  determination  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment— and  far  more  so  of  the  British 
Government  than  of  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment^— ^to  maintain  the  payment  of 
interest  to  the  Egyptian  bonoholders.  I 
think  history  will  declare  that  this 
Egyptian  embroglio  originated  in  no- 
thing else  than  in  the  unwarrantable  in- 
terference of  the  British  Government  in 
the  interests  of  the  Egnrptian  bond- 
holders. Beference  has  oeen  made  to 
the  condition  of  the  fellaheen,  and  the 
breach  of  faith  with  those  people.  The 
Government  seem  to  have  forgotten 
altogether 

Mr.GOSOHEN:  I  understand,  though 
I  am  speaking  without  figures,  that  a 
portion  of  the  land  tax  has  been  re- 
mitted, as  contemplated. 

Mb.  ILUNGWORTH:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  a  very  keen,  analy- 
ticid  mind,  and  he  must  admit  t^at  the 
case  of  tlie  fellaheen  was  infinitely 
stronger  tiian  that  of  the  bondholders  in 
Egypt.  [Mr.  Goschen:  Hear,  hear!] 
The  concern  of  the  Government  seems 
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to  have  been  that  the  bondholder* 
should  have  their  pound  of  flesh,  and 
that  the  fellaheen  should  come  in  after- 
wards. 

Mr.  OOSOHEN:  When  the  English 
Goyemment  acted  in  1886,  it  was  acting 
in  concert  with  the  other  Powers  of 
Europe. 

Mb.  ILLING WORTH :  That  is  true. 
But  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  interfer- 
ence of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self, and  those  who  were  supremely  con- 
cerned for  the  bondholders,  what  would 
have  happened  would  have  been  this — 
the  Egyptian  Goyemment  would  haye 
declared  its  inability  to  meet  the  charges 
of  the  bondholders,  and  there  would 
have  been  that  yery  common  way  of 
getting  rid  of  debt — ^namely,  tiirough 
insolvency. 

Ths  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  niingworth)  is  hardly  deal- 
ing with  the  Supplementary  Estimate 
in  what  he  is  now  saying. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  :  I  submit, 
with  all  deference,  Sir,  that  there  is 
some  connection  between  my  remarks 
and  this  Estimate.  I  maintain  that  it 
would  have  been  easy  for  the  Egyptian 
Goyemment  to  have  met  these  extra 
charges  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  care 
shown  for  the  bondholders.  The  Egyp- 
tians would  have  been  willing  to  have 
met  the  charges  incurred  in  this  mili- 
tary expenditure,  if  there  had  not  been 
a  strong  determination  to  force  upon 
them  the  obligation  of  continuing  the 
bondholders'  interest.  But,  Sir,  I  leave 
that  subject  altogether ;  I  only  wish  that 
Parliament  and  the  country  would  be 
induced  to  look  at  this  question  now  as 
a  matter  of  history.  It  is  well  known 
that  when  a  former  Government  em- 
barked in  this  Egyptian  business,  a 
small  minority  of  us  protested  against 
the  impolicy  of  our  intervention  in 
Egyptian  affairs.  I  believe  that  there 
is  now  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and, 
judging  from  the  apologetic  tone  adopted 
by  hon.  Members  opposite  there,  on  that 
side  of  the  House  also,  a  conviction  that 
the  sooner  we  get  out  of  Egypt  the  better. 
I  must  really  take  exception  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the 
ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  also, 
that  we  are  charging  Egypt  £4  per  head 
extra,  which  is  supposed  to  be  the  addi- 
tional cost  of  our  troops  in  that  country. 

Mr.  lUinf  worth 


But,  surely,  if  we  keep  5,006,  or  10,000, 
or  15,000  troops  to  do  work  in  £gyp{ 
a  great  burden  is  cast  on  the  British 
taxpayer.  It  is  not  the  £4  alone  wbidi 
is  to  be  taken  into  account,  hot  the  £50 
or  £60  or  £80  per  man,  which  onr  sol- 
diers cost  us.  I  think  the  Committee 
ought  to  understand  that  if  even  5,0(0 
troops  are  kept  in  Egypt,  if  we  are  to 
undertake  obligations  of  a  similar  eha« 
racter  in  all  psjrts  of  the  world,  the  Bn- 
tish  Army  must  be  increased  |ffopoF- 
tionately.  If  we  keep  ourselves  free 
from  such  interference,  it  b  dear  the 
British  Army  may  be  permanently  de- 
creased in  the  same  proportion.  Let  as 
look  the  facts  in  the  face.  I  will  only 
just  say,  in  conclusion,  I  do  not  care  to 
enter  into  a  wrangle  as  to  whether  this 
charge  is  proper  or  not;  but  I  say, 
heavily  burdened  as  the  British  natioa 
is,  I  think  that  morality  dictates  that 
this  charge  should  be  borne  by  the  Bri- 
tish Government  rather  than  itahonU 
be  phiced  on  the  Egyptians.  I  consider 
it  very  slight  justification  for  the  (%an- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  tell  us  Uiaft, 
of  course,  we  were  acting  in  ooncert  with 
the  other  Powers.  Well,  we  were  act- 
ing in  concert  with  the  other  Powers  of 
Europe,  and  all  the  more  to  our  dis- 
credit, because  what  occasion  had  we  to 
make  ourselves  chargeable  for  the  inte- 
rest of  the  bondholders ;  what  occasion 
had  we  to  act  with  the  other  European 
Powers  even  to  that  extent?  I  only 
wi^  we  had  come  more  creditably  cat 
of  this  Egyptian  business,  and  had 
shown  the  fellaheen  more  considera- 
tion. We  have  been  parties  to  the 
most  disgraceful  transaotions  possible 
in  postponing  and  in  iffn<Hring  the 
claims  of  the  poor  slaves  in  Egypt  in 
order  that  ike  usnrious  t»ms  of  the 
bondholders  might  be  complied  with. 
I  think  our  oonneotion  vpith  the  whole 
bufltnefls  is  discreditable  in  the  highest 
degree,  and  that  the  sooner  we  eseape 
from  the  false  position  we  ocoapythe 
better.  The  less  we  undertake  inte^ 
f  erence  with  quarrels  of  this  character 
the  better  it  will  be  for  our  pockets  and 
our  reputation. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, £.) :  The  objection  I  have  to  this 
Vote  is  not  only  founded  upon  remaib 
such  as  have  already  been  addressed  to 
the  Ohair  by  hon.  Members,  but  also 
upon  a  totally  diffiwent  groond,  which  I 
think  the  preceding  GK>yemment  would 
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certainly  have  recognized.  It  is  all  very 
well  for  the  Ministers  on  the  present 
Treasury  Bench  to  attempt  to  bring  in 
the  late  Government  for  a  certain  share 
of  responsibility  in  connection  with  this 
service,  for  which  £150,000  is  now  to  be 

faid  by  the  taxpayers  of  this  Empire, 
doubt  very  mudi  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  woidd  have 
thought  it  consistent  with  his  duty  as 
Prime  Minister  and  Leader  of  the  House 
to  present  the  matter  to  the  House  in 
the  manner  in  which  it  has,  in  fact, 
been  laid  before  the  House  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Advisers.  1  maintain 
tiiat  this  system  of  presenting  a  charge 
of  this  kind  in  the  shape  of  a  demand 
to  make  up  a  deficiency  in  the  appro- 
priation in  aid  of  a  certain  Army  Vote 
IS  calculated  altogether  to  mislead  the 
Oommittee,  and  to  deprive  them  of  that 
information  which  they  ought  to  possess. 
"We  learn  from  the  War  Minister  (Mr. 
£.  Stanhope)  that  the  iq>{»opriation8, 
except  this  particular  one  irom  the 
Sgyptian  Gk>vemment,  were  in  excess  of 
what  had  been  estimated.  He  gave  us 
to  understand  that  there  were  surpluses 
that  went  in  diminution  of  what  would 
otherwise  be  a  deficiency,  and,  therefore, 
£150,000  does  not  really  represent  the 
whole  charge  that  is  involved  in  this 

E articular  vote.  Although  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
noan)  invited  a  detailed  statement  as  to 
how  this  appropriation  was  to  be  made 
up,  the  Qiaacellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  did  not  furnish  sudi  a 
statement  to  him  in  the  reply  he  made. 
What  I  contend  is  this— that  if  the  Go- 
vernment want  to  put  themselves  straight 
with  the  Egyptian  Government,  if  they 
want  to  mdce  matters  straight  and  clear 
as  between  the  Egyptian  Government 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government,  they 
ought  to  take  a  separate  Vote,  and  give 
the  full  and  complete  information  which 
is  necessary  to  enable  the  House  to  ar- 
rive at  a  proper  judgment.  It  is  per- 
fectly impossible  to  arrive  at  such  a 
judgment  on  the  materials  now  sub- 
mitted. We  reaUy  do  not  know  how  we 
stand.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  himself  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  over  and  above 
this  matter  an  item  of  £26,000  which 
was  not  adjusted  between  the  two  Go- 
vemm^ts.     But,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 


there  is  a  great  deal  more  unadjusted. 
This  Government  is  doing  things  which 
no  Government  ought  to  do,  and  which 
I  am  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  never  would 
have  consented  to  do.  In  the  months  of 
September  and  October  last— that  is,  in 
the  course  of  the  financial  year  in  which 
we  now  are — in  the  course  of  the  year  fo 
which  these  Supplementary  Estimates 
are  asked — the  Government  authorised  a 
certain  amount  of  expenditure  on  account 
of  Eg3rpt  which  is  not  mentioned  in  this 
Supplementary  Vote  at  all,  and  which  is 
a  very  considerable  item.  Instead  of 
putting  it  down  to  the  accounts  of  the 
year  in  which  it  was  authorised,  they 
instructed  the  War  Office  officials  to 
make  a  charge  in  a  previous  year  which 
was  entirely  closed,  which  had  entirely 
expired,  and  under  a  heading  where  no 
provision  whatsoever  had  been  made  for 
it.  Accordingly,  in  the  Appropriation 
Accounts  just  laid  before  Parliament,  we 
have  the  astonishing  item — 

'*  Payment  to  tiie  Ef^ptian  Government  on 
aeooont  of  expenses  in  connection  with  the 
operations  of  the  Gordon  Relief  Expedition  vp 
the  NUe,  £234,000," 

which  has  never  figured  in  any  Estimate, 
which  has  never  been  brought  before  the 
House  at  all,  and  which  would  never 
have  been  brought  to  the  attention  of 
Parliament,  unless  for  the  necessity  for 
these  accounts  being  submitted  to  the 
Comptroller  and  Aui&tor  General.  What 
does  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  Gene- 
ral say  about  the  matter?  He  says 
ha  cannot  admit  that  there  ia  a  legiti- 
mate charge  against  the  Vote. 

Thi  CHAIBMAN  :  That  is  a  pomt 
which  is  not  relevant  to  this  Vote. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  My 
object,  Mr.  Courtney,  is  to  draw  atten- 
tion to  a  payment  in  respect  of  Egypt 
which  cannot  possibly  1)e  covered  by  the 
Supplementary  Estimate  which  is  now 
submitted,  and  that  in  assenting  to  this 
Estimate,  if  we  do,  we  are  practically 
doing  so  in  the  dark  with  regard  to  the 
financial  relations  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt>- 
vemmentto  the  Egyptian  Government 
as  to  military  expenditure.  That  is  the 
reason  why  I  object  to  this  Vote  being 
included,  as  it  is  now,  in  a  general  Army 
Supplementary  Estimate,  figuring  in  the 
Supplementary  Estimate  not  as  a  direct 
Vote  for  direct  services  set  out  in  detail, 
but  merely  to  make  up  an  alleffed  defi- 
ciency in  the  contribution  whicn  Egypt 
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oaght  to  hare  made.  Now,  this  pay- 
ment of  £150,000  on  account  of  Army 
Semces  from  Egypt  was  made  last  year 
and  the  year  before ;  but  it  was  purely 
illusory,  because,  on  the  other  hand,  we 
admitted  charges  which  more  than  wiped 
it  out.  We  are  told  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  GKwohen)  that 
there  is  only  an  item  of  £26,000  out- 
standing between  the  two  Gbvernments. 
I  maintain  that  that  is  dearly  an  insuffi- 
cient, if  not  an  incorrect,  statement,  be- 
cause we  have  not  had  firom  the  Govern- 
ment this  evening  any  clear  statement  of 
the  real  position  of  the  two  Governments, 
either  with  respect  to  military  expendi- 
ture, or  the  arrangements  relating  to 
military  expenditure,  or  with  regard  to 
anything  else.  We  have  had  a  frag- 
mentary statement  only  from  the  War 
Minister.  We  have  had  another  state- 
ment equally  fragmentary,  though  in  a 
different  direction,  from  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Office  (Mr.  Brod- 
Tick) ;  and  we  have  had  what  was  meant 
as  an  explanation  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson). 
I  am  bound  to  say  that,  listening,  with 
as  fair  and  open  a  mind  as  I  could,  to  the 
declarations  of  these  three  Gentlemen,  I 
am  utterly  unable  to  understand  now  the 
present  position  of  the  Gt)vernment  with 
regard  to  the  military  expenditure  in 
Egypt,  or  the  liabilities  of  Egypt  to  this 
country,  or  the  liabilities  of  this  coimtry 
towards  Egypt ;  and  I  make  bold  to  say 
that,  if  I  Qo  not  imderstand,  there  are 
many  other  Members  of  the  House 
equidly  unable  to  understand.  Instead 
of  having  this  Vote  included,  as  it  is,  in 
this  Supplementary  Estimate,  we  ought 
to  have  had,  and  I  believe  we  should 
have  had  from  any  other  Government,  a 
direct  Vote  submitted  to  the  Committee. 
Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.; :  I  noticed 
that  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohan- 
cellor  of  uie  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen) 
carefully  avoided  what  appears  to  me 
a  really  strong  point  made  against  this 
Vote.  Olothe  it  as  you  may  as  neces- 
sary payment  for  services  in  Egypt, 
made  under  the  authority  of  the  British 
Oommander-in-C^ief,  there  cannot  be 
the  slightest  doubt  in  the  mind  of  any 
intelligent  man  who  has  watched  the 
course  of  affairs  in  Eg^rpt,  that  the 
object  and  purpose  of  this  Vote  is  really 
to  enable  tne  Egyptian  Government  to 
meet  in  full  the  coupons  which  fall  due 

Mr,  Arthur  (ydmnor 


in  this  month,  or  next  month,  for  the 
first  time  for  the  last  three  years.  Now, 
according  to  the  statement  of  Sir  E?elyn 
Baring,    the  Egyptian  Ghyrernment  is 
perfectly  able  to  meet  its  obKgatioM, 
and  to  pay  this  sum  which  it  undertodc 
to  pay,  but  under  a  certain  conditioi. 
What  is  that  condition  ?    It  is  that  the 
interest  on  the  Egyptian  loans  shall  re- 
main this  year  at  the  same  figure  as  it 
has  been  paid  at  for  the  last  two  ^va^ 
—that  is  to  say,   that   the  Egyptian 
bondholders  shall  not  get  tfaar  full  in- 
terest. If  you  fiace  the  situation  honestlj, 
and,  taking  advantage  of  Article  12  of 
the  Khedivial  Decree,  made  in  1S85, 
allow  an  international  investigation  into 
the  finances  of  Egypt,  it  will  be  foond 
that  the    Egyptian   (Government  hare 
money  actually   in    their  hands  vi& 
which  to  pay  this  account,  and  that 
there  is  not  the  slightest  necessity  lor  tie 
British  Government  to  pay  it.    If  there 
is  any  douht  as  to  the  real  object  and 
purpose  of  this  Vote,  I  ask  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen to  consider  lie  exact  fignree. 
What  are  the  figures?    We  have  the 
statement  of  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  as  to  the 
benefit  that  accrues  to  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment by  the  cutting  of  the  oonpen 
by  5  per  cent.    That  benefit  amounts  to 
£200,000  a-year,  and  it  is  a  curious  coin- 
cidence that  the  sum  vre  are  asked  to 
provide  is  exactly  £200,000.    l%e  ri^ 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohancellor  of  tiie 
Exchequer  said  the  object  the  Govern- 
ment  had   in    view  was  to  diecdiarge 
honestly  the  obligations  they  had  con- 
tracted with  the  Egyptians  in  Ae  past; 
and  that  the  Egyptian  Government  had 
been  informed  that,  for  the  future,  tte 
Government  of  this  country  was  not  pre- 
pared to  subsidise  the  G<>vemment  of 
tegypt,  and  thatihe%yptianswoddhe 
charged  a  certain  sum,  which  he  men- 
tioned, for  the  Army  of  Occupation.  Bat 
that  was  what  i^e  Egyptians  were  in- 
formed two   years    ago.      Was  not  a 
solemn  Ck)nv6ntion  entered  into,  to  fte 
very  effect  that  they  would  be  oha^ 
this  sum  for  the  Army  of  Occupation, 
and  that  this  Govemntent  would  not 
subsidize  the  Army.    Do  you  suppose 
that  the  Egyptian  Government  wffl  he- 
lieve  you  now  when  you  did  not  keep 
your  word  last  time,  when  you  told  them, 
two  years  ago,  what  you  ate  tdKng 
them  now  f    In  asking  tiie  Oommittoe 
now  to  nullify  your  woras  and  the  terms 
of  the  Convention,  you  are  practically 

Digitized  by  Vj^VJV  iC 


1801  Sillppfy — Artn^  |Makoh  i],  I88t}    {&upjptemeniary  j^Himate).  \%(^i 


tellmg  tke  Eg^tian  Ooyernment  that, 
for  the  f uturOi  they  need  not  pay  any 
regard  to  the  warnings  they  receive 
from  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment.  If  it 
were  to  relieve  the  Egyptians  of  these 
payments,  which,  I  contend,  have  been 
most  unjiistly  imposed  upon  them,  I 
should  be  the  last  man  in  the  world  to 
oppose  the  Vote,  and  I  should  vote  for 
it.  If  I  believed  that  a  shilling  of  the 
money  went  to  relieve  the  Egyptian  tax- 
payer, or  to  get  rid  of  the  oimculties  of 
the  Egyptian  Government,  I  should  raise 
no  objection ;  but  I  know  very  well  that 
nothing  of  that  sort  is  going  to  happen. 
This  money  will  simply  go  to  pay  the 
full  interest  on  the  bonds,  to  stave  ofif  an 
international  inquiiy.  There  cannot  be 
a  doubt  that  the  refusal  of  this  Vote  to- 
night would  be,  not  to  increase  the  taxa- 
tion on  the  fellaheen,  but  to  cut  down 
the  coupon  on  the  bonds.  What  would 
be  the  effect  of  refusing  to  vote  this 
sum  ?  Why,  as  we  have  it  in  the  words 
of  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  himself,  **  There 
will  be  no  way  out  of  the  difficulty  except 
to  refuse  to  pay  the  interest  on  the 
Debt."  And  is  not  that  the  right  way 
out  of  the  difficulty  ?  It  is  a  very  in- 
genious thing  to  put  this  sum  under  the 
appearance  of  an  obligation  contracted 
towards  the  people  of  Egypt ;  but  I  ask 
—and  I  ask  the  question  with  confidence 
—What  right  had  the  English  Com- 
mander-in-Chief to  contract  this  obliga- 
tion towards  the  people  of  Egypt? 
Does  it  not  stand  tp  reason  that,  in  com- 
mon fairness,  the  £urst  charges  on  the 
Hevenue  of  any  country  are  the  charges 
for  defence  against  outside  enemies  ?  It 
is  not  pretended  by  anyone  that  the 
Bgyptian  Bevenue  is  insufficient  to  pay 
an  Army  three^  four,  or  five  times  as 
lar^e  as  Uiat  the  country  at  present 
maintains.  I  ask  what  would  have  hap- 
pened to  the  bondholders  if  the  Sou- 
danese had  succeeded  in  over-running 
Egypt— if  it  had  not  been  for  the  mili- 
tary operations  which  were  taken  to 
suppress  them  ?  Would  they  ever  have 
got  any  coupons  at  all  ?  I  ask,  there- 
mre,  if  the  expenses  of  defending  the 
country  are  increased,  who  have  more 
right  to  pay  them  than  the  coupon- 
holders?  Is  it  not  monstrous  to  say 
that  the  taxpayers  of  England,  who 
have  burdens  sufficient  on  their  shoulders 
at  the  present  moment,  shall  pay  for 
defending  the  frontiers  of  Egypt,  when 
^e  bondhcdders  who  absorb  hfuf^nay. 


more  than  half— of  the  entire  Bevenue 
of  the  country  in  the  shape  of  interesb 
on  the  Debt  are  not  to  called  on  to  make 
any  sacrifice  at  all.  I  must  sav  that  the 
attitude  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  to  me 
most  extraordinary,  and  the  statement 
that  he  made  at  the  outset  of  his  speech 
really  convinces  me  clearly  that  the  posi- 
tion taken  up  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
senior  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  is  unanswerable.  What  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  say  ?  He  started  by 
saying  that  the  demands  of  the  Egyp- 
tian Government  on  this  Government 
amounted  to  a  sum  of  £500,000.  I 
would  ask  the  Committee  to  notice  this 
fact  particularly — that  the  grounds  on 
which  we  are  asked  to  vote  this  money 
are  that  we  have  honourable  obligations 
towards  the  Egyptian  Government.  Now, 
if  we  have  honourable  obligations  to- 
wards the  Egvptian  Government,  accord- 
ing to  the  opinion  of  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment, these  obligations  extend  to 
£500,000  ;  but  is  it  not  a  strange  thing 
that  the  result  of  negotiations  was  to  cut 
it  down  to  £200,000?  Now,  why  was 
the  sum  fixed  at  £200,000  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  sum  is  not 
£200,000,  but  £200,000  plus  the 
£58,000;  and  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  whether  he  choses  to  believe 
me  or  not,  that  this  sum  of  £200,000 
has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
bondholders. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  That  is  an  interesting 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  I  do  not,  for  a  moment,  doubt  his 
word ;  but  I  cannot  understand  how  he 
can  maintain  that  position  in  the  face  of 
the  despatches  of  Sir  Evelyn  Baring.  I 
will  read  Sir  Evelyn  Baring's  words.  He 
Under  these  circumstances- " 


B.  GOSCHEN :  What  is  the  date  of 
that  despatch  ? 

Mb.  DILLON :  It  is  in  Egypt,  No.  4, 
of  1886,  which  I  should  think  would  be 
the  last  date  of  the  despatches.  I  have 
not  got  the  despatch  itself,  as  the  page 
I  am  referring  to  only  gives  the  refer- 
ence. I  think  it  is  on  page  190,  of  No.  4, 
1886.    Sir  Evelyn  Baring  says— 

"  Under  these  drcnmstances  there  is  no  pos- 
sibility that  the  Egyptian  Government  will  be 
able  to  resume  full  payment  in  1887r  but  for  tho 
present  it  would  seem  unduly  optimist  to  speak 
of  this  contingency  as  more  than  a  bare  possi* 
bility,'» 
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— that  is  to  say,  the  contingency  of  re- 
suming full  payment.  He  adds  that  the 
sum  required  to  enable  Eg3rpt  to  meet 
its  full  obligations  is  only  about 
£200,000,  and  one  point  is  quite  clear, 
that  the  resumption  of  full  payment  of 
the  rate  of  interest  can  only  take  place, 
assuming  that  the  Army  expenditure  is 
reduced  and  non-effective  charges  are 
reduced.  "Well,  neither  of  these  things 
has  yet  been  brought  about.  Now,  that 
despatch  was  sent  last  year  by  Sir 
Eyelyn  Baring,  and  he  says  the  sum 
that  would  enable  the  Egyptian  Gbvem- 
ment  to  meet  its  full  obligations  is 
£200,000 ;  and  he  says  one  thing  is 
ceitain — lliere  is  no  possibility  of  the 
robumption  of  full  payment  of  the  rate 
of  interest  unless  two  things  be  accom- 
plished—first, the  reduction  in  the 
Army  expenditure.  Now,  there  are 
two  ways  of  reducing  an  Army  exnen- 
diture.  One  way  would  be  to  reduce 
the  Army,  and  the  other  way  would  be 
to  get  someone  else  to  pay  its  expenses ; 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  way  which 
has  recommended  itself  to  the  G-orem- 
ment,  under  all  the  circumstances  of 
difficulty  which  exist,  is  the  latter.  The 
Government  appear  to  have  decided 
that  the  English  people  should  pay 
the  expenses  of  the  Egyptian  Army. 
I  know  perfectly  well  that  this  money 
we  are  called  upon  to  vote  is  not 
going  to  pay  the  coupons  in  actual 
coin;  but  we  have  it  here,  on  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring's  statement,  that  one 
point  is  essential  to  the  resumption  of 
payment  in  full  of  the  rate  of  interest, 
and  that  is  the  reduction  of  Army  ex- 

Senses ;  and  if  you  do  not  call  it  re- 
ucing  the  Army  expenditure  in  Egypt, 
when  the  expenses  of  the  Army,  to  the 
extent  of  £250,000,  are  to  be  paid  by  the 
English  Government,  I  do  not  know 
what  transactions  of  this  kind  mean. 
That  is  one  way  of  reducing  Army  ex- 
penditure. Look  at  the  bearing  of  it 
with  regard  to  the  future.  The  right 
.hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  that  this  was  a  question 
affecting  the  past,  and  that,  for  the 
future,  he  haa  warned  the  Egyptian 
Government  that  they  must  reduce  their 
Army  in  order  that  they  might  be  able 
to  discharge  their  obligations  to  England 
in  the  future,  which  they  are  not  being 
asked  to  do  now,  and  also  to  pay  the 
full  amount  of  interest  on  the  Debt.. 
That  is  what  I  object  to.    If  anyone  will 

Mr.T>mon 


take  the  trouble  to  study  the  Egyptian 
Budgets  for  the  last  few  years,  and  the 
despatches  of  English  officials  in  Egypt, 
he  will  become  convinced  that  the  pay- 
ment of  the  present  interest  on  the  Debt 
of  Efi^ypt  is  absolutely  inconsistent  witii 
the  due  administration  of  the  affairs  of 
the  country,  and  the  sooner  this  hxk  is 
recognized  the  better.  What  is  the  good 
of  putting  off  an  insolvency  and  a  rank- 
ruptcy  which  is  inevitable,  and  wMch 
ought  to  come  at  once,  by  a  waste  of 
British  money  enabling  the  Egyptian 
Government  to  resume  f\ill  payment  of 
the  interest  on  the  bonds — a  payment 
which  she  cannot  continue  if  slie  is  to 
stand  on  her  own  legs  and  administer 
her  own  afifhirs  honestly,  and  defend  her 
own  frontier  ?  What  are  the  facts  re- 
lated by  the  OhanceUor  of  Ihe  Exche- 
quer? Why,  he  says  that,  in  the 
future,  the  Egyptian  Government  will 
reduce  their  Army ;  but  has  he  taken 
the  trouble  to  ascertain  whether  the  ex- 
penditure on  the  Army  is  more  than  the 
necessities  of  the  case  require  ?  He  tdd 
us  the  other  night  that  the  object  of  the 
Government  was  to  get  the  British 
troops  out  of  Egypt  as  soon  as  possible, 
and  as  soon  as  me  Egyptian  people  were 
able  to  defend  themselves.  Well,  is  this 
the  way  to  do  it—to  put  them  under  a 
threat  that  they  must  now  reduce  their 
Army?  The  result  will  be  that  they 
must  reduce  their  Army,  if  these  pay- 
ments that  we  make  are  withheld ;  and 
we  shall  be  told,  next  time  we  diseoss 
this  matter,  that  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment are  unable  to  defend  the  country, 
and  that,  therefore,  the  English  tax- 
payer will  have  to  pay  for  that  defence. 
it  appears  to  me  that  it  is  now  time  that 
we  faced  this  question  honestly  to  see  if 
it  is  possible,  or  likely  to  be  posmble,  to 
pay  the  bonds  without  calling  on  Egypt 
to  relax  her  efforts  for  the  defence  of 
the  country.  It  is  essential  to  £^ypt 
to  so  reduce  the  taxation  as  to  reduce 
the  Revenue  by  something  like  £250,000 
a-year  if  the  fellaheen  are  to  be  per- 
mitted to  live,  and  that  is  shown  by  the 
fall  in  the  price  of  produce,  according 
to  the  statements  of  jLord  Northbrool^ 
when  in  Egypt;  and  I  should  think 
things  have  got  much  worse  since  Lord 
Northbrook  was  there.  I  have  no  know- 
ledge that  Lord  f^orthbrook's  recom- 
mendations have  been  carried  out,  and 
that  any  substantial  reduction  of  taxa- 
tion has  been  accorded  to  the  falhheen. 
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I  have  been  on  the  look-out  for  any 
statement  to  that  effect;  but,  up  to  the 
present,  I  have  been  unable  to  see  any- 
thing of  the  kind.    You  are  building  on 
the  hopes  of  this  excessive  taxation  in 
Egypt,  and,  even  with  that   excessive 
taxation,  you  are  telling  the  people  of 
Egypt  to  cut  down  their  Army,  which  is 
too  small  already,  judged  by  the  fact 
that  you  find  it  necessary  to  keep  a  por- 
tion of  your  own  Army  there.    There- 
fore, you  are  setting  up  a  system  which 
is  utterly  inconsistent  with  the  state- 
ment of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  that  the  object  of 
the  Government  is  to  put  Egypt  on  its 
own  legSy  and  yourselves  to  retire  from 
the  country  as  soon  as  it  is  possible  to 
stand  alone.     As  I  say,  you  will  find 
that  bankruptcy  must  be  faced  sooner  or 
later,  and  far  and  away  better  would  it 
be,  I  maintain,  both  for  the  Egyptian 
people  and  the  people  of  this  country 
that  we  should  face  it  now,  when  it  can 
be  proved   that  something  should  be 
done,  to  first  of  all,  give  relief  to  the 
fellaheen ;  and,  secondly,  to  permit  the 
defence  of  the  country  to  be  carried  on, 
before  the  bondholders  are  paid  at  all. 
There  is  another  consideration  we  should 
not  lose  sight  of  in  this  matter.    In  one 
despatch,  from  Lord  Bosebery,  which 
has  been  quoted  two  or  three   times 
during  this  debate,  it  was  said  that  we 
are  compelled  to  pay  Customs  duties 
and  heavy  railroaa  charges,  and  also 
octroi  duties  on  articles  which  were  sent 
out  for  the  British  Army  during  the 
British  occupation.    That  is  notorious. 
It  is  well  known  by  everyone  that  the 
revenues  of  Egypt  have  been   swelled 
by  Customs  duties  on  enormous  quanti- 
ties of  material  and  goods  sent  into  the 
country  for  the  British  Army ;  and  the 
officials   in  Egypt,  in  drawing  up  the 
Budget,  always  have  regard  to  these 
sources  of  revenue,  and  we  know,  there- 
fore, that  the  moment   you  withdraw 
your  troops  the  revenues  of  Egypt  will 
fall   by  £100,000  or  £200,000  a-year. 
That    element    is   not  sufficiently  con- 
sidered,   and    yet    it    would    be    very 
strongly  felt  the  moment  the    British 
troops  are  withdrawn.    All  this  goes  to 
show  that  this  Vote  is  not  a  Vote  in  per- 
formance of  a  specific  obligation,  but  is 
the  result  of  a  bargain..  There  is  no 
reason  why  it  should  not  be  £200  in- 
stead of  £200,000.    It  is  a  Yote  which 
by  all  the  attendant  circumstances  sur- 


rounding it,  and  by  the  amount  that  is 
demanded,  is  shown  to  be  required  to 
balance  the  Egyptian  Budget,  let  alone 
for  whatever  ostensible  object  it  may  be 
given  in  this  House.     It  is  to  put  off 
the  inevitable  time  when  it  will  be  found 
that  the  finances  of  Egypt  are  hopelessly 
insolvent.    It  is  to  avoid  the  necessity 
of    an   international   inquiry,  and    for 
that  reason  it  opens  up  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  policy  of  the  present  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Government  in  Egypt ; 
and  I  am  thoroughly  opposed  to  it.    I 
wish  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  some  of  the 
observations  made  to-night  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  the  Financial   Se- 
cretary to  the  War  Office  (Mr.  Brodrick). 
He  said  that  though  we  are  responsible 
for  settling  these  claims,  we  are  not  re- 
sponsible for  originating  th^n.    Now,  I 
should  like  to  know  very  much  on  what 
principle  do  you  go  in  contracting  obli- 
gations of  this  sort  ?    Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  every  British  Generalissimo, 
or  every  British  General  serving  abroad, 
can  contract  obligations  on  behalf  of  the 
British     taxpayer    to    any    extent   he 
chooses,  because  that  is  what  it  amounts 
to?    The  House  of  Commons  and  the 
country  knew  nothing  about  these  obli- 
gations.   We  were  led  to  suppose  that 
no  such  obligations  would   be  entered 
into ;  and  are  we,  I  ask,  to  understand 
that  obligations  of  this  character  can  be 
contracted   by    a    British    General   ad 
libitum^  without  reference  to  those  who 
have  to  vote  the    money?    We  know 
that  from  the  past  history  of  Egyptian 
affairs  the  most  extraordinary  and  sud- 
den wars  and  outbreaks  occur  in  that 
country ;  and  are  we  to  understand  that 
if    to-morrow   the    Egyptian    frontier, 
wherever  it  now  is,  is  attieicked  by  wan- 
dering tribes  of  Arabs,  and  another  war 
breaks  out  there,  that  it  should  be  in 
the  power  of  the  General  commanding 
in  Egypt  to  pledge  the  British  taxpayer 
to  any  extent  without  affording  the  Bri- 
tish House  of  Commons  the  opportunity 
of  voting  on  the  matter  ?      xou  must 
remember  that  these  obligations  we  are 
now  discussing  were  contracted  a  con- 
siderable time  ago — quite  time  enough 
to  have  enabled  the  Government  to  have 
put  them  on  the  Estimates  for  last  year. 
The  only  reason  they  were  not  put  on 
the  Estimates  last  year  was  that  they 
were  the  subject  of  protracted  negotia- 
tion.   And  now  I  come  to  the  last  point 
in  the  Statement  of  the  Financial  i3ecre* 
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tary  to  the  "War  DepartmoBt.  What 
did  he  say  when  he  was  pressed  hard 
upon  this  question  ?  He  said  that  the 
amount  of  these  claims  was  the  subject 
of  negotiation  up  to  the  very  moment 
before  the  Supplementary  Estimate  was 
prepared,  and  that  the  Papers  giving 
information  as  to  the  details  of  this 
Tote  would  be  placed  on  the  Table  of 
this  House  after  we  had  passed  the 
Tote.  No  doubt  we  shall  be  very  much 
interested  by  this  information  when  it 
comes,  and  we  shall  be  very  much 
obliged  for  it  when  we  receire  it ;  but 
it  certainly  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a 
very  curious  method  of  proceeding,  to 
ask  us  to  pass  the  Vote  first,  and  to  wait 
for  the  documents  givinff  the  details  of 
the  negotiations  by  which  the  sum  of 
£258,000  was  arrived  at.  If  these  are 
the  drcumstances  of  the  case,  why  did 
not  the  (Joyemment  put  the  Vote  into 
next  year's  Estimates  r  If  it  hung  over 
BO  long  it  might  have  been  put  in 
next  year's  Estimates  very  well.  There 
is  no  use  in  cloaking  the  matter  over. 
What  is  the  reason  of  putting  these 
charees  before  us  now?  Why,  it  is 
simply  this — ^that  the  Egyptian  ^Budget 
will  haye  to  be  made  known  shortly,  and 
if,  on  a  certain  day  the  bonds  are  not 
paid,  the  right  of  the  Powers  of  Europe 
under  the  decree  will  come  in^the 
right  of  the  Powers  to  form  an  Interna- 
tional bocly  to  inquire  into  the  adminis- 
tration of  Egyptian  finance.  Is  not 
my  surmise  correct — may  I  have  an 
answer  on  this  point  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  Before 
this  Vote  is  put  to  the  Committee  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  with 
regard  to  it.  I  must  say  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  (Mr. 
Dillon)  has  put  his  case  very  forci Wy ; 
and  in  reply  to  him,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  has  denied 
that  this  Vote  has  anything  to  do 
with  the  bondholders.  But  will  he 
deny  this— that  if  £600,000  sterling 
is  not  paid  to  the  Egyptian  Goyem- 
ment,  it  will  not  be  able  to  meet 
its  liabilities,  and  that  then  there  will 
have  to  be  a  new  European  investiga- 
tion. In  that  way,  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that  the  question  is  connected  with  the 
bondholders.  As  regards  the  particular 
Vote  before  the  House,  I  think  that 
what  has  happened  will  have  convinced 
all  of  us  that  it  is  a  most  unsatisfactozy 
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mode  of   proceeding,  that  we  shonld 
have  it  thrown  at  our  heads  in  a  Sup- 
plementary Estimate  without  any  pite- 
vious   explanation  or  statement  as  to 
why  this  money  is  to  be  voted.   As  re- 
gards the  only  particulars  we  are  able 
to  ascertain,  I  cordially  agree  with  what 
has  fallen  from  the  late  Secoretaiy  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  Camphell•6anDe^ 
man).    Ton  must  take  the  queatioQ  of 
Suakin  as   altogether  apart  from  the 
other   questions   involved.     We  have 
taken  upon  ourselves  tJie  defence  of  tiiat 
place,  and  have  voted  the  spedfic  earn 
of  £58,000  in  regard  to  it.    The  only 
part  of  the  case  against  this  Vote  which 
has  been  answered  is  that  witii  legaid 
to  Suakin.    We  are  told  we  have  un- 
dertaken the  defence  oi  that  place,  and 
that  it  has  cost  more  than  it  was  od- 
culated  to  oost — we  are  told  that  the 
sum  has  come    to   nearly  double  the 
amount  of  the  calculation — that  it  has 
reached  £106,000.    This  House  wai  led 
to  believe,  and  this  oountry  was  led  te 
believe,  tibat  a  contract  was  made  with 
the  Eg^^ptians  that  they  should  andoN 
take  tiie  defence  of    Suakin  for  this 
£58,000,  plm  a  large  quantity  of  stores. 
I  admit,  Uierefore,  that  there  may  be  a 
shadow  of  a  shade  of  a  semblance  of  a 
case  for  Suakin.      If  the  detailed  ae- 
counts  show  that  Suakin  has  cost  more 
than  £58,000,  there  may  be  a  case  for 
the  extra  cost.    At  any  rate,  I,  for  one, 
shall  be  prepared  to  give  Egypt  the 
benefit  of  the  doubt.      If  the  House 
would  allow  me  to  substitute  for  the 
Motion  to  reduce  this  Vote  by  £150,000, 
a*Motion  for  a  less  reduction,  I  should 
like  to  allow  £20,000  for  Suakin,  and 
to  alter  the  Motion  into  one  to  reduce 
the  Vote  by  £  1 30,000.    I  do  not  objeet 
to  the  item  for  Suakin  so  much.    I 
doubt  if  we  are  bound  to  vote  any  more 
under  that  head  ;  but,  at  any  rate,  as  I 
have  said,  I  am  prepared  to  give  Egypt 
the  benefit  of  the  doubt  as  regards  the 
excess  now  demanded.    I  deny,  how- 
ever,  that,  as  regards  the  rest^  any  case 
at  all  has  been  made  out.    The  vaguest 
words  fell  from  Her  Majesty's  late  Go- 
vernment that  they  were  going  to  defend 
Egypt,  but  this  did  not  mean  paying  for 
the  defence ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  the 
House  or  the  oountry  had  the  least  idea 
that  we  were  to  pay  tho  Egyptians  for 
fighting  their  own  battles.    lam,  there- 
fore, quite  prepared  to  take  issue  on  the 
major  part  of  the  Vote.    Ishavevezy 
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much  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  War  thefeeling 
that,  great  as  this  loss  of  £500,000  may  be 
that  we  are  paying  in  the  present  year, 
there  is  still  room  for  very  grave  anxiety 
in  the  future.  I  was  gratified  when  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  got  up  and 
said  that  he  would  answer  the  Questions 
put  to  him  categorically.  When  he 
came  to  his  categorical  answers,  how* 
ever,  I  was  much  disappointed,  because 
he  did  not  tell  ns  what  was  to  become 
of  Snakin ;  he  did  not  tell  us  what  was 
to  be  done  in  the  matter  of  the  Egyptian 
frontier,  and  he  neglected  to  say  what 
course  was  to  be  taken  in  regard  to 
"Bgyptian  finance  in  the  future.  What 
are  we  to  be  told  as  to  these  matters  ? 
Are  the  Egyptians  to  be  told  that  they 
may  abandon  this  miserable,  Gbd-for- 
gotten  place,  Suakin?  They  ought  to 
be  free  to  make  it  over  to  any  Pow^, 
or  anybody  else  who  will  take  it,  or 
abandon  it  altogether.  What  is  more 
important  than  Suakin  is  this — ^I  want 
to  understand  whether  the  Egyptians  are 
to  be  responsible  for  the  defence  of  their 
own  frontier?  Is  there  any  clear  un- 
deistanding  that  the  expense  of  defend- 
ing the  frontier  shall  be  thrown  on  the 
E^ptians  ?  We  have  a  British  force  in 
Amouan.  I  want  to  know  whether,  in  the 
event  of  military  operations  being  neces- 
sary <m  that  frontier,  and  the  Etgyptian 
troops  being  obliged  to  co-operate  with 
the  British  troops  in  defence  of  their 
frontier,  we  shall  be  called  upon  to  pay 
for  these  Egyptian  troops  ?  Is  it  dis- 
tinctly understood  that  the  expenses  will 
be  thrown  upon  the  Egyptian  Exchequer  ? 
As  to  the  Egyptian  Army,  it  is  a  most 
unsatisfactory  declaration  that  has  been 
elicited  from  Her  Majestv's  Government. 
It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  we  have  the 
least  prospect  of  getting  rid  of  our  obli- 
gations in  Egypt,  and  getting  rid  of  the 
country,  if  the  Egyptian  Army  is  to  be 
reduced.  You  must  have  an  efficient 
Army  in  Egypt,  and  if  you  have  that, 
you  must  have  money  to  pay  for  it.  And 
I  should  like  to  know  what  is  to  bedone  to 
enable  the  Egyptians  to  keep  up  an  effi- 
cient Army  ?  If  you  are  not  to  maintain  an 
efficient  Army  in  that  country,  then 
good-bye  to  aU  abandonment  of  Egypt. 
I  should  like  to  have  it  made  dear — I 
should  like  not  merely  a  negative  decla- 
ration—that we  are  not  bound  to  pay  any 
more,  but  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  declared  that,  in  future  years, 


they  will  not  pay  for  the  defence  of 
Egypt. 

Me.  GOSOHEN  :  I  wish  to  say  two  or 
three  words  to  the  Committee  in  reply  to 
what  has  been  urged  by  recent  speakers. 
I  have  already  stated  that  the  Egyptian 
Government  is  now  reconsidering  its 
financial  position,  and  that  general  ex- 
penditure which  it  will  have  to  meet, 
after  the  announcement  which  has  been 
made  to  it  as  to  the  portion  which  will  be 
borne  by  the  British  Government.  The 
Egyptian  Gevemment  had  expected  that 
we  would  pay  more ;  and  our  refusal  to 
pay  more  than  what  we  considered  the 
fair  and  equitable  claims  of  that  Govern- 
ment has  put  upon  it  the  necessity  of 
reconsidering  its  Budget.  The  Egyptian 
Government  will  now  have  to  re-cast 
its  Budget,  and  to  see  whether  it  can, 
without  improperly  reducing  its  Army 
below  safe  limits,  make  both  ends  meet. 
If  it  cannot  make  both  ends  meet,  then 
it  cannot  pay  the  coupons  in  full,  and 
international  intervention  will  arise. 
For  it  is  not  the  intention  of  the  British 
Government  to  endeavour  to  restore  the 
financial  equilibrium  of  Egypt  by  im- 
posing further  burdens  on  the  British  tax- 
payer. But  with  regard  to  an  Interna- 
tional Commission,  let  hon.  Members  not 
suppose  that  that  would  mean  the  bank* 
ruptcy  of  Egypt  and  the  withdrawal  of  a 
portion  of  the  interest  from  the  bond- 
holders. It  is  to  make  that  point  dear  that 
I  rise.  If  an  International  Commission 
sat,  the  result  would  be  that  the  general 
management  of  Egypt  would  again  pass 
from  English  hands,  and  that  the  re- 
forms which  have  been  inaugurated— > 
those  reforms  with  regard  to  irrigation, 
the  abolition  of  the  eorvie^  and  many 
other  matters  in  regard  to  which  we 
have  made  great  progress — would  again 
be  interrupted,  but  it  does  not  follow 
that  bankruptcy  would  occur.  Hon, 
Members  have  never  been  able  tho- 
roughly to  realize  this  fact,  but  it  is 
an  important  one,  that  before  the  Inter- 
national Tribunals  the  foreign  creditors 
have  a  loeus  ttandi  against  the  Egyptian 
Government,  which  they  have  not  else- 
where, and  that  even  if  we  were  to  re- 
tire altogether,  and  refuse  to  stir  in  the 
slightest  degree,  the  French  creditors, 
or,  in  fact,  any  creditors  whatever,  could 
sue  the  Egyptian  Government  in  the 
International  Tribunals,  a  course  which 
would  lead  to  anarchy  and  ruin,  but 
which  would  probably  end   again   in 
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lisli  troops  in  Egypt.  Well,  bat  thit 
appears  to  me  to  be  strictly  at  Yanasce 
with  the  answer  that  the  right  hoa.  Qea* 
tleman  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Eiohequer 
has  just  giyen  to  my  hon.  Fiieiid  (Sir 
George  Oampbell)*  There  appears  to  me, 
strangely  enough,  to  be  a  oonsideraUB 
amouDt  of  eonfudon  existing  with^gaid 
to  the  item  of  expenditore  which  we  are 
adced  to  pass  to-night.  Notiung  oobM 
be  more  plain  and  palpable  tluui  the 
statement  of  the  junior  Member  for 
Nortiiampton  (Mr.  Bradlangh),  when  be 
stood  np  in  his  place  and  brcragbt  the 
Treasury  Benoh  to  its  senses.  Er^- 
body  saw  the  immense  confusion  whidi 
existed  on  the  Treasury  Bench— ereij- 
body  saw  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer pulling  a  paper  from  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Forttgn  ASm 
(Sir  James  Fergusson),  and  the  Knt 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  E 
Smith)  jumping  up  and  down  in 
his  seat.  It  was  palpable  tiiat  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Oentlemen  who  had 
charge  of  this  matter  were  completdy  at 
their  wits'  end,  and  that  neither  of  them 
were  certain  how  far  he  would  go  and 
how  far  he  would  not  go.  Taking  into 
account  the  remarks  made  from  the  front 
Opposition  Bench  by  the  late  Seeretaiy 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell•Baml«^ 
man),  who  asked  whether  this  Vote 
wipes  out  all  liabilities,  and  whether  it 
will  practically  gite  us  in  Egypt  a  dean 
sheet  in  our  dealiogs  with 
finance,  that  has  not  been  answe 
many  other  questions  have  not  been 
answered.  All  these  questions  have  been 
shelTod  by  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  in 
charge  of  the  Vote.  He  has  told  us 
about  Suakin.  The  right  hon,  GkntleiDaa 
ought  certainly  to  be  oonyersant  with 
this  Vote,  and  I  believe  is,  to  a  obtain 
extent,  responsible  for  a  porti<Mi  of  it 
He  asked  us  what  is  to  become  of 
Suakin.  Is  it  to  become  a  second  Mai- 
sowah  ?  We  see  the  miserable  etate  d 
things  which  exists  there  in  ccmseqneooe 
of  the  Italian  occu|^ation;  butlwillnot 
enter  into  that  subject,  because  it  does 
not  come  under  our  oonsideralson ;  but 
anyone  knowing  the  terrific  bangle  that 
exists  with  regfu*d  to  the  EngliiSh  ocoa- 
pation  and  Egyptian  finance,  and  who 
takes  into  account  this  extraoxdinaiy 
demand  we  are^aeked  to  pay  to-night,  will 
see  clearly — particularly  if  he  has  betfi 
listening  to  the  debate,  or  if  he  reads  it 
to-morrow — will  see  in  the  ficet  pisoe 


other  Powers  protecting  the  bond- 
holders. I  wanted  to  make  it  clear — 
that  if  an  International  (Commission 
should  sit,  it  would  not  necessarily  be 
a  disaster  to  the  bondholders,  be<»tuse 
it  is  probable  that  the  other  Powers 
would  secure  them  in  the  terms  they 
have  now ;  but  it  might  haye  a  disas- 
trous effect  on  the  general  progress  of 
good  goremment  in  Bgypt,  and  the  res- 
toration of  that  autonomy  which  we  wish 
to  secure  in  order  to  facilitate  and  expe- 
dite the  withdrawal  of  our  troops.  I  hope 
that  this  explanation  will  be  gratifying 
to  some  hon.  Oentlemen  who  think  that 
this  country  could  by  its  action  alone 
bring  about  a  state  of  bankruptcy  in 
Egypt  and  a  reduction  of  the  mterest 
paid  to  the  bondholders. 

Db.  tanner  ((3ork  do.,  Mid) :  It  is 
palpable  to  anyone,  who  has  taken  into 
consideration  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  said,  that  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment is  considering  its  financial 
position ;  and  then  we  are  led  to  under- 
stand that  the  English  troops  are  going 
to  be  withdrawn  from  Egypt,  and,  ac- 
cordingly, when  these  troops  are  with- 
drawn from  the  country  they  at  present 
occupy,  their  places  will  be  filled  by 
Egyptian  troops.  If  that  is  the  case, 
will  not  these  troops  have  to  be  paid 
for  ?  And  will  not  tiiat,  in  itself,  tlurow 
an  increased  finandal  responsibility  upon 
the  Egyptian  Government,  which  H^ 
Majesty's  Government  at  present  are 
apparently  trying  to  bolster  up  ?  If  this 
state  of  a^airs  is  to  continue,  and  is  to 
go  on  in  the  usual  cycles  which  Egyptian 
affairs  at  the  present  time  appear  to  be 
rolling  in,  what  becomes  of  all  those 
assurances  that  we  have  received  ihia 
evening,  that  the  Egyptian  Government 
will  have  to  stand  or  fall  by  itself? 
What  becomes  of  the  assurances  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  War  Department  (Mr.  Brodrick), 
when  he  told  us  they  had  made  an 
arrangement  for  a  reduction  in  the 
Egyptian  Army,  as  well  as  of  the  Eng- 
lish Army  in  Egypt  ?  Why,  if  you 
withdraw  troops  from  a  coantry  situ- 
ated as  Egypt  is  at  the  present  time, 
those  troops  must  be  replaced  by  others. 
I  would  ask,  can  such  a  reduction 
take  place  ?  What  becomes  of  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  this 
OTening  ?  He  also  told  us  that  measures 
w^e  taken  to  promote  economy  in  the 
Egyptian  Army,  aad  amongst  the  Eng- 
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that  this  Vote  is  an  extraordinary  one 
and  an  nnjust  one;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  that  the  British  taxpayer  should 
certainly  not  he  called  upon  to  vote  what 
evidently  creates  so  much  dissension— or 
confusion  if  not  dissension — on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench y  and  which,  to  my  mind, 
would  lead  anyone  into  a  state  of  em- 
barrassment  as  to  how  actually  the  Vote 
was  incurred.  We  are  not  given  the 
essential  details  in  regard  to  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  too. 
I  went  outside  and  tried  in  the  Lihrary 
to  find  some  statistics  dealing  with  these 
matters,  and  it  was  impossible  to  find 
them.  I  went  f^m  one  official  to 
another  in  the  Library  and  tried  to 
elucidate  the  matter,  but  I  could  find  out 
hardhr  a  single  thing  in  connection  with 
it.  It  seems  to  me  a  strange  thiog  that 
we  are  asked  to  come  down  here  and 
spend  the  money  of  the  taxpayer  with- 
out getting  any  reliable  information  as 
to  the  details.  It  is,  therefore,  with  the 
greatest  reluctanoe  that  I  rise  to  express 
my  opinion,  though  it  is  with  the  greatest 
possible  pleasure  that  I  shall  go  into 
the  Lobby,  and  vote  against  this  ex- 
traordinary expenditure. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.):  I 
do  not  take  part  in  this  discussion 
with  any  reluctance,  because  Ithiok  it 
is  the  duty  of  Members  of  this  House  to 
get  up  as  often  as  they  can  in  Committee 
of  Supply  to  discuss  the  Votes.  I  do  not 
think  that  hon.  Members  rise  sufficiently 
often  to  discuss  the  Estimates.  In  the 
first  place  no  one  could  be  more  per- 
sitasive  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  when 
speaking  to  us,  and  nothing  could  be 
more  lucid  than  his  explanation.  At 
the  same  time  he  reminds  me  of  the 
lady  Byron  refers  to ;  because,  when  he 
said  he  would  never  give  a  subvMition 
to  the  Egyptian  Government  he  was 
0ttpporting  that  Government  and  giving 
it  a  subvention.  That  was  the  weak 
point  of  the  speech— it  was  necessarily 
the  weak  point  of  it — because  he  says 
the  subvention  ought  not  to  be  given, 
and  yet  is  giving  it.  I  object  to  the 
form  in  which  t^s  is  put,  and  I  think 
that  it  involves  a  question  of  vital  prin- 
ciple. It  should  never  have  been  put 
in  the  Estimates  at  all.  This  Vote  is 
not  an  Army  Vote,  and  should  not  have 
appeared  in  the  Army  Estimates.  To 
my  mind  this  Vote  is  nothing  more  nor 
less  than  a  subsidy,  and  in  this  country 


we  have  not  been  accustomed  to  sub- 
sidies, I  thiok,  since  the  early  part  of 
the  present  century — if  I  am  not 
mistakeu,  this  ooimtry  has  not  paid 
subsidies  since  1815.  We  paid  enor- 
mous subsidies  for  many  years  before 
that  date.  But  the  fresh  subsidy  has  a 
great  many  disadvantages,  which  the 
old  subsidies  in  the  Napoleonic  time 
had  not.  The  old  subsidies  brought  us  , 
material  consideration  in  return — so 
many  men,  or  so  much  support.  But 
we  have  nothing  of  that  kind  now,  and 
this,  I  maintain,  is  a  hocus-pocus  way  of 
drawing  the  thing  up.  It  is  an  entangle- 
ment that  we  can  make  nothing  of. 
What  is  really  happening  is  this — we 
are  giving  them  £160,000  in  Egypt  to 
meet  their  general  expenses,  and  we  nave 
to  find  out  an  excuse  for  it.  The  way 
we  do  that  is  to  credit  the  Egyptian 
Government  with  £300,000,  which  the 
Egyptian  Government  itself  had  to  pay 
as  a  contribution  towards  the  expenses 
of  the  Egyptian  Army.  We  say  that  if 
the  £200,000  cannot  be  paid  by  the  Egyp- 
tian Government,  we  will  write  off  some 
extraordinary  expenses  with  regard  to 
services  the  Egyptian  Army  have  ren- 
dered us  in  Egypt.  That  is,  in  reality, 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  figure  of 
speech  and  a  method  of  coaxing  money 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  British  tax- 
payer. I  am  not  in  a  position  to  pro- 
test on  behalf  of  the  British  taxpayer ; 
but  I  protest  on  behalf  of  tne  Irish  tax- 
payers, who  have  to  bear  a  portion  of  this 
Vote— probably  some  £18,000.  I  must 
say  I  think  the  British  taxpayer  is  very 
foolish  if  he  pays  the  rest  of  the  sum  de- 
manded without  serious  complaint.  We 
are  paying  this  money  for  the  pleasure 
of  occupying  Egypt.  1  do  not  see  what 
advantage  we  get  in  return  for  it.  If 
we  oould  get  hold  of  Egypt  altogeiher 
and  take  all  her  revenues,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  it  would  be  a  very  good  thing 
for  Ghreat  Britain,  if  not  for  that  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  in  which  I  am  more 
especially  interested.  I  think  it  might 
be  a  magnificent  thing  to  take  all  the  re- 
venues of  Egypt,  and  all  those  geogra- 
phical advantages  which  the  possession 
of  England  woiild  confer  upon  this  coun- 
try ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  a  magnificent 
thing  to  hold  Eg3rpt  in  the  way  we  do 
now.  I  do  not  think  it  a  good  thing  to 
keep  np  an  army  of  mingl^  blacks  and 
whites,  as  we  do,  for  the  purposes  which 
tlM  right  bon.  Gentleman  opposite  de* 
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soribed.  Is  it  worth  while  keeping  Egypt 
and  spending  all  this  money  on  the 
country  ?  I  do  not  think  it  is.  I  think 
tiiat  if  we  oould  get  hold  of  all  the 
revenues  of  Egypt  and  keep  them  to 
ourselves,  it  would  be,  though  very  dis- 
honest, expedient.  But  at  the  preeent 
time  we  are  dishonest,  without  securing 
that  which  is  expedient — we  are  dis- 
honest without  doing  good  to  anyone. 
I  do  not  like  this  principle  of  introducing 
politics  into  Army  Votes  if  it  could  be 
helped,  and  I  think  that  the  Government 
have  thoroughly  and  entirely  iutroduced 
politics  into  Army  measures  by  ^tting 
this  item  in  the  Army  Vote.  This  item 
£150,000  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
Army  Vote.  It  should  have  been  put 
down  as  special  expenses — it  should 
have  been  described  by  the  Treasury  a« 
a  payment  of  £160,000  to  get  the 
Egyptian  Government  out  of  its  diffi- 
culties. That  would  have  been  at  least 
an  honeet  thing,  though  it  is  true  that  it 
might  not  have  been  very  good  for 
electioneering  purposes,  and  I  toink  that 
the  Government,  though  they  may  make 
tiie  country  believe  that  this  is  an  Army 
expense,  will  not,  in  the  long  run,  reap 
much  benefit  from  the  course  they  are 
taking.  I  think  that  in  the  end  they 
will  find  that  they  have  done  themselves 
considerable  harm  by  it.  They  have 
thoroughly  mixed  up  all  Army  Votes 
with  politics  for  the  future,  which  I  think 
is  a  great  pity,  and  will  cause  great  in- 
jury to  the  country.  I  will  not  say  any 
more  with  regard  to  this  item  at  the 
present  time ;  but  when  we  come  to  the 
other  items,  I  hope  to  be  able  to  say  a 
few  more  words  upon  these  matters. 

Mb.  O' KELLY  (Boeeommon,  N.) :  I 
think  there  are  two  parties  to  be  con- 
sidered in  connection  with  this  question 
of  economy — namdy,  the  people  of 
Egypt,  as  well  as  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country.  I  have  not  been  able  to  under- 
stand from  the  statement  we  have  heard 
this  evening  from  the  Treasury  Bench, 
whether  we  are  to  believe  that  the 
Government  has  permanently  abandoned 
their  claim  to  this  allowance  of  £200,000 
on  the  part  of  the  Egyptian  Ghcvemment 
for  the  maintenance  of  British  troops  in 
Egypt.  I  have  not  been  able  to  under- 
stand whether  the  Egyptian  Gbremment 
is  a  consenting  party  to  this  arrange- 
ment'-that  is  to  say,  the  arrangement 
wiping  out  the  I^^tian  cLaun  for 
£600,000,  in  consideration  of  this  grant 
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of  £150,000 ;  but  it  appears  to  me  tiiat 
a  far  more  important  question  than  thai 
of  mere  money  is  the  question  of  ^ 
policy  underlying  the  aoti<Mi  of  the  Oo- 
vemment.  If  this  country  had  made  op 
its  mind  finally  to  annex  Egypt,  then  I 
should  say  that  this  delay  is  defensible; 
but  the  footing  on  which  we  stand  at 
present  in  Egypt  is  not  satisfaetoiy  to 
the  Egyptian  people,  or  to  us,  and  I 
think  the  Oooiinittee  has  a  right  to 
demand  some  statem^it  of  pdiey  from 
the  Goremment  with  remrd  to  thdr 
future  action  in  Egypt.  Now,  we  aio 
told  that  in  future  the  whole  coat  of 
the  Egyptian  Army  is  to  be  bonie  bj 
Egypt.  Well,  in  connection  with  that, 
if  Egypt  is  to  pay  the  whc^e  cost  of  the 
Army,  is  the  control  of  the  Egyptian 
Army  to  be  left  in  the  hands  oi  the 
Egyptian  Government^  or  is  the  Egjf- 
tian  Government  to  continue  to  be,  aa  it 
is  at  present,  merely  the  Agents  ^  the 
Army  of  Occupation  ?  because,  after  all, 
it  is  a  misuse  of  terma  to  talk  of  aa 
Egyptian  Government.  Now,  if  we 
honestly  intend  to  leave  i^pt,  I  hold 
that  the  policy  we  are  pursuing  in  Egyiit 
is  alto^ther  wrong— especially  the 
policy  with  regard  to  the  Armj,  What 
are  you  doing  with  regard  to  the  Egyp- 
tian Army?  You  are  deetroyiog  its 
future  efficiency — ^that  is  to  say,  itfl 
efficiency  the  moment  you  leave  the 
country*  You  are  taking  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  Mahommedan  officers  the 
control  of  that  Army,  and  teaohiBg  the 
men  to  look  to  foreign  officers 

Ths  GHAIBMAN  :  This  diaonasioa 
has  become  very  discursive.  The  hos. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  O'Kelly)  is  nowdeaiij 
outside  the  range  of  the  Motion  before 
the  Oommittee.  He  must  confine  hie 
observationa  to  the  remission  of  this 
contribution  from  Enpt. 

Mb.  O'KELLY:  I  thought  we  veie 
dealing  with  the  grant  to  the  Egypto 
Army,  and  that  the  Egyptian  Anaj 
naturally  came  under  our  notice;  bat  I 
will  not  press  that  point  further  than  to 
say  this — that  i£  we  are  to  continue  to 
receive  from  Egypt  this  sum  of  £200,00(^ 
we  can  only  properly  continue  to  re- 
ceive it  by  granting  to  the  Egyptiaaa 
the  right  and  power  of  oontroUmg  their 
own  Army.  Only  on  that  ground  oould 
we  properly  draw  from  the  people  of 
Egypt  the  expenses  of  maintainiag  an 
Army  which  at  present  is  ezistin|^  rather 
for  our  benefit  than  for  theirs. 
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Mb.  ABTHUE0*C0NN0R:  It  seems 
to  me  Hiat  the  last  observation  of  the 
right  hoQ.  Gentleman  the  Ohanoellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  though  it  was  consider- 
ably delayed,  was  very  important.  He 
told  us  that  in  future  this  country 
would  not  afford  anything  in  the  way  of 
Bttbrention  to  the  Egyptian  Q-oTcmment. 
He  told  us  that,  in  future,  no  charges 
were  to  be  thrown  upon  the  British  tax- 

Syer  in  order  to  enable  the  Egyptian 
^Ternment  to  balance  their  Budget. 
That  is  all  very  well  with  regard  to  the 
future;  but  I  would  point  out  that  with- 
out the  present  Vote  of  £150,000  the 
Egyptian  Gk)vemment  would  not  at  the 
present  moment  be  in  a  position  to 
balance  their  accounts.  That  is  proof 
sufficient  that  this  Vote  is  in  reality  a 
Bubyention,  in  order  to  enable  the  Egyp- 
tian Gbyemment  to  meet  their  present 
liabilities.  One  of  their  liabilities  which 
requires  to  be  met  is  the  payment  due  on 
the  coupons,  and  it  is  well  that  people 
should  understand  that  this  is  really  a 
subvention  at  the  expense  of  the  tax- 
payer of  this  country,  m  order  to  enable 
the  Egyptian  bondholders  to  receive 
money  on  their  bonds.  That  is  clear 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  state- 
ment. I  must  say  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War 
Department  (Mr.  Brodrick)  has  not  been 
able  to  afford  information  equally  ex- 
plicit. He  has  been  asked  twice  over  to 
furnish  us  with  details  with  regard  to 
this  appropriation  for  Egypt ;  but  he  is 
either  unwilling  or  unable  to  do  so.  I 
suppose  he  has  material  somewhere  in 
the  papers  which  would  enable  him  to 
give  details.  If  he  will  take  trouble  to 
look  it  up  I  am  sure  he  will  be  able  to 
find  it.  I  am  sure  the  officials  in  the 
Dep^ment  have  placed  in  his  hands 
materials  to  enable  him  to  give  an  an- 
swer. We  want  him  to  give  us  what 
details  he  can  in  order  to  show  us  how 
the  sum  is  arrived  at.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  in  the  last  Government  (Mr.  Oamp- 
bell-Bannerman)  asked  the  question 
pointedly,  and  I  think  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Department 
should,  at  any  rate,  have  attempted  to 
answer  the  question.  Ho  has  not  d<me 
so,  I  presume,  however,  that  we  shall 
obtain  information  of  some  kind  or 
other.    If  we  do  not,  I  shall  move  that 

Su,  Sir,  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
ive  to  sit  again. 


Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  confess,  if  it  be  permissible 
to  make  the  observation,  that  the  appear- 
ance of  the  attendance  on  this  Committee 
is  by  no  means  creditable  to  the  House 
of  Commons.  If  we  were  discussing 
some  petty  personal  question,  or  if  we 
had  a  prospect  of  a  scene  of  excitement, 
or  an  All-night  Sitting,  and  if  you.  Sir, 
were  in  any  way  to  be  called  upon  to 
use  your  disciplinary  powers,  we  should 
have  all  the  Benches  crowded  with  ex- 
cited Gentlemen,  whereas,  although  dis* 
cussing  charges  which  impose  a  heavy 
burden  on  the  people  of  the  country,  we 
have  scarcely  a  score  of  Members  pre- 
sent to  listen  to  the  discussion.  I  have 
listened  to  nearly  the  whole  discussion, 
and  I  must  say  that  it  has  left  upon  my 
mind,  and,  I  think,  upon  the  minds  of  a 
great  many  others  who  have  listened  to 
it,   a  most  painful  and  profound   im- 

?ression.  I  may  be  wrong ;  but,  while 
was  in  the  House,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  never  gave  an  answer  to 
what  I  considwed  the  most  grave  of  all 
the  many  charges  brought  against  him 
in  connection  with  this  Vote.  I  heard 
his  answer  to  the  senior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  that 
£50,000  was  voted  by  this  House  for 
the  Army  Estimates  of  this  country,  and 
that  what  remained  beyond  the  necessi- 
ties of  the  Army  of  this  country  was 
charged  by  him  to  the  support  of  the 
Army  of  Egypt.  Now,  I  want  to  know, 
is  not  the  voting  and  discussion  of  Esti- 
mates in  this  House  a  grotesque  and 
almost  tragic  cOTsedy,  when  the  money 
you  vote  for  one  purpose  may  be  devoted 
to  another  ?  We  have  these  Estimates 
brought  before  ns  in  all  kinds  of  detail 
— we  have  the  salaries  of  every  person 
set  forth  in  these  Estimates.  We  have 
all  the  salaries  set  forth,  from  that  of 
the  gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Department  down  to  the  poor  and 
humble  charwoman  who  gets  ner  8«.  or 
10«.  a- week.  In  that  way  these  Esti- 
mates show  to  the  public  an  honest  and 
business-like  appearance ;  but  now  we 
are  to  understand,  from  t^e  Vote  before 
us  to-night,  that  when  we  vote  money 
for  India,  it  may  be  devoted  to  Egyp^ 
and  when  we  vote  money  for  English 
troops,  it  may  be  devoted  to  the  main* 
tenance  of  foreign  troops.  You  give 
money  to  the  Treasury  for  one  purpose, 
and  they  have  a  right  to  devote  it  to 
another.  I  join  with  the  senior  Member 
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fbr  Northampton  in  saying  that  the  State 
which  permits  what  I  will  call  **  orga- 
nized embeszlement,"  and  in  that  I  am 
merely  quoting  the  words  of  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury,  is  a  State  on  the 
road  to  rapid  financial  ruin.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  has  drawn  attention 
to  the  spending  of  public  money  upon 
one  purpose  which  was  voted  for  another. 
My  non.  Friend  has  related  a  case  which 
occurred  under  the  Third  Empire  of  an 
official  who  was  charged  with  orga- 
nized embezzlement  of  money.  When  the 
French  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
brought  forward  as  a  witness  for  the 
defence,  and  declared  that  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  conduct  of  the  official, 
so  indignant  was  the  feeling  through- 
out France  at  this  declaration  that 
he  had  to  give  in  his  resignation.  And 
^et  we  are  defending  similar  action 
m  the  House  of  Commons,  where  every 
penny  of  public  money  is  supposed  to 
be  submitted  to  the  strictest  scrutiny.  I 
do  not  care  what  attitude  the  Front 
Bench  has  taken  on  the  question;  we 
know  tbat  Irish  Members  have  a  per- 
fectly clear  conscience  on  this  matter  of 
Egypt.  I  believe  the  strongest  appeal 
I  ever  made  in  this  House  was  upon  the 
question  of  Egypt.  It  seems  to  me  to 
be  extraordinary  conduct  on  the  part  of 
a  Conservative  (Government  to  take  up 
their  present  position.  If  yon  read  the 
Conservative  newspapers  and  speeches, 
you  will  find,  whenever  the  word  Egypt 
IS  mentioned,  high-sounding  phrases 
about  the  sacrifices  we  have  made  in  that 
country ;  and  the  question  asked  whether 
we  are  going  to  give  over  the  control  of 
the  country  the  monopoly  of  which  we 
have  purchased  with  the  lives  of  Bri- 
tish soldiers  and  the  money  that  has 
been  spent  ?  With  regard  to  these  mag- 
nificent phrases,  it  is  under  the  Con- 
servative Party  that  we  are  to  make  a 
present  to  the  Egyptian  people  6i 
£200,000,  and  that  because  the  Egyptian 
Government  has  deputed  a  certain  num- 
ber of  Egyptian  troops  for  the  defence 
of  Egyptian  territory.  Why,  there  was 
never  a  more  unjustifiable  proposal  made 
to  the  House.  1  ask  this  question  :  Sup- 
posing I  were  to  demand  £200,000  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  the 
rdief  of  the  destitute  po<»r  in  IreJand ; 
Mipposing  I  were  to  ask  for  £200,000 
for  the  crofters  in  Scotland,  or  a  similar 
sum  for  the  relief  of  that  vast  army  of 

Mr.  T.P.  O'Connor 


poverty-stricken  aiiddeapairingwretekes 
who  fill  our  streets  ?  If  I  made  such  a 
demand  as  that,  we  all  know  the  haughty 
reply  with  which  the  application  woald 
be  met.  But  when  it  comes  to  the  bond- 
holders  of  Egypt,  they  have  not  only 
faithful  but  generous  friends  in  the  Go- 
vernment. Do  you  suppose  that  this 
charge  is  hidden  away  from  the  peopb 
of  this  country  in  the  Estimates  iat  ^ 
Army,  and  that  the  people  of  this  cooa- 
try  cannot  penetrate  tnose  Estimate, 
and  see  that,  in  a  time  of  fearful  de- 
pression of  trade,  the  taxpayers  ars 
asked  to  subscribe  money  in  order  that 
the  bloated  bondholders  may  reeeiva 
interest  under  agreement  with  ^ 
country?  Sir  Evdyn  Baring  said,  in 
one  of  his  despat<dies,  that  the  sum  re- 
quired in  order  to  enable  the  Egyptian 
Government  to  meet  its  legal  oblations 
was  about  £200,000.  Well,  I  remark 
that  it  is  an  extraordinary  ooincideaoe 
that  the  sum  given  by  the  taxpayers  ol 
this  country  to  the  Eg^jrptian  Govern- 
ment for  the  Army  amounts  to  exactly 
the  same  as  that  which  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  said  was  required  to  cany  on 
the  Government  of  Egypt.  Does  it  not 
seem  that  this  money  is  not  given  lor 
Black  troops,  that  it  is  not  given  for  the 
garrisoning  of  Suakin,  or  for  any  mili- 
tary purpose,  but  that  it  is  given  to  the 
Government  of  Egypt  to  make  up  the 
balance  due  to  the  bondholders  ?  I  hope 
to  see  the  day  when  the  bondholders 
will  not  get  any  more  money,  either 
from  Egypt  or  any  other  countzy  in  the 
world.  Money  has  been  got  fbr  the 
most  pernicious  purposes  horn  this 
oountry ;  and  now,  when  the  people  are 
reduced  to  a  position  of  the  greatest 
misery,  we  are  asked  to  take  tiie  first 
step  towards  increasing  the  burdea  on 
the  poor  and  miserable  in  this  country, 
who  are  to  put  their  hands  into  their 
pockets  to  save  the  bondholders  from 
losing  a  fraction  of  interest. 

thb  financial   SEORBTAEY, 

WAB  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Beodeice) 
(Surrey,  Guildford) :  The  hon.  Member 
for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Oonnor) 
has  asked  me  to  explain  the  dedcienc^ 
for  which  this  Supplementary  Vote  ia 
brought  forward.  The  explanation  if 
very  simple,  and  it  is  that,  in  framing 
an  estimate  for  so  large  a  Vote,  it  if 
almost  impossible  to  arrive  at  an  abso- 
lutely correct  forecast  of  the  ezpendi- 
ture  which  will  be  incurred.    The  opi- 
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nion  is  that  the  ultimate  expenditure  on 
the  Yote  will  result  in  a  saving  of 
£20,000,  and  the  sum  which  we  put 
before  the  Oommittee  is  an  exaot  repre- 
sentation of  the  saving  which  is  ex- 
pected. It  is,  therefore,  because  we 
have  asked  for  £150,000,  and  not  for 
£170,000,  that  we  are  accused  of  or- 
g^ani»Bd  embezzlement  [**No,  no! ''J 
There  is  no  concealment,  and  there  is  no 
fraud,  and  those  hon.  Members  who 
object  to  the  Estimate  will  have  the 
power  of  moving  a  reduction  by  the 
sum  of  £170,000.  I  venture  to  say, 
looking  to  the  state  of  the  Beaches  op- 
posite durinff  the  greater  part  of  the 
discussion  wnich  has  taken  place,  on 
Tvhich  the  Opposition  has  been  repre- 
sented for  the  last  three  hours  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Bradford  (Mr. 
lUing^orth),  that  if  there  was  any  at- 
tempt on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
palm  off  such  a  plan  of  concealment  as 
has  been  suggested  in  the  somewhat 
grotesque  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
opposite,  there  would  have  been  a  very 
different  attendanceof  the  Liberal  Party. 
We  have  been  attacked  this  evening  for 
bringing  this  sum  forward  in  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate ;  but,  had  we  nut  it 
off  to  a  subsequent  period,  I  think  the 
House  would  have  been  entitled  to 
censure  us  for  so  doing.  I  submit 
that  we  have  made  a  perfectly  clear 
statement  of  the  whole  case.  We 
have  put  every  information  in  our 
power  before  the  Oommittee ;  we  have 
explained  the  liabilities  which  we  are 
endeavouring  to  meet ;  and  we  have  no 
apology  whatever  to  make  for  the  man- 
ner in  which  we  have  placed  our  Esti- 
mates on  Uie  Table  of  the  House. 

Mb.  WADDY  (lincolnshire,  Briffg) : 
We  have  been  told  almost  plaintively  of 
the  difficulty,  in  dealing  with  so  large  a 
Yote  of  £5,000,000,  of  making  a  oor- 
rect  forecast  of  the  amount  to  be  ex- 
pended. That  would  have  been  very 
fair  if  we  were  dealing  vnth  the  Vote 
which  is  to  come  on  later ;  but  the  ex- 
cuse made  with  reference  to  this  Vote  I. 
is,  that  there  has  been  an  arrangement, 
as  it  is  lightly  called,  to  transfer  to  one 
purpose  money  that  was  voted  by  this 
Hoiise  for  another.  [Mr.  Bbodbiok: 
No.]  It  may  not  be  true,  but  that 
is  what  is  said  on  the  Paper — 

«  This  arrangement  has  oauied  the  defioienoy 
of  Apinopnations  in  aid  of  the  Vote." 

[**No,  no!  "]    I  venture  to  think  that 


this. interruption  is  out  of  place.  In 
order  that  there  may  be  no  mistake 
about  the  matter  I  will  read  the  rest  of 
the  Paper,  which  says — 

**  The  Contribation  due  by  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment in  respect  of  the  British  Army  of 
Occupation  has  been  applied  in  settlement  of 
Claims  for  certain  extraordinary  services  of  the 
Egyptian  Army  undertaken  in  1885  and  1886 
under  the  anthority  of  the  Oommander- in- 
Chief  in  Egypt." 

That,  Sir,  is  an  arrangement  of  robbing 
Peter  to  pay  Paul,  which  has  left  Peter 
without  money  in  his  pocket,  ^nd  we 
have,  therefore,  to  provide  him  with 
some  more  money.  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  it  would  have  been  a  great  deal 
more  to  the  purpose  if,  instead  of  making 
indignant  speeches,  the  Committee  had 
been  given  a  little  more  information  on 
this  subject,  and  I  venture  to  think  that 
we  should  have  received  that  more 
calmly  than  the  bellicose  reply  of  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office. 

Question  put. 

The  Oommittee  divided : — ^Ayes  96  ; 
Noes  149:  Mfgority  63.— (Div.  List, 
No.  54.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Db.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):  I 
think  that  this  discussion  should  con- 
tinue, because  it  is  very  hard  that- these 
Supplementary  Estimates  should  be 
passed  without  adequate  information 
being  given  as  to  the  various  items  oon- 
tained  therein.  I  think,  in  connection 
with  these  Estimates,  that  it  would  be 
a  matter  of  satisfaction,  not  merely  to 
hon.  Members  on  these  Benches,  but 
to  the  oountry  at  large,  to  know,  with 
some  degree  of  precision,  on  what 
the  money  asked  for  is  intended  to 
be  spent.  We  were  told  just  now, 
in  connection  with  sub-bead  I.,  that 
it  is  impossible,  in  dealing  with  a 
Vote  for  a  very  large  amount  of  expen- 
diture, to  make  anything  like  a  correct 
forecast  of  the  whole  amount  that  will 
have  to  be  paid;  but  it  seems  to  me 
extraordinary  that,  year  after  year,  with 
regard  to  everything  that  is  done  by  us 
in  Egypt,  there  is  a  Supplementary  Es- 
timate presented.  I  do  not  intend  to 
make  a  long  statement ;  but  I  desire  to 
have  some  definite  information  with  re- 
gard to  the  item  for  Ordnance  Stores 
Subordinate  Establishment,  and  Wages ; 
and,  in  order  to  afford  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  charge  of  the  Department  an 
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opportunity  of  supplying  this  to  the 
Committee,  I  shall  move  the  reduction 
of  this  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £35,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Item  of  £35,000,  for  Pay  of  Ord- 
nance Store  SabordiDate  Establishment,  and 
Wages,  be  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote." — 
(Dr.  Tarwer,) 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  of 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Northcotb)  :  I  tUnk 
it  will  be  respectful  to  the  Committee  to 
offer  a  few  words  of  explanation  on  the 
subject  of  this  item.  My  hon.  Friend 
opposite  will  correct  me  if  I  am  wrong ; 
but  my  understanding  of  this  matter  is 
that  the  original  Estimate,  as  submitted 
by  the  Ordnance  Departmenti  was  re- 
duced by  about  the  sum  of  £35,000  by 
the  late  Government,  and  this  Supple- 
mentary Vote  is  intended  to  bring  it  up 
to  the  amount  originally  asked  for.  It 
was  contemplated  oy  the  late  Goyem- 
ment  to  make  a  large  redaction  in  the 
Ordnance  Store  Department,  and  they 
framed  their  Estimates  in  consonance 
with  that  idea.  Subsequently  it  became 
obvious  that  it  would  be  impossible,  or, 
at  all  events,  undesirable,  to  make  that 
reduction,  and  instructions  were  given 
accordingly.  I  may  say  that,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  when  we  came  into  Office,  no 
such  substantial  reductions  had  taken 
place.  I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Dr. 
Tanner),  and  the  Committee  generally, 
will  see  that  when  the  Estimates  have 
been  framed  upon  the  theory  that  a  very 
large  reduction  in  the  number  of  men 
will  be  made ;  and  when  that  reduction 
has  not  been  made,  it  becomes  obvious 
that  one  of  two  things  must  result — 
either  the  original  Estimate  must  be 
exceeded,  or  such  sweeping  reductions 
must  be  made  as  will  entirely  disor- 
ganize the  Department.  The  present 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  then  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  was  not  prepared  to  make  such  a 
wholesale  reduction  in  the  Ordnance 
Store  Department  as  would  throw  it 
entirely  out  of  gear;  hence  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  became  necessary.  I 
may  also  say  that  this  particular  Vote — 
Vote  9— in  respect  of  which  this  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  is  asked,  is  ra&er 
handicapped,  because  it  has  been  swelled 
a  good  deal  in  recent  years  by  what  are 
known  as  repayment  services,  the  credit 
for  which  goes  to  Vote  12.  For  in- 
stance, as  much  as  one-fourth  of  the 
stores  provided  out  of  the  Vote  of  Credit 
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required  to  be  handled.  Under  the  m- 
cumstances  which  I  have  endeaTouted 
briefly  to  explain  to  the  hon.  Gentlemsn 
(Dr.  Tanner),  this  Supplementarj  Esti- 
mate becomes  necessary. 

Dn.  TANNER  (Cork Co.,  Mid):  The 
hon.  G-entleman  (Mr.  Northcote)  has 
given  us  some  explanation ;  but  he  has 
certainly  not  gone  into  any  d^ails  as  to 
this  £35,000.  It  is  all  important  to  take 
into  consideration  that  the  w<uds  '*ia 
Egypt"  occur  in  connection  with  Uiis 
Vote ;  and  therefore  we  shonld  be  fur- 
nished with  the  clearest  information  be- 
fore we  vote  the  money.  The  last  Vote 
was  for  £150,000,  and  related  soleljto 
Egy jpt,  and  we  are  told  that  this  Vote 
for  Ordnance  Stores  is  partly  requisite 
in  consequence  of  Egyptian  affairs.  I 
do  not  want  to  talk  any  more  about 
Egypt;  but  I  hope  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Northcote)  wul  inform  us  as  to  the 
stores  sent  to  Elgypt.  How  many  stores 
have  been  returned  from  Egypt?  I 
have  been  informed  this  very  evening 
that  many  of  the  stores  sent  to  Egypt 
have  been  returned  because  they  were 
not  wanted. 

Thb  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  travelling  altogether  wide  of  the 
item  before  the  Committee. 

Db.  TANNER :  I  was  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  many  of  the  stores 
sent  to  Egypt  have  been  retnmed,  be- 
cause they  were  of  no  use  there. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN :  I  wish  to  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  tins  item  is 
for  pay. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Gla^ow,  College): 
I  should  like  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Northcote)  to  give  us  an  explanation  of 
the  expression  he  made  use  of  a  few 
minutes  ago.  This  year's  Report  of  the 
Auditor  General  on  the  Appropriation 
Account,  both  of  the  Army  and  Navy, 
is  a  most  important  one.  In  the  Report 
as  to  the  Army,  the  Auditor  General 
points  out  that  a  very  considerable 
amount  of  the  Vote  of  Credit  was  ex- 
pended on  something  that  occurred  long 
after  all  danger  of  war  with  Russia  had 
passed  away. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Gentie- 
man  (Dr.  Cameron)  has  not  attended  the 
Committee,  or  else  he  would  know  that 
I  have  impressed  upon  the  Committee 
that  this  discussion  is  not  relevant  to  the 
Vote. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  I  am  now  going  to 
ask  a  question  that  is  particularly  rele- 
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vant  to  &e  Vote.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Northoote)  told  us  that  the  Vote 
tinder  disoussion  was  swelled  in  conse- 
quence of  one-fourth  of  the  stores  pro- 
vided for  out  of  the  Vote  of  Credit  still 
requiring  to  be  handled.  This  item  re- 
lates to  the  year  ending  March  81, 
1887.  All  danger  of  a  rupture  with 
[Russia  was  at  an  end  in  1885 ;  and  what 
I  wish  to  ask  is,  how  it  happens  that 
this  particular  Vote  is  increased  in  con- 
sequence of  that  Vote. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  I 
should  like  to  bring  before  the  Commit- 
tee a  matter  which  is  also  strictly  perti- 
nent to  the  Vote.  Five  or  six  years  ago 
I  referred  to  the  question  of  the  pay  of 
the  officers  of  the  Ordnance  Store  De- 
partment. These  officers  were  not  get- 
ting as  much  pay  as  the  Commissariat 
officers.  The  Ordnance  officers  con- 
sidered themselyes  entitled  to  as  much 
pay  as  their  brothers  of  the  Commis- 
sariat. I  should  like  to  know  whether 
this  Vote  has  anything  whatever  to  do 
with  the  pay  of  the  Ch^nance  officers  ? 
If  you  really  wish  to  do  justice  to  these 
officers,  who  are  a  very  valuable  body  of 
men,  you  ought  to  level  them  up  in  pay 
and  promotion  to  the  Commissariat 
officers. 

Mr.  H.  8.  NORTHCOTE :  1  am  not 
aware  that  this  item  includes  any  in- 
crease of  the  pay  of  the  officers  of  the 
Ordnance  Department;  but  I  know  it 
does  include  the  pay  of  a  certain  number 
of  civilians,  who  were  temporarily  em- 
ployed in  Ordnance  Service  in  conse- 
quence of  the  fact  that,  owing  to  the 
pressure  caused  by  the  Vote  of  Credit, 
the  ordinary  sta£P  was  not  sufficient  to 
get  through  the  work.  As  to  the  ques- 
tion put  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  with  regard  to 
the  handling  of  the  stores,  I  may  say 
there  was  an  unusually  large  amount  of 
work  thrown  upon  the  Department  in 
connection  with  the  shipment  of  stores 
for  Egypt.  I  may  add  that,  after  all, 
this  [Ultimate  only  brings  up  the  Vote  to 
the  original  amount. 

Db.  CAMERON :  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  Q-entleman  has  caught  iny  point.  I 
do  not  wish  to  discuss  the  Vote  of 
Credit,  or  to  dwell  upon  the  way  in 
which  it  was  spent;  but  an  important 
point  in  connection  with  it  arises  on  this 
particular  Vote.  The  Vote  of  Credit  was 
given  by  this  House  partly  in  view  of 
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matters  in  Egypt,  and  partly  in  view  of 
matters  in  India.  The  circumstances 
which  led  to  that  Vote  passed  away  in 
1 885 ;  and  now  we  come  to  deal  with 
a  Vote  which  is  applicable  to  services 
incurred  between  the  31st  of  March  last 
and  the  31st  of  March  of  the  present 
vear.  What  I  want  to  know  is,  how  the 
handling  of  stores  purchased  out  of  the 
Vote  of  Credit  necessitates  any  increase 
in  the  particular  Vote  before  the  Commit- 
tee for  the  year  1886-7  ?  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  general  explanation  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  H.  8.  Northcote)  is  a 
little  inconsistent  with  this  particular 
item,  for  he  has  told  us  that  when  the 
Estimate  was  originally  framed  by  his 
Department,  and  submitted  to  the  then 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  it  embraced  this  very  sum  of 
£35,000,  which  was  cut  out,  and  which 
it  is  now  proposed  to  reinstate. 

Mb.  H.  S.  NORTHCOTE:  I  must 
take  entire  exception  to  the  proposition 
or  suggestion  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Dr. 
Cameron)  makes  that  the  effect  of  the 
Vote  of  Credit  has  passed  away.  There 
has  been  a  great  deal  of  expenditure  in 
connection  with  the  Vote  of  Credit,  the 
effect  of  which  we  are,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  still  feeling.  This  particular  item 
for  the  Ordnance  Store  Department  is 
one  of  the  obvious  effects  of  the  Vote  of 
Credit. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Qalway) :  I  do  not 
think  it  is  quite  satisfactory  for  the  Com- 
mittee to  know  that  the  O^nance  Store 
Department  is  now  in  such  an  inefficient 
condition  that,  in  times  of  pressure,  it  is 
not  able  to  discharge  its  work  without 
enlisting  the  services  of  civilians.  The 
Store  Department  has  chiefly  to  deal 
with  guns  and  gunpowder,  and,  there- 
fore, it  is  difficult  to  train  civilians  all  at 
once  to  the  duties  of  the  Department. 
If,  in  time  of  pressure,  you  are  obliged 
to  engage  civilians,  I  cannot  think  the 
Department  is  in  the  condition  the 
country  has  a  right  to  expect  it  shall  be 
kept  in. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Sur- 
veyor General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  H.  S. 
Northcote)  if  there  is  any  likelihood  of 
the  War  Office  arriving  during  the  pre- 
sent financial  year — if  they  have  not  yet 
arrived— at  a  decision  with  regard  to  the 
ultimate  re-organization  of  that  portion 
of  military  administration  which  con- 
cerns these  Store  officers.    I  understand 
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the  proposal  u  to  transfer  all  the  officers 
whose  pay  is  included  in  this  Vote  to  the 
Department  of  a  high  military  officer. 
At  present  these  officers  are  under  the 
Surveyor  Oeneral;  it  is,  I  believe,  in 
contemplation  to  give  every  General  in 
the  field  a  Staff  officer— a  kind  of  Chief 
of  the  Staff — who  shall  be  responsible 
for  the  supply  of  all  stores  to  the  Army. 
It  is  intended  that  clothing,  transport, 
and  stores  shall  be  under  the  responsible 
control  of  one  officer,  who  shall  be,  as  it 
were,  the  right-hand  man  of  the  General 
commanding.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Surveyor  General  if  he  can  inform  the 
Committee  as  to  the  point  which  has 
now  been  reached  in  the  settlement  of 
this  question,  and  whether  this  increase 
of  the  Vote  really  does  represent  any 
advance  in  the  line  I  have  indicated,  or 
whether  this  is  purely  an  increase  which 
might  have  been  foreseen  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  of  STATE  foe 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhopb)  (Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle):  The  question  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor) 
has  referred  will  not  be  settled  during 
the  present  financial  year. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  fell  into  a  mistake  just 
now.  I  referred  to  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment instead  of  to  the  pay  of  the 
Ordnance  officers.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance,  in 
answering  the  question  which  I  put  to 
him  at  the  outset,  told  us  just  now  that 
in  the  last  financial  year  they  made  a 
wholesale  reduction  in  the  Ordnance 
Department.  Well,  Sir,  it  seems  to  me 
very  strange 

Mr.  H.  8.  NORTHCOTE  :  I  said  that 
if  the  original  Estimate  had  been  ad- 
hered to,  we  should  have  had  to  make 
reductions  which  would  have  completely 
disorganized  the  Department.  We  de- 
cided not  to  do  that ;  hence  the  necessity 
for  this  Supplementary  Estimate. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  am  rfad  I  mis- 
understood the  hon.  Gentleman,  be- 
cause I  found  great  difficulty  in  recon- 
ciling the  statement  with  that  he  made 
subsequently— namely,  that  one-fourth 
of  the  stores  required  still  further  hand- 
ling in  order  that  they  might  be  used. 
If  that  is  the  case  it  would  be  perfectly 
impossible  to  reduce  the  staff,  and  there- 
fore reduce  the  pay.  But  having  regard 
to  the  whole  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
remarks,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
though  this   is  a  very  small   item,   it 
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shows  how  matters  stand  and  afiioidB 
many  of  us  a  slight  indication  of  the 
reasons  why  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
resigned  his  Office. 

Mr.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.):  Will  any 
hon.  Gentleman  sitting  on  the  Treasary 
Bench  inform  the  Committee  how  mudi 
of  this  £35,000  has  been  paid  to  the 
official  whose  business  it  is  to  test  the 
weapons  that  ore  placed  in  the  hands  oi 
the  men  of  the  Army  and  Navy  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  None. 

Mr.  WOODALL  (Hanley):  Perhaps 
it  is  not  very  surprising  that  a  number 
of  very  extraneous  considerations  have 
been  imported  into  the  discussion  of  thii 
Vote.  The  Vote  is  a  very  simple  one. 
It  arises,  as  the  explanatory  note  states, 
in  consequence  of  the  difficulty  felt  at 
the  oonunencement  of  the  financial  year 
in  estimating  its  requirements.  That 
difficulty  was  stated  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  then  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman).  He 
informed  the  Hoase  that  his  Estimates 
had  been  framed  on  the  supposition 
that  it  would  be  possible  at  some  eady 
day  to  reduce  the  Forces  then  in  Egypt 
to  8,000  men.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
also  stated  with  equal  frankness,  that  in 
the  event  of  not  being  able  to  effect  that 
reduction,  it  would  be  necessary  to  troable 
the  House  with  a  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate like  that  now  before  us. 

Question  put  and  n^atived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  I 
should  like  to  ask  exactly  what  this 
money  taken  in  respect  of  Vote  12  is 
for? 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to 
be  asked  to  pass  this  Vote  without  some 
further  explanation.  We  have  no  ex- 
planation whv  the  Navy  want  tiiii 
£200,000.  There  is  another  item-- 
£8,400— for  the  extension  of  the  Nile 
Railway.  I  want  to  know  why  the  Bri- 
tish Government  pay  for  the  extenaicn 
of  the  Nile  Eailway,  and  not  the 
Egyptian  Government  ?  Neither  can  I 
understand  why  the  British  (Government 
should  pay  for  the  defence  works  on  the 
Nile.  Then,  again,  why  should  we  he 
called  upon  to  pay  £300  for  railwajs 
and  piers  at  Suasin  ?  There  is  a  charge 
of  £24,300  for  hut  aooommodation  in  m 
S:>udan.   I  should  like  to  know  whether 
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that  accommodation  is  for  European  or 
Native  troops?  There  is  a  charge  of 
£30,000  as  an  instahnent  of  £110,000  for 
the  Brennan  torpedo,  which  certainly 
requires  explanation. 

IfR.  H.  S.  NOETHCOTE:  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
that  there  is  not  the  sHghtest  disinclina- 
tion on  our  part  to  ask  the  House  to 
vote  any  money  without  our  giving  all 
the  information  it  is  in  our  power  to 
give.  With  regard  to  the  first  item,  I 
may  say  that  out  of  the  £200,000  which, 
as  the  footnote  states,  is  required  for 
the  Admiralty,  £100,000  is  to  pay  for 
an  extra  supply  of  quick-firiDg  ammu- 
nition for  the  Navy,  the  demand  for 
which  was  made  upon  us  in  December 
last.  A  further  sum  of  £50,000  is  for 
Nordenfelt  ammunition  for  the  Navy, 
and  £35,000  has  been  spent  on  account 
of  chase-hooping  for  certain  guns — a  ser- 
vice undertaken  by  the  "War  Department 
on  behalf  of  the  Navy  in  consequence  of 
the  Eeport  of  the  Oollingwood  Commit- 
tee. As  regards  the  remaining  £15,000, 
£10,000  appears  imder  the  head  of  Ac- 
coutrements. These  are  Militia  accou- 
trements, the  supply  of  which  is  very 
much  in  arrear.  1  am  afraid  I  cannot 
give  much  information  as  to  the  £5,000 ; 
but  I  believe  the  greater  portion  of 
it,  has  been  spent  upon  the  Ordnance 
vessel,  the  Marquess  of  Hartington.  With 
regard  to  the  other  items  of  the  Yote, 
they  have  been  generally  incurred  in 
consequence  of  the  pressure  at  Enfield 
for  the  new  rifles,  expenses  of  chase- 
liooping,  and  providing  Nordenfelt  am- 
munition. The  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  George  Campbell)  has  asked 
me  for  an  explanation  of  the  item  for 
£8,400  for  the  extension  of  the  Nile  Bail- 
way,  with  regard  to  which  I  may  state  that 
this  sum  has  been  incurred  on  account  of 
local  charges— staff,  working  expenses, 
and  maintenance.  The  Government  have 
not  been  able  to  complete  their  arrange- 
ments for  handing  over  the  line  to  the 
Egyptian  Government  as  soon  as  was 
expected.  With  regard  to  the  item  for 
hut  accommodation,  1  point  out  that  this 
was  rendered  necessary  by  the  continued 
stay  of  our  Forces  in  Egypt,  and  the 
work  was  undertaken  purely  on  sanitary 
grounds  and  for  the  preservation  of  the 
health  of  those  Forces. 

Sia  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL :  I  should 
like  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  state  whe- 


the  Assouan  and  Wady  Haifa  Eailway 
has  been  handed  over  to  the  Egyptian 
Government  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  CBOSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) :  I  see  that  we  are  asked  to  pay 
the  sum  of  £30,000  as  an  instalment  of 
the  sum  of  £110,000  for  the  Brennan 
torpedo,  to  the  payment  of  which  this 
House  will  be  committed  if  the  sum 
asked  for  is  Voted.  I  object  to  this 
Vote,  because  I  consider  it  is  one  which 
ought  not  to  have  been  brought  forward 
in  a  Supplementary  Estimate  at  all, 
but  in  the  regular  Estimates  of  the 
year,  when  the  House  would  have  the 
opportunity  of  being  consulted  on  the 
matter.  I  do  not  think  it  is  good  policy 
to  pay  away  large  sums  of  mone^  in  this 
way,  however  good  the  invention  may 
be,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Bren- 
nan torpedo  is  one  of  the  best  that  has 
been  brought  forward.  But,  after  what 
has  happened  at  Chatham  recently,  what 
security  have  we  that  the  invention  will 
be  kept  secret  ?  I  think  it  would  have 
been  better  if  the  Government  had  paid 
a  royalty  to  Mr.  Brennan  for  making  the 
torpedo,  than  that  they  should  have 
agreed  to  pay  this  lump  sum.  Every- 
one will  know  what  is  tlie  principle  of 
this  torpedo,  and  when  once  it  is  known 
I  am  satisfied  that  engineers  in  other 
countries  will  be  quite  as  well  able  to 
work  out  the  details  as  we  can.  I  think 
it  right  to  ask  the  Committee  to  object 
to  the  payment  of  the  large  sum  we  are 
asked  for  on  account  of  this  torpedo. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 

<*  That  the  Item  of  £30,000,  Instalment  of 
£110,000,  Payment  for  the  Brennan  Torpedo, 
be  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote." — {Sir  WiU 
Ham  Cro89tnan.) 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.) :  I  ask , 
Mr.  Courtney,  whether  it  would  be  com- 
petent to  go  back  to  a  Vote  previous  to 
that  on  which  the  hon.  Member  moves 
a  reduction  ? 

Mb.  STOEEY  (Sunderland) :  I  ask 
whether  I  shall  be  able  to  go  back  to 
Vote  12  after  this  Amendment  to  Yote 
15  is  disposed  of? 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  It  will  not  be  in 
Order  to  move  to  omit  Yote  12. 

Mb.  STOREY:  But,  Sir,  I  want  to 
move  its  omission  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  lost  his  opportunity. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR:  I  ask, 
Mr.  Courtney,  whether  it  would  not 
be  competent  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey)  to  go  back  to 
an  earlier  Vote  if  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  tor  Portsmouth  withdraws  his 
Motion  f 

Thb  chairman  :  There  is  no  ob- 
jection to  that  course,  if  the  Committee 
IS  willing. 

Sir  WILLIAM  CR08SMAN:  I  am 
willing  to  ask  leave  to  withdraw  my 
Amendment  on  the  understanding  that 
it  is  competent  to  me  to  revert  to  the 
matter. 

Mb.  STOEET  :  I  beg  to  move  "  That 
you  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (Jfr.  Storey.) 

The  secretary  of  STATE  foe 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  :  I  presume, 
Sir,  that  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
is  made  for  the  purpose  of  turning  the 
whole  proceedings  of  the  Committee 
into  ridicale.  It  is  surely  not  too  much 
to  ask  the  Committee  to  dispose  of  these 
Votes  to-night.  The  Q-ovemment  do  not 
desire  in  any  way  to  restrict  discussion 
on  the  Votes,  although  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  there  seems  to  be  an  indication 
on  the  part  of  some  hon.  Members  that 
they  do  not  share  the  desire  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  get  forward  with  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  country.  The  Committee 
will,  I  think,  understand  that  although 
the  Government  have  no  desire  to  pre- 
vent bond  fide  discussion,  it  is  impossible 
to  allow  discussion  to  take  place  on  Votes 
that  have  been  passed. 

Mr.  storey  :  I  came  into  the  House 
having  a  strong  objection  to  several 
items  of  the  Vote.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Portsmouth  (Sir  William  Crossman) 
moved  the  omission  of  the  item  for  the 
Brennan  torpedo.  I  asked  whether  it 
would  be  competent  for  me  to  move  the 
omission  of  a  previous  Vote?  Upon  your 
informing  me,  Sir,  that  I  could  not,  I 
moved  that  you  leave  the  Chair.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  upon  that,  thought  it 
necessary  to  instruct  the  Committee  that 
I,  who  am  a  Member  of  this  Parliament, 
desired  to  make  these  proceedings  ridicu- 
lous. I  beg  to  inform  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  cannot  with  any 
decency  impute  to  me  that  I  have  ever 
shown  the  least  approach  to  casting  ridi- 
cule upon  the  proceedings  of  this  House. 
If  I  have  an  objection  to  a  previous 
Vote,  surely  I  may  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  who  has  moved  an  Amendment  to 
give  place  so  that  I  may  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  moving  an  Amendment  to  that 
Vote.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thinks  he  can  defend  these  Votes,  why 
does  he  object  to  my  having  an  oppor- 
tunity of  protesting  against  &em?  After 
the  manner  in  which  my  proposal  has 
been  met,  I  adhere  to  my  Motion,  Mr. 
Courtney,  that  you  do  now  leave  the 
Chair. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  was  gobg  to  dis- 
cuss Vote  13  in  regular  order,  and  for 
that  purpose  I  rose  at  the  same  time  as 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth. It  was  stated  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  was  going 
to  speak  on  the  Vote  for  the  Brennan 
torpedo;  but  if  we  had  understood  that 
he  was  about  to  move  its  omission  we 
should  have  intervened.  I  put  it  to  the 
Government,  who  have  great  influence 
with  their  supporters,  to  consider  that  a 
veiT  natural  mistake  has  been  made, 
and  to  allow  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  to  be  with- 
drawn. We  wish  to  divide  on  the  Ques- 
tion before  the  Committee  as  a  protest; 
and  if  the  Government  do  not  allow  the 
Motion  on  the  Torpedo  Vote  to  be  with- 
drawn, I  think  that  my  hon.  Friend 
ought  to  adhere  to  his  Motion  that  the 
Chairman  leave  the  Chair. 

Me.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  recognize  the 
fact  that  the  hon.  Member  who  moved 
that  the  Chairman  leave  the  Chair  has 
not  been  offering  any  obstruction ;  and  if 
the  Committee  are  willing,  I  am  quite 
ready  to  agree  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  consider  for  one  mo- 
ment the  peculiar  circumstances  in  which 
we  stand  with  reference  to  this  Vote. 
This  is  not  an  ordinary  Supplementaiy 
Vote.  It  is  usual  to  have  each  Supple- 
mentary Vote  submitted  separately  to 
the  Committee.  You  have  each  Ques- 
tion separately  put  from  the  Chair ;  but, 
to-night,  you  have  one  Vote  covering  a 
multiplicity  of  Services  which  are  all 
bulked  together.  Now,  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  moved  the  re- 
duction of  the*  last  item,  it  was  no  longer 
competent  for  another  hon.  Member  to 
go  back  and  move  the  reduction  of  an 
earlier  item.  That  difficulty  being  seen, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  cour- 
teously consented  to  withdraw  his  Mo* 
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tion»  and  on  the  question  of  the  assent 
of  the  House  for  the  withdrawal  of  that 
Motion  we  saw — what  no  one  has  ever 
witnessed  before  here  —  the  courtesy 
which  hon.  Qentlemen  pijncipally  con- 
cerned was  willing  to  concede  to  him 
was  refused  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. The  simple  result  of  that  was 
that  it  was  no  longer  competent  for  any- 
one to  go  back  to  any  one  of  the  earlier 
Yotes  and  move  the  reduction  of  that 
Vote.  The  only  course  open  to  a  Mem- 
ber in  such  circumstances  is  to  move  the 
reduction  of  the  entire  Vote,  and  if  he 
does  that  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  a 
cross  discussion  of  a  number  of  varied 
subjects,  so  that  it  would  be  hopeless 
for  an  hon.  Member  to  secure  the  dis- 
cussion of  a  particular  item  he  desired  to 
challenge.  During  all  the  years  I  have 
sat  in  this  House  I  have  never  seen  on  the 
part  of  a  Gk)vemment  anything  so  nearly 
approaching  an  appearance  at  any  act  of 
discourtesy  as  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Secre* 
tary  of  State  for  War,  apparently  taking 
credit  for  his  recovered  urbanity  when 
he  consented  just  now  to  withdraw  oppo- 
sition to  the  proposal,  was  good  enough 
to  say  that  if  the  request  had  been  made 
by  some  other  Meniber  than  the  parti- 
cular Member  who  made  it,  he  should 
not  have  been  inclined  to  withdraw  his 
opposition.  All  I  can  say  is  that,  though 
we  may  not  be  particularly  glad  to  see 
tbe  present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  the  Leader  of  the  House, 
and  though  we  mav  not  be  particularly 
delighted  to  see  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasui^r  Leader  of  the  House,  still  we 
have  learned  that  either  of  these  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  could  be  replaced  with 
considerable  disadvantage. 

Mb.  storey  :  I  beg,  Mr.  Courtney, 
to  withdraw  my  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

SiH  WILLIAM  CROSSMAN :  I  beg 
leave  also  to  withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  STOEET  (Sunderland) :  I  think 
we  have  got  to  the  stage  when  it  is  ne- 
cessary to  convince  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  sit  on  the  opposite  side  that 
there  is  a  real  and  serious  disposition 
on  this  side  of  the  House  to  protest 
against  these  Supplementary  Estimates. 
I  am  sorry  that  I  was  not  in  my  place 


at  an  earlier  hour  in  the  evening,  when 
the  Vote  I  am  about  to  speak  upon  was 
proposed.  But  so  far  as  Vote  12  is  con- 
cerned— I  understand  we  have  passed 
Vote  9—1  intend  to  earn  to-night  the 
undying  thanks  of  the  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
by  moving  one  by  one  the  omission  of 
each  item — each  item  except  one.  There 
is  one  item  as  to  which  I  intend  to  make 
no  opposition — namely,  No.  5 — which 
is  a  proposal  of  £5,000  for  the  War  De- 
partment officials.  I  understood  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  explained  the  Vote 
to  say  that  this  was  probably  a  proposal 
for  the  improvement  of  the  Alarques$ 
of  HarUngton;  and  I  am  so  sensible 
of  the  necessity  of  that  operation  that  I 
do  not  propose  to  object  to  the  item: 
With  respect,  however,  to  the  rest,  I 
intend,  if  I  can  get  another  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  tell  with  me,  to  trouble  the 
House  with  a  Division  upon  these  items 
one  by  one.  I  intend  to  divide  in  order 
to  indicate  our  sense  that  these  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  should  not  run  to 
such  enormous  sums.  Without  making 
any  further  speech,  I  beg  to  move  that 
the  Vote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of 
£60,000,  "D.  for  wages." 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  Be- 
fore  you  put  that,  Sir,  I  rise  to  a  point 
of  Order.  I  wish  to  know,  if  the  hon. 
Member  moves  to  reduce  this  Vote  by 
£60,000,  he  will  be  able  to  move  the 
reduction  of  £70,000  later  on.  I  am 
afraid  he  is  moving  rather  wrongly. 
Will  he  be  able  to  move  the  rejection 
of  the  £70,000  if  his  present  Motion  is 
put  to  the  House  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  There  will  be  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  moving  that. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

"That  the  item  of  £60,000,  Wages,  under 
Vote  12,  be  omitted  from  tiie  proposed  Vote.' ' 
—(Mr.  Storey.) 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  101  ; 
Noes  194:  Majority  93. — (Div.  List, 
No.  66.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  STOEEY  (Sunderland) :  The  very 
substantial  minority  which  supported  the 
Amendment  I  made  shows  that  there  is, 
not  only  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Members, 
but  on  the  part  of  the  Badical  Members 
representing  constituencies  in  England, 
Scotland,  and  Wales,-a  serious  objection 
to  these  continued  efforts  of  the  Govern- 
ment  to   increase   ordinary  Estimates  . 

'  Digitized  by  VJ^VJ^lC 


1835  Supply— Army  |00ld£0KS)     {SupptemenUry  Mdmrnk).    \>^% 

bj  large  additional  Estimates.  Now, 
I,  for  one,  am  disposed  to  meet  in  the 
amplest  spirit  tlie  compliment  which 
^e  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Secretary 
of  StiSe  for  War  paid  me  a  little  while 
ago.  He  was  good  enough  to  say  that 
if  some  other  hon.  Member  on  this  side 
of  the  House  had  asked  him  to  waive 
hia  opposition  he  would  not  have  done 
BO.  It  was  yery  kind  of  him,  I  am  sure, 
to  say  that ;  but  I  can  assure  him  that 
«ther  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  are  rery  much  the  same  kind  of 
men  that  I  am.  They  are  not  much 
bbiier  and  they  are  not  much  worse. 
They  are  all  animated  just  as  much  as 
he  is  with  the  desire  to  advance  the 
Business  of  this  House.  [  CrxM  of  **  Oh, 
oh ! "]  Yes;  and  to  give  to  the  Ministry 
of  the  day,  be  it  Liberal  or  (Conservative, 
sufficient  means.  But  we  certainly  object 
to  the  grossly  extravagant  tendeocies  of 
Governments,  be  they  Liberal  or  be  they 
Tory.  I  made  a  threat,  and  I  beg  pardon 
for  having  done  so.  I  said  I  should 
divide  on  this  Vote,  item  by  item,  except 
that  for  the  M^rquest  of  Hariingtwi^, 
Well,  I  am  so  sensible  of  the  real  neces- 
sity there  is  for  the  Government  to  get 
on  with  Business,  that  I  intend  to  sacri- 
fice my  character  for  consistency  to  my 
character  for  business,  and  therefore  I 
am  content  to  let  the  items  G,  H,  B,  Y, 
W,  and  Y  go  by  the  board.  Nobody 
wishes  to  go  on  with  Yote  12.  Yote  13 
consists  of  totals  which  relate  entirely  to 
expenditure  for  Egypt,  and  I  want  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  on  the  Front 
Bench  opposite  to  realize  that  in  my  pro- 
test against  this  expenditure  for  Egypt 
I  am  absolutely  consistent.  I  voted 
against  the  Liberal  Government  going 
to  Egypt,  and  I  voted  against  the  Tory 
Government  spending  money  in  Egypt, 
and  I  therefore  take  the  liberty  of  ob- 
jectiug  to  this  Yote.  Now  there  are  six 
items,  and  it  would  be  possible  for  me, 
I  believe,  to  take  a  vote  upon  each  one 
of  them.  I  have  not,  however,  the 
smallest  intention  of  doing  that.  I  wish 
to  make  my  protest  in  the  shortest 
manner  possible ;  but  I  want  hon.  Gen- 
tiemen  opposite  to  know  that  there  is  a 
protest  to  oe  made  from  these  Benches 
by  men  who  sincerely  believe  that  to 
take  money  from  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country  and  spend  it  on  all  sorts  of 
objects  in  Egypt,  when  we  need  money 
80  much  at  home,  is  an  inappropriate 
manner  of  spending  money.    I  wish, 
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therefore,  to  move  that  the  whole  tnm 
of  £44,000  be  omitted. 

CoLOML  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  No; 
leave  them  £4,000. 

Mn.  STOEEY :  My  hon.  and  gaUant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Galway,  whose 
liberality  we  all  appreciate  so  muck, 
says,  I  ought  only  to  move  the  reduction 
of  the  Yote  by  £40,000  and  five  the 
Government  £4,000.  If  I  thought  I  wts 
likely  to  cany  my  Motion  I  woald 
accede  to  this  suggestion  and  give  the 
Gbvemment  £4,000,  but  as  I  know  I 
caunot  carry  it  and  all  we  can  do  is  to 
make  a  protest,  I  wish  to  move  that  the 
whole  sum  be  rejected.  In  doing  this 
I  would  only  take  the  liberty  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  younger  MembeiB  of  the 
Conservative  Party  from  whom  I  hare 
most  hope— I  have  abeolutely  no  hope 
from  the  present  Leaders  of  the  Conser- 
vative Party,  who  are  past  praying  for— • 
but  I  say  I  will  take  the  liberty  of  saying 
to  the  younger  Members  of  the  Party 
below  the  Gangway  that  if  they  dream 
that  the  sum  of  £60,000  that  has  been 
so  willingly  voted  for  Egypt  is  the  total 
sum  that  we  have  expended  as  taxpayers 
this  year  in  Egypt,  they  are  very  much 
mistaken.  Apart  from  the  grant  in  aid 
for  the  expedition  to  the  Soudan  we  have 
spent  already  through  Xh»  ordinaiy 
Estimates— and  if  this  has  been  brought 
out  before,  I  beg  pardon,  but  I  think  it 
will  bear  reiterating— a  sum  of  £232,000, 
and  that  apart  from  tiie  money  we  are 
now  asked  to  Yote  to  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment— namely,  £258,000.  In  addi- 
tion to  this  £232,300  and  £258,000  the 
Gbvemment  propose  that  for  one  little 
peddling  thing  or  another,  we  should 
expend  a  further  sum  of  £44,000.  Sir, 
I  think  it  absolutely  necessary  that  the 
Liberals  in  this  House  should  objeet  to 
this  continuous  expenditure,  and  there- 
fore, without  further  observation,  I  beg 
to  move  that  the  Yote  be  reduced  by  the 
sum  of  £44,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  That  the  item  of  £44,000,  Charffee  in  Bgrpt* 

under  Vote  13,  be  omitted  from  the  Vote.  — 

{Mr,  Storey.) 

CoLOKBL  NOLAN :  I  am  anxious  to 
support  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Storey)  to  the  extent  of  £39,900. 1 
consider  that  £4,100  which  is  put  down 
for  barracks  in  Egypt  is  necessary,  be- 
cause if  you  have  troops  in  Egypt  you 
must  have  barracks.    I  also^tlunk  Uiat 
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the  sum  spent  for  telegraphs,  £500,  is 
very  moderate,  and  that  the  sum  of  £800 
for  railways  and  piers  at  Suakin  is 
also  very  moderate,  and  that  it  is  a  very 
necessary  expense  so  long  as  we  remain 
there.  I  consider  these  items  very 
reasonable,  but  when  we  come  to  the 
big  items  I  must  say  that  they  appear  to 
me  to  be  very  objectionable,  and  all  in 
the  same  spirit.  There  is  the  item  for 
the  expenses  of  the  Nile  Railway.  If 
we  are  going  to  spend  money  on  the  Nile 
Railway,  it  looks  very  much  like  a  bad 
argument  for  our  leaving  that  country. 
I  consider  that  such  expenditure  as  this 
keeps  us  in  Egypt.  Then  there  is  an 
item  for  advancing  works  on  the  Nile. 
If  these  were  field  works  thrown  up  at 
a  small  cost  in  men  and  labour  by  the 
troops  for  the  purpose  of  a  single  cam- 
paign, I  should  not  object;  but  as  they 
are  extensive  works,  they  appear  very 
much  like  permanent  fortifications,  and 
I>eople  do  not  build  permanent  fortifica- 
tions if  they  are  going  to  leave  a  coun- 
try. Ministers  pay  very  small  attention 
to  what  foreign  diplomatists  say,  but 
diplomatists  in  each  country  pay  verr 
great  attention  to  what  they  see  each 
other  do  in  the  matter  of  constructing 
fortifications  and  works  in  their  own 
country.  Such  things  are  looked  upon 
as  serious  preparations.  I  have  here 
£24,000  for  '*  hut  '*  accommodation  for 
the  hot  season.  Well,  it  is  decidedly  a 
hot  place.  I  have  been  in  a  similar 
latitude  on  the  shores  of  the  Red  Sea, 
and  no  doubt  it  is  very  necessary  to  take 
measures  to  protect  the  troops  against 
the' severity  of  the  climate ;  but  the  word 
**hut"  is  a  very  doubtful  term,  under 
which  you  may  be  building  a  splendid 
barracks.  I  have  spoken  to  two  or 
three  experts  on  this  subject,  and  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  tents  would 
do  very  well — tents  such  as  are  used  in 
Lidia.  Tou  can  always  move  them,  and 
when  you  have  done  with  them  in  a  cer- 
tain place,  they  will  be  valuable  for  the 
same  purpose  elsewhere.  But  this  is 
not  the  case  with  huts,  for  when  you  are 
done  with  them  you  will,  in  all  proba- 
bility, have  to  sell  them ;  and  you  are 
not  likely  to  get  more  than  £1,000  for 
that  which  has  cost  you  £24,000.  I  am  of 
opinion  that  the  Government  ought  to 
provide  our  troops  with  suitable  accom- 
modation and  with  proper  protection  in 
hot  weather  from  the  sun ;  but  I  think 
this  might  be  done  by  means  of  tents.  I 


should  like  some  explanation  on  the 
subject. 

Dk.  OLARK  (Caithness) :  I  should 
like  to  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House  if  they  were  aware  when 
they  originally  supported  English  inter- 
vention in  Egypt  that  they  would  be 
called  upon  to  pay  for  telegraphs  in 
Egypt ;  that  they  would  be  ctdled  upon 
to  pay  for  railways,  to  pay  for  defence 
works,  to  pay  for  railways  and  piers  at 
Suakin,  and  to  pay  for  Uie  erection  and 
maintenance  of  barracks  in  Effypt?  I 
should  like  to  ask  them  whether  they 
do  not  think  it  is  time  that  something 
should  be  done  to  prevent  this  wicked 
policy  being  carried  on  any  longer  in 
Egypt  ?  It  is  high  time,  in  my  opinion, 
that  the  inexpedient  policy  which  we  are 
pursuing  in  Egypt  should  be  stopped ;  it 
IS  as  wicked  as  it  is  absurd.  There  have 
been  two  great  crimes  perpetrated  against 
liberty.  The  firstone  was  the  attempt  of  the 
French  Government  to  crush  the  Italian 
Gt>vernment ;  and  the  second  was  the 
attempt  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
this  side  of  the  House  to  crush  the 
aspirations  of  the  Egvptians  for  self' 
government,  and  to  bring  about  the 
policy  we  are  now  asked  to  provide 
money  for  continuing.  I  agree  with 
every  point  mentioned  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Holbom  Division  of  Finsbury  (Colonel 
Duncan)  except  one,  and  that  is  his 
estimate  of  Arabi  Pasha. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  is  not  entitled  to  discuss  that  part 
of  the  subject. 

Db.  CLARK :  Having  got  over  the 
historical  portion,  I  now  come  to  the 
point.  The  only  method  of  preventing 
this  and  other  sums  of  money  being 
taken  from  the  poor  British  taxpayer,  is 
to  undo  the  work  as  far  as  we  can,  to 
recfdl  Arabi,  and  to  allow  the  Egyptians 
to  govern  themselves  and  to  pay  for 
their  own  Government.  We  are  now 
paying  for  railways  and  other  things  in 
Egypt  that  we  ought  not  to  pay  for.  Of 
course  we  must  pay  for  them  as  long  as  we 
keep, by  our  bayonets,  power  over  Egypt. 
The  sooner  we  allow  the  Egyptian 
patriots  now  in  exile  to  return  and  to 
establish  a  stable  government  founded 
upon  the  wishes  of  the  Egyptian  people 
the  better. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney) :  I  venture  to  ask  the 
hon .  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey) 
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whetljor  it  is  not  inexpedient  to  take  a 
Division  in  regard  to  sums  75  ner  cent 
of  which  has  abready  been  paid  away  ? 
I  do  not  see  what  good  we  oan  do  by 
ffoing  to  a  Division  which  would  simply 
be  a  waste  of  time,  and  I  trust  he  will 
not  put  hon.  Gentlemen  to  such  unneces- 
sary inconvenience. 

Mb.  OOLEBIDOE  (Sheffield,  Atter- 
diffe) :  I  should  like  to  ask  a  few  ques- 
tions with  regard  to  two  items.  First 
of  aU,  I  should  like  some  explanation  as 
to  the  extension  of  the  Nile  Kail  way.  I 
should  like  to  know,  for  instance,  whe- 
ther the  charge  of  £8,400  is  a  prelimi- 
nary to  a  further  charge  ?  Does  it  mean 
that  we  are  going  to  run  large  railways 
up  the  Nile,  or  does  it  mean  that  these 
railway  works  are  already  coinpleted? 
If  they  are  already  completed,  I  should 
like  to  know  how  it  is  that  the  sum  ex- 
pended upon  them  has  not  been  esti- 
mated before;  if  they  are  not  completed, 
I  should  like  to  know  how  far  this 
charge  is  to  commit  the  country  to 
further  expenditure?  Then,  again,  as 
to  the  hut  accommodation  in  the  Boudan, 
I  thought  we  were  out  of  the  Boudan ; 
and  I  should  like  to  know  from  some 
authority  whether  we  are  still  building 
huts  in  the  Soudan,  or  whether  huts  have 
been  built  and  abandoned  ?  It  is  right 
in  regard  to  these  two  items  that  some- 
thing more  should  be  given  than  a  mere 
general  explanation. 

The  SUEVEYOE  GENERAL  of 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  H.  S.  Nobthcotb) 
(Exeter) :  I  am  afraid  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Sheffield  can 
hardly  have  been  in  his  place  when  I 
spoke  upon  the  items  of  this  Vote  half- 
an-hour  ago,  and  then  explained  that 
the  £8,400  for  what  is  called  the  exten- 
sion of  the  Nile  Railway  was  for  local 
charges  for  the  staff,  working  expenses, 
and  maintenance ;  that  the  railway  had 
been  in  our  military  occupation,  but 
that  arrangements  had  been  made  for 
its  transfer  to  the  Egyptian  authorities. 
With  regard  to  the  £7,200  for  defence 
works  on  the  Nile,  I  may  say  again  that 
expenditure  was  incurred  in  the  erection 
of  defence  works  undertaken  on  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  General  Officer  com- 
manding, and  with  the  view  of  securing 
the  E^ptian  Force  against  attack. 
£24,800  is  the  charge  for  hut  accom- 
modation. That,  I  may  say,  in  answer 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan),  as 

Mr,  J$aaaon 


well  as  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  AUer- 
cliffe  Division  of  Sheffield  (Mr.  Cole- 
ridge) is  an  expenseoriginally  sanctioned 
in  1885.     The  huts  were  recommended 

by    the     medical    officer. {Colonel 

Nolak:  What  kind  of  huts?]  I  am 
afraid,  without  referring  to  docu- 
ments, I  cannot  say  what  kind  of  hati 
they  were,  but  I  know  they  were  leeom- 
mended  by  the  medical  officer.  I  am 
not  as  conversant  with  the  subject  ai 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member.  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sheffield,  I  may  say  that  the  huts  were 
mainly  erected  at  Assouan,  Koroeko, 
and  Wady  Haifa. 

Bm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.) :  I  do  not  want  to  prolong 
this  debate,  but  I  wish  to  say  that  I  am 
very  much  opposed  to  keeping  onr 
troops  in  Egypt ;  but  I  am  of  opinion 
that  while  they  are  there  they  ought 
to  be  properly  protected.  I  differ  from 
the  hon.  and  gallant  (Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Galway  (Colonel  Nc^aa)  in 
the  suggestion  that  the  troops  thoM. 
be  kept  under  canvas.  I  can  con- 
ceive no  greater  barbarity  than  patting 
men  under  canvas  in  hot  dimates. 
We  are  assured  that  this  £24,300  has 
been  spent  upon  the  protection  of  onr 
troops,  and  therefore  I  do  not  begradge 
it,  but  I  press  for  an  answer  as  to  whe- 
ther the  Wady  Hal£a  Eailway  has 
now  been  transferred  to  the  Egyptian 
Government. 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
bom) :  Thesehutswereof  the  very  simplest 
description ;  but  the  fact  of  their  being 
built  at  the  top  of  hills,  and  that  the  ca^ 
riage  of  sun-dried  bricks  from  below  and 
the  labour  connected  with  their  erection 
being  very  great,  accounts,  in  great  mea- 
sure, for  the  extent  of  this  charge.  As 
to  putting  men  under  canvas,  I  may  say 
that  the  first  week  I  was  on  the  heights 
of  Assouan  with  two  battalions,  our  tents 
were  blown  down  twice  in  the  night  in 
dust  storms. 

Mb.  8T0EEY:  No  one  can  realise 
better  than  I  can  the  drcumstanoes  to 
which  my  hon.  and  gallant  Eriend 
(Colonel  Duncan)  has  alluded,  because 
when  he  went  up  to  Assouan  I  had  the 
honour  of  going  with  him ;  but  I  went 
up  after  the  death  of  the  late  lamented 
General  Gordon,  and  a  great  cahn  fefl 
on  that  part  of  the  country  immediately 
after  we  got  so  far.  I  quite  admit  that 
if  our  troops  are  to  be  there  they  ought 
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be  withdrawn,  instead  of  building  these 
suburban  villas,  mere  temporary  resi- 
dences would  have  been  quite  as  effeo* 
tive  in  guarding  the  troops  against  the 
dangers  peculiar  to  the  Egyptian  •  cli« 
mate.  [C>tV»  o/**  Divide,  divide!"] 
Mr.  Courtney,  of  course  I  cannot  help 
the  interruptions  of  hon.  Qentlemen.  It 
is  very  difficult  to  get  through  one's  re- 
marks, but  I  shall  endeavour  to  do  so. 
Now,  as  to  the  Engineer  Department, 
we  have  heard  of  a  great  many  of  its 
faults  and  of  its  failures.  The  sum  that 
is  asked  for  in  respect  of  this  Depart- 
ment is  only  £1,700,  but  it  is  part  of 
the  money  which  haa  been  thrown  away. 
I  will  draw  attention  to  one  particular 
item  in  connection  with  the  Vote  before 
us,  upon  which,  for  my  own  part,  I 
shotUd  have  preferred  to  have  taken  a 
distinct  Division,  and  that  is  the  item 
for  the  extension  of  the  Nile  Bailway. 
Now  the  Suakin  and  Wady  Haifa 
Eailway  has  had  a  very  chequered 
career,  and  I  cannot  see  that  it  will 
prove  of  any  advantage  to  this  country 
or  to  Egypt.  For  this  railway  we  are 
asked  to  provide  £8,400,  and  tiiat  is  the 
second  largest  item  in  this  Vote  No.  13. 
I  consider  that  if  we  palm  off  this  ill- 
conceived  concern  upon  the  Egyptian 
Government  we  shall  be  doing  them  a 
great  wrong.  [InUrruptiim.\  [An  hon. 
MT2i>fRHTt :  Sit  down !] 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  rise  to  Order. 
I  want  to  ask  you  whether  the  expres- 
sion just  used  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Kennington  (Mr.  Gent- 
Davis)  of  "  sit  down  "  is  a  Parliamentary 
expression  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Dr.  Tanner. 

Db.  TANNER:  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not 
in  the  least  pay  attention  to  the  expres- 
sions of  lion.  Gentlemen  opposite,  but  I 
do  pay  attention  to  expressions  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House.  It 
is  not  my  intention  at  all  to  weary  the 
Committee,  and  I  will  pass  from  this 
Wady  Haifa  Railway,  on  which  there 
is  a  great  deal  that  might  be  said — we 
have  got  at  least  two  Blue  Books  full  of 
technical  information  concerning  it,  and 
which  might  be  highly  instructive  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  can  assure 
hon.  Gentlemen  that  if  they  wish  en- 
lightenment upon  the  question,  I  shall 
be  very  happy  to  give  it  them ;  but.  Sir, 
it  is  not  my  intention.  I  merely  wish  to 
enter  my  protest,  as  a  Member  of  this 


to  be  cared  for.  I  know  the  good  ser- 
vice my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  did  in 
that  part  of  the  world,  and  I  do  not  at 
all  object  if  you  will  send  your  men 
there  to  make  them  comfortable.  I 
think  it  my  duty,  however,  to  make  a 
protest  against  the  whole  policy  of 
spending  our  money  in  that  region.  I 
do  not  think  I  need  say  anything  more. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Stepney  Divi- 
sion of  the  Tower  Hamlets  (A£r.  Isaac- 
son) asked  me  why  I  should  take  the 
trouble  to  protest  the  money  having 
been  spent  ?  This  is  an  objection  every 
spendtiirift  makes. 

Mb.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  :  I  said 
that  the  money  had  already  been  paid 
away. 

Mb.  storey  :  But  why,  in  the  name 
of  goodness,  should  the  House  of  Com- 
mons be  asked  to  find  it  ?  We  are  sup- 
posed to  be  the  custodians  of  the  pubUc 
Eurse.  An  unattached  Member  like  the 
on.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Isaacson)  might 
rise,  but  a  Minister  would  not  rise  and 
defend  a  Vote  on  the  ground  that  the 
money  had  been  spent.  Parliament  has 
the  right  to  say  what  money  shall  be 
spent,  and  it  is  because  I  feel  that  this 
money  ought  not  to  have  been  spent 
that  I,  wi^out  any  more  prolixity,  make 
my  protest. 

Db.  tanner  ((3ork  Co.,  Mid):  I 
am  not  able  altogether  to  congratulate 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
land upon  his  appeal  to  hon.  Members 
sitting  below  the  Gangway  opposite. 
His  appeal,  like  many  similar  appeals 
which  have  been  made  in  times  past, 
appears  to  me  to  have  fallen  on  barren, 
desert  ground,  and  I  sincerely  hope  that 
we  shall  find  no  other  appeals  made  to 
these  hon.  Members.  Now,  I  certainly 
thought  that  upon  these  items  in  this 
Vote  we  ought  to  receive  more  explana- 
tion. We  are  here  to  see  that  money  is 
not  thrown  away ;  and  I  think  that  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Galway  (Colonel  Nolan),  who  has  direct 
and  technical  experience  in  connection 
with  the  conduct  of  military  affairs, 
showed  very  clearly  that  what  can  be 
done  in  India  can  be  done  in  Egypt.  We 
all  know  that  the  Indian  climate  is  hotter 
than  that  of  Egypt,  and  that  what  can 
be  done  in  the  one  country  with  good 
effect  and  economy  can  be  done  in  the 
other.  I  maintain  that  instead  of  throw- 
ing money  away  in  building  permanent 
residences  for  troops  who  are  shortly  to 
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House,  against  what  I  consider  to  be  an 
ill-ooDsidered  undertaking.  I  now  pass 
to  the  question  of  the  defence  works  on 
the  Nile.  Now,  what  are  these  defence 
works  like?  We  all  know  that  in 
Eastern  lands,  when  civilized  forces  are 
endeavonring  to  protect  themselyes 
against  the  attacks  of  a  savage  and 
uncivilized  foe,  they,  as  a  rule,  will  take 
advantage  of  the  material  which  nature 
places  at  their  hand.  I  must  say  that 
although  many  Members  may  consider 
the  Boudanese  savages,  I  do  not  regard 
them  as  such — ^I  look  upon  them  as  free 
men  fighting  for  their  own  rights  and 
their  own  native  land.  Still,  when  the 
Soudanese  attacked  couYoys  passing  up 
the  Nile,  it  became  a  matter  of  absolute 
necessity  to  throw  up  defence  works, 
and  I  think  that  those  defence  works 
ought  to  have  been  cheap  enough. 
Everybody  who  knows  anything  about 
Egypt  knows  that  sand  is  a  very  cheap 
commodity.  What  are  earthworks  in 
other  parts  of  the  world  are,  practically 
speaking,  only  sandworks  in  Egypt ;  ac- 
cordingly, when  we  take  into  considera- 
tion the  facilities  which  were  at  the 
command  of  the  Military  Authorities  in 
constructing  these  defence  works,  we 
can  very  easily  see  that  the  expenditure 
ought  not  to  have  been  great.  I  very 
respectfully  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  H. 
S.  Northcote),  who  is  piloting  this  Vote 
through  Committee,  to  give  us  a  little 
further  information  upon  the  details  of 
this  Vote ;  because  I  cannot  understand 
why,  in  a  country  like  Egypt,  where 
labour  is  easily  had,  and  where,  as  I 
have  said,  materials  are  plentiful,  there 
should  have  been  such  a  large  expendi- 
ture upon  defence  works.  [M$%  of 
"Divide ! "]  Mr.  Courtney,  I  do  not 
yield  to  the  expressions  of  hon.  (Gentle- 
men ;  if  they  wish  for  furlher  informa- 
tion I  will  give  it  them.  But  I  will 
content  myself  by  merely  expressing  a 
hope  that  the  Qovemment  will  ^ve  us 
the  information  we  desire,  and  that  in- 
formation which  I  am  sure  the  country 
will  look  for  to-morrow  morning. 

Ma.  O'KELLY  (Roscommon,  N.) :  I 
think  the  Committee  has  a  right  to  some 
further  explanation  with  regard  to  the 
Nile  Bail  way.  For  my  own  part,  I  can- 
not understand  why  the  taxpayers  of 
this  country  are  called  upon  to  pay  any 
money  towards  erecting  or  maintaining 
that  line.  The  Wady  Haifa  Bailway 
J)r.  Tanner 


was  constructed  for  the  ben^t  and  in 
the  interest  of  Egypt.  If  I  understand 
aright,  the   railway  becomes  the  pro- 

e)rty  of  the  Egyptian  Government 
nder  these  cireume^nces,  it  would  be 
only  fair  that  the  Eg^tian  Government 
should  defray  the  exx>en8ee  entailed  l^ 
the  railway. 

Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  6.):  This 
Vote,  ostensibly  for  militaoy  purposes, 
is,  according  to  the  opinion  of  diose  who 
sit  on  these  Benches — who  are  a  erett 
deal  belter  qualified  than  mysuf  to 
speak  upon  it  —  a  Vote  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancer  of 
the  Exchequer  has  a  direct  personal  in- 
terest.   Inasmuch  as 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  thbEXCHE- 
QIJEB  (Mr.  GoscHEir)  (St.  (Jeorge's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  wish  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  state  distinctly  and  specifically 
what  he  means  by  what  he  says. 

Mb.  BLANE :  The  opinion  of  a  num- 
ber of  hon.  Members  on  these  Benches 
is  this — ^that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  connected  with  the  firm  that 
floated  those  loans  for  the  redemption  of 
which  this  money  is  now  wanted. 

Tna  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Member 
is  trayelling  wide  of  the  marie.  His  re- 
marks have  no  relevancy  whatever  to 
the  present  Vote. 

Db.  TANNER:  I  should  like  to  ask 
you,  Mr.  Chairman,  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kenning^n  (Mr.  Gfent- 
Davis)  is  in— — . 

Thb  chairman  :  Cider,  ordw! 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  trust  the  Com- 
mittee will  permit  and  compel  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Armagh,  who  has 
made  this  statement,  to  state  distinctly 
what  he  means.  It  is  not  enough  for 
the  hon.  Member  to  say  that  it  is  the 
impression  amongst  hon.  Members  on 
those  Benches,  w  hen  he  retails  calumny 
and  slander,  I  want  to  know  what  he 
means  in  specific  terms. 

Mb.  sexton  here  rose.  [Limdmm 
of  **  Order !  "  and  iwUrruption7\ 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order! 
Mr.  Sexton. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  I  wish 
to  submit  to  you.  Sir,. in  regard  to  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  just  said,  that  my 
hon.  Friend  stated  that  an  opinion  pre- 
vailed on  these  Benches  on  a  certain 
question ;  and  he  stated  the  ffrouoda  lot 
that  impression.    [^Cries  &f  "No,  no ! "] 
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He  Btated  what,  in  his  opioion,  the 
grounds  were.  [Crtw  of  **No,  no!  "] 
Yes ;  he  gave  his  opinion.  I  beg  to  say 
and  submit  to  you,  Mr.  Oourtney,  that 
whatever  this  Oommittee  may  permit 
my  hon.  Friend  to  add,  this  Oommittee 
has  no  power  to  compel  him. 

Mr.  BLANE:  I  would  just  say  this 
for  the  bei;ie£t  of  the  riffht  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer — 
that  it  is  an  impression  upon  these 
Belches — ai^  not  only  that,  but  I  have 
se^i  it  stated  in  the  Press— that  i^e 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  one  of  the  firm  that 
floated  certain  loans  ;  and  that  this 
money,  which  was  being  voted  osten- 
sibly for  military  purposes,  will  be 
turned  over  to  pay  the  boqdholders. 
VLaughtery  and  cries  of  "  Withdraw ! "] 
Well,  if  I  am  wrong,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer will  exf^ain.  I  have  heard  the 
charge  made  repeatedly  that  this  very 
railway  that  we  are  asked  to  vote  money 
for  in  Committee  was  partly  built  by 
money  furnished  by  a  certain  firm  to 
which  he  was  connected. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  have  repeated, 
over  and  over  again,  that  the  loans  from 
the  old  firm  with  which  I  was  connected 
were  made  22  years  ago.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber speaks  now  as  if  I  had  a  personal 
interest  in  the  matter.  Not  only  have 
I  no  interest  now  in  these  loans,  but  the 
firm  has  no  interest  in  them.  Neither 
directly  nor  indirectly  have  I|  for  years, 
had  the  slightest  personal  interedt  in 
Egyptian  finance.  I  have  repeated  that, 
as  I  have  said,  many  times ;  and  I  trust, 
now  that  I  have  repeated  it  once  more, 
that  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
will  not  continue  to  re-assert  charges 
which  I  have  met  over  and  over  again. 

Mb.  BLANE  :  So  far  as  this  Vote  is 
concerned,  I  accept  the  statement  of  the 
ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer.  A  great 
many  people  who  are  better  informed 
than  I  am — ^I  am  not  able  to  speak  for 
them,  but  I  know  that  they  have  that 
iilipression-— certainly  think  that  what  I 
have  stated  is  the  fact.  There  is  one  item 
connected  with  this  Vote  that  I  would 
call  attention  to— that  for  the  Boyal 
Engineers.  The  charge  in  respect  of 
the  Boyal  Engineers  is  for  the  defence 
of  the  people  of  Egypt.  What  is  the 
use  of  making  a  charge  for  these  men  in 
the  Votes  relating  to  England  if  the 
nien  are  to  be  paid  over  again  to  the  ex- 


tent  of  over  £7, 1 00  ?  Why  should  they 
receive  this  extra  amount,  seeing  that 
their  services  are  already  paid  for  ?  As 
has  been  already  pointed  out,  these 
charges  show  that  we  are  not  going  to 
leave  Egypt  at  all.  The  fact  that  we 
have  been  building  huts  in  Egypt  show 
that  we  are  going  to  stay  there,  and  that 
we  are  preparing  to  prevent  the  invasion 
of  the  territory.  I  am  very  much  afraid 
that  before  very  long  we  shall  have  a 
repetition  of  those  terrible  scenes  in 
the  Soudan  which  have  already  very 
seriously  shocked  the  civilized  world.  I 
protest  against  this  Vote,  inasmuch  as  it 
IS  to  be  used  against  a  people  rightiy 
struggling  to  be  free,  and  is  for  Egyptian 
officials,  to  whose  interest  it  is  to  exact 
money  from  England  for  their  own 
people.  I  say  that  the  taxpayers  in  this 
country  have  quite  sufficient  to  do  in 
looking  after  thdr  own  affairs,  without 
taking  over  the  affairs  of  the  Soudan  and 
Egypt.  If  we  have  to  leave  Egypt  in 
the  end,  we  shall  have  to  leave  all  these 
buildings  and  improvements  behind, 
and  probably  some  other  Power  will 
reap  advantage  from  them.  It  is  very 
problematical  whether  the  English 
people  will  ever  reap  advantage.  I 
maintain  that  we  have  quite  enough  to 
do  with  our  own  people  here,  without 
taking  upon  our  shoulders  the  affairs  of 
the  people  of  E^pt  and  the  Soudan. 

Mb.  WOOD  ALL  (Hanley) :  The  Com- 
mittee will  naturally  be  indulgent  to 
those  Members  of  the  House  who  have 
uniformly  and  consist^tly  protested 
against  our  intrusion  in  the  affairs  of 
Egypt ;  but  surely  it  is  hardly  business- 
like in  us,  when  we  are  called  on  to  sup- 
port a  policy  which  has  been  carried  out 
and  approved  of  by  majorities  in  this 
House,  to  shut  our  eyes  to  responsibili- 
ties incurred  by  successive  Governments 
in  giving  effect  to  that  policy.  The  Nile 
Eailway,  an  item  in  this  Vote,  which  has 
been  pretty  generaUy  criticifed,  was  a 
railway  made  and  maintained  for  mili- 
tary purposes.  Twelve  months  ago  the 
requisitionB  and  demands  that  were 
made  for  locomotives  and  plant  of 
every  kind  required  for  upholding 
that  railway  and  putting  it  into  a 
state  of  effectiveness  were  enormous.  I 
felt  it  to  be  my  duty  when  in  Office, 
in  connection  with  the  Secretary  of 
State,  to  procrastinate  in  regard  to 
these  demands ;  and  it  was  a  matter  of 
great  satisfaction  to  us  that  we  were 
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able  to  avoid  large  expenditure  and 
some  outlay  which,  if  it  had  been  in- 
curred, would  haye  neceentated  a  much 
larger  Supplementary  Estimate  than 
that  now  before  us.  Much  has  been 
said  with  regard  to  the  hut  accommoda- 
tion proTided  in  the  Soudan— and  I 
gather  from  the  obserrations  of  the  hon. 
Oentleman  who  has  last  spoken  that 
he  means  Assouan.  Well,  the  House 
will  recall  the  fact  that  a  great  amount 
of  interest  was  excited  in  the  country 
last  year  with  regard  to  the  oondi- 
tion  of  our  troops  on  that  station ;  in- 
deed, for  a  time,  this  House  was  con- 
tinually occupied  with  Questions  which 
indicated  the  very  grave  concern  that 
was  being  felt  with  regard  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  these  troops — many  of 
them  very  young  and  extremely  unfitted 
for  the  seyerity  of  the  climate— were 
being  treated.  It  is  perfectly  natural 
— it  is  more  than  that,  it  is  obligatory — 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  pro- 
vide suitable  accommodation  for  these 
men.  All  that  I  can  say  as  to  these 
figures  is  that  I  think  the  Committee 
may  feel  some  sense  of  relief  that  the 
demand  which  is  now  made  is  not  a 
larger  one.  It  is  a  charge  which  could 
not  have  been  anticipated  by  those  of  us 
in  charge  of  the  administration  of  this 
Department  twelve  months  ago;  due 
notice,  however,  was  given  last  year  that 
some  supplementary  demand  would  be 
necessary,  and  I  cannot  believe  that  the 
Committee  will  now  refuse  to  meet  it. 

Mb.  storey  :  As  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment,  I  trust  the  Committee  will 
allow  me  to  say  a  word  or  two.  I  want 
to  say,  for  one,  as  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment,  that  I  entirely  and  with 
the  fullest  heart  accept  the  entirely  un- 
necessary statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, Iknow,  as  everyone  who  hasstudied 
the  history  of  these  Egyptian  matters 
knows,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's firm  had  something  to  do  with 
the  original  loan ;  and  inasmuch  as  that 
originid  loan  has  yet  to  have  interest 
paid  upon  it,  and  inasmuch  as  we  are 
now  voting  money  to  pay  that  interest, 
it  is,  perhaps,  not  unnatural  that  some 
hon.  Members  here — {_Cnes  of  *'  No, 
no!"] — I  will  call  them  uninformed 
Members,  if  you  like — should  think  that 
we  are  doing  something  for  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  Why,  Sir,  any- 
one who  has  known  the  Chancellor  of  the 

Mr,  fFbodall 


Exchequer  as  I  have  known  him— I 
mean  as  a  public  man ;  I  do  not  know 
him  privately  —  knows  that  whatever 
may  have  been  his  chequered  career,  hii 
honourable  personal  diaraeter  enthely 
removes  him  above  any  impotatioH  of 
this  kind.    It  is  certainly  not  on  any 

f  round  of  imputation  against  him  that 
have  moved  the  Amendment  I  hare 
taken  this  course,  because  I  believe  that 
we  have  no  right  to  spend  the  publie 
money  of  this  country  in  the  way  mat  is 
proposed.  We  on  the  Radical  Benches  are 
trying  to  save  money.  [An  hon.  Mexbkb: 
£100,000,000!1  That  was  not  a  Badicsl 
(Government,  xou  have  never  had  aBadi- 
cal  (Government  yet.  l^iis  House  will 
have  a  Radical  Qovemment  some  day, 
and  when  it  gets  it,  it  will  find  that  it 
will  not  spend  money  in  this  fashion. 
A  Radical  (Government  will  not  hare 
officials  who,  when  we  are  engaged  in  a 
contest  with  the  Tory  Party  in  our  en- 
deavour to  save  money,  will  get  up  and 
endeavour  to  throw  a  shield  over  them. 
The  late  Surveyor  (General  of  the  Ord- 
nance (Mr.  Woodall),  of  course,  gets  up 
to  defend  the  present  Tory  Party,  and, 
no  doubt,  hon.  Gentlemen  whom  he  de- 
fends will,  in  course  of  time,  repeat  the 
compliment.  What  we  have  just  wit- 
nessed is  a  thing  which  makes  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  on  this 
side  of  the  House  almost  sick  of  at- 
tempting to  apply  the  principles  of  eco- 
nomical expenditure  in  the  public  affairs 
of  this  country.  We,  good  Radicals  here 
— and  I  have  no  doubt  there  are  some 
here  —  sometimes  get  up  above  the 
Gangway,  and  immediately  the  boa- 
constrictor  of  officialism  swallows  them, 
inch  by  inch,  and  they  go  supjde  and 
limp  as  they  go  down.  I  hope  it  is 
permitted  to  me  to  say  just  so  much  and 
no  more  in  answer  to  the  interposition 
of  the  late  Surveyor  (General  of  ttie  Ord- 
nance. Why  did  he  interfere?  We 
were  making  a  very  good  fight  against 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  hoped  to 
get  a  good  Division,  when  up  jnmpe  a 
Gentleman  from  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench,  and  endeavours  to  make  things 
smooth  for  the  Ministry.  I  hold  that  to 
be  an  entirely  unnecessary  abuse  of  his 
powers  of  speech.  We  on  this  fflde  of 
the  House  make  no  personal  objection 
to  any  Member  sitting  on  the  Front 
Bench  opposite,  our  objection  being  con- 
fined to  the  spending  of  money  in  %jpt 
in  this  way.    Every  man  who  belie?es 
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in  economy.,  and  thinks  that  we  should 
not  spend  public  money  abroad  when  it 
is  so  much  needed  at  home,  will,  I  trust, 
support  me  in  this  Division. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  113; 
Noes  213:  Majority  100.— (Div.  List, 
No.  56.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  LABOTJCHEEE  (Northampton) : 
Before  you,  Sir,  put  the  Main  Ques- 
tion to  the  Committee,  I  have  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  total  amount  by 
the  sum  of  £30,000.  That  sum  is 
the  amount  of  the  instalment  proposed 
to  be  paid  for  the  purchase  of  the  Bren- 
nan  torpedo,  for  which  the  Qovernment 
have  agreed  to  pay  the  enormous  amount 
of  £110,000.  I  believe  Mr.  Brennan, 
the  inventor  of  this  torpedo,  is  an  Amer- 
ican citizen,  and  about  seven  years  ago 
he  came  over  to  this  country  with  his 
torpedo.  Since  then  he  has  entered 
into  an  arrangement  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  under  which  he  has 
been  paid  a  considerable  sum  of  money 
for  perfecting  or  improving  his  inven- 
tion. Everybody  knows  that  there  are 
a  vast  number  of  torpedoes  which  have 
been  patented  by  different  inventors; 
in  fact,  there  are  all  sorts  of  inventions 
in  connection  with  torpedoes ;  and  when 
a  Company  having  one  of  these  inven- 
tions comes  out,  the  first  thing  the  Com- 
pany does  is  to  give  a  large  sum  in  cash 
for  a  patent.  Generally  speaking  this 
patent  is  worthless,  and  in  the  course  of 
a  year  or  two  the  shareholders  lose  their 
money.  We  are  very  much  in  the  hands 
of  the  shareholders  of  the  Brennan  Com- 
pany in  this  matter,  as  we  now  see  we 
are  called  upon  to  pay  £110,000  for  this 
invention,  which  may  be  superseded  by 
some  other  before  very  long.  Who,  I 
ask,  will  guarantee  that  someone  will 
Aot  next  year  invent  a  torpedo  infinitely 
better  than  the  Brennan  torpedo  ?  Who 
would  venture  to  guarantee  that  this 
Brennan  torpedo  will  be  better  than  any 
other  torpedo?  Well,  Sir,  I  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  pause  and  con- 
sider what  they  are  about  to  do.  This 
gentleman,  as  I  have  said,  is  an  Amer- 
ican citizen — [An  hon.  Mshbbb  :  No  ; 
an  Australian.]  Very  well,  he  is  an 
Australian  citizen;  he  is  a  practical 
Australian.  He  comes  over  here  to  sell 
the  torpedo  he  has  invented,  to  us.  Do 
we  pay  him  for  the  exclusive  use  of 


the  torpedo  ?  I  say  no,  by  no  means. 
Any  Government  that  wishes  to  do  so 
can  get  hold  of  one  of  these  torpedoes, 
and  thus  make  use  of  an  invention  for 
which  we  are  asked  to  pay  £110,000. 
Consequently,  we  are  asked  to  pay  that 
sum  for  a  torpedo  which,  owing  to  no 
fault  of  the  Australian  inventor,  may 
become  available  to  other  Governments. 
I  have,  therefore,  to  move  that  the 
amount  of  this  Vote  be  reduced  by  the 
sum  of  £30,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  the  Item   of  £30,000,  instalment  of 

£110,000,  Pavmrat  for  the  Brennan  Torpedo, 

bo  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote.'* — (ifr. 

Laboitchere.) 

8iB  WILLIAM  CEOSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) :  I  think,  Sir,  that  this  matter 
ought  to  have  been  brought  before  the 
House  in  the  usual  course  in  the  ordi- 
nary Army  Estimates  for  the  ensuing 
year,  and  that  it  should  not  have  been 
sprung  upon  us,  as  it  has  been,  in  Com- 
mittee on  a  Supplementary  Estimate,  as 
an  instalment  of  £110,000,  which  is  to 
be  paid  for  an  invention  that  may  be,  as 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  has  stated, 
capped  or  improved  upon  by  some  other 
inventor  to-morrow.  We  have  already 
had  to  pay  I  do  not  know  how  much 
money  for  the  Whitehead  torpedo.  Now 
we  have  another,  which  is  said  to  beat 
the  Whitehead  invention,  and  no  one 
can  say  that  we  may  not  have  a  third 
put  before  us  to-morrow.  I  think, 
therefore,  we  should  be  altogether  in 
the  wrong  in  paying  so  large  a  sum  for 
such  a  purpose.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  very  chary,  indeed,  in  asking 
for  sums  of  money  for  our  soldiers; 
but  they  do  not  hesitate  to  throw  away 
£110,000  for  an  invention  which  I  do 
not  say  is  useless,  but  which  certainly  is 
an  extravagance  such  as  ought  not  to  be 
encouraged  by  this  House.  I  should 
like  to  know  from  the  hon.  Member  who 
is  in  charge  of  the  Ordnance  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  H.  S.  Northcote),  how  much 
this  invention  will  cost  the  country  alto- 
gether, and  how  far  we  are  committed 
as  the  matter  at  present  stands  ?  I  quite 
agree  with  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  has  stated  upon  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gal,  E.):  The  fact  that  this  Estimate 
has  been  presented  by  the  Government 
towards  the  middle  of  the  last  month  of 
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the  financial  year,  when,  to  look  at  it, 
one  might  imagine  it  could  easily  have 
been  postponed  until  the  regular  Esti- 
mates for  the  year  ensuing  are  brought 
forward,  would  seem  to  suggest  the  idea 
that  in  all  probability  the  expenditure 
under  the  Estimate  has  been  already 
incurred,  and  that  the  War  Department 
in  making  it  is  under  some  existing 
liability.  I  should  like  to  know  how 
far  we  are  already  pledged  to  Mr. 
Brennan  in  connection  with  this  tor- 
pedo ;  and,  perhaps,  in  answering  this 
question,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Sur- 
veyor General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  H.  S. 
Northoote),  who,  I  see,  is  about  to  rise, 
will  inform  the  Oommittee  as  to  the 
past  relations  of  this  gentleman  with  the 
Admiralty  or  the  War  Office. 

The  SUEVEYOR  GENERAL  op 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  H.  S.  Nohthcote) 
(Exeter) :  The  Committee,  I  think,  are 
aware  that,  generally  speaking,  this  is  a 
torpedo  for  which  very  great  advantages 
were  claimed  by  the  inventor,  and  these 
advantages  have  been  admitted  by  the 
professional  Committees  which  have  ex- 
amined specially  into  his  method.  One 
of  the  principal  advantages  of  this  tor- 
pedo is  that  it  is  controllable  from  the 
moment  of  its  being  launched  until  it 
strikes  the  object  at  which  it  is  aimed. 
Its  speed  can  be  accelerated  or  reduced 
in  one  direction  or  the  other  at  the  will 
of  the  person  controlling  its  action.  The 
torpedo  was  first  brought  over  to  this 
country  by  Mr.  Brennan  in  the  year 

1881,  and  the  then  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  submitted  the  invention  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Royal  Engineers. 
They  reported  very  favourably  of  the 
principle  of  the  invention.     In  the  year 

1 882,  Mr.  Brennan  was  asked  what  was 
the  price  of  his  invention,  and  be  replied 
£100,000.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  did  not  at  that  time  express  any 
opinion,  either  one  way  or  the  other,  as 
to  the  advisability  of  guaranteeing  that 
sum ;  but,  the  torpedo  being  then  in  an 
imperfect  state,  he  decided  that  £5,000 
should  be  paid  to  Mr.  Brennan  for  ser- 
vices rendered ;  that  further  trials  should 
be  made  of  the  torpedo ;  and  that  Mr. 
Brennan  should  be  engaged  for  three 
years,  at  a  salary  of  £1,000  per  year, 
with  expenses  paid  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  for  perfecting  the  torpedo. 
That  was  the  arrangement  then  entered 
into  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
then  Secretary  of  State  for  War.   In  the 
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year   1883,   a    formal    agreement  wai 
drawn  up  between  the  War  Office  and 
Mr.  Brennan,  under  which  Mr.  Brennan 
was  at  liberty  to  give  two  months'  notice 
to  the  War  Office  at  any  time  when  he 
might  consider  the  torpedo  was  in  soch 
a  perfect  state    as    to  warrant  a  de- 
finite decision  as  to  its   purchase  bj 
Her    Majesty's    Government— the  Go- 
vernment reserving  the  right  of  pre- 
emption ;  but  in  that  agreement  they  did 
not  name  any  specific  sum  for  the  pur- 
chase of  the  invention .  In  October,  1 886, 
Mr.  Brennan,  according  to  his  agree- 
ment, gave  the  authorities  two  months' 
notice  that  he  considered   his  torpedo 
had  been  perfected,  and  he  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  decide  widiont 
delay  whether  they  would  purchase  the 
invention  or    not.      This,  then,  is  mj 
answer  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir 
William  Grossman),  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor),  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Lahon- 
chere)  as  to  why  this  item  appears  in 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  instead  of 
in  the  Estimates  for  the  ensuing  year. 
Mr,   Brennan  having  given  the  notice 
agreed  upon  under    our    arrangement 
with  him,  we  were  compelled  to  come  to 
a  dedsion.    In  answer  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Done- 
gal, I  may  say  that  the  torpedo  is  one 
which  in  its  present  condition  is  not^  I 
believe,  considered  by  the  Admiral^  as 
suitable  for  use  from  or  on  board  onr 
ships;  and  the  reason  which indaced the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  recom- 
mend its  purchase  is,  that  it  was  con- 
sidered that  the  torpedo  would  prove  of 
most  valuable  and  efficient  service  for 
coast  defence   and  the  defence  of  oar 
different  ports.      When    the  question 
whether  the  torpedo  should  or  shonld 
not  be  purchased  came  before  the  Com- 
mittee,  over  which  I   myself  had  ^e 
honour  to  preside,  we  had  to  bear  in 
mind  that  if  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  should  decide  not  to  make  the  pnr- 
chase,  he  would  throw  over  the  unani- 
mous advice  of  a  Committee  of  profes- 
sional advisers;  that  a  sum  of  about 
£20,000  had  already  been  expended  from 
the  public  funds  in  assisting  Mr.  Brennan 
to  perfect  his  invention,  and  that  this 
amount  would  be  entirely  thrown  away; 
and,   further,  that  we  should  lose  the 
services  of  Mr.  Brennan,  who  is  described 
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to  me,  and  whom  I  believe  to  be,  a  me- 
obanical  engineer  of  exceptional  ability, 
wbose  services  would  be  of  great  use  to 
the  country.  I  had  also  to  consider  that 
if  we  did  not  purchase  this  invention 
there  was  the  risk  of  its  falling  into  the 
hands  of  some  other  Government,  and  of 
its  possible  hostile  use  against  ourselves. 
I  would  also  remind  the  Committee  that 
by  the  purchase  of  this  torpedo  a  real 
economy  will  probably  be  effected ,  because 
I  hope  the  invention  will  to  a  large  ex- 
tent take  the  place  of  guns  in  the  defence 
of  certain  portions  of  our  coasts,  while 
it  would  also  diminish  our  expenditure 
on  submarine  mining.  I  may  state,  in 
answer  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Portsmouth,  that 
the  installation  of  a  Brennan  torpedo 
apparatus,  with  12  torpedoes,  would  cost 
aoout  £6,000— while  the  erection  of  a 
10-inch  gun  costs  the  country  about 
£15,000.  There  is  the  further  advan- 
tage in  connection  with  the  installation 
of  this  torpedo,  that  while  it  would  thus 
take  the  place  of  a  gun,  at  about  one- 
third  of  the  cost  of  the  latter,  it  would 
also  present  a  smaller  mark  for  an 
enemy's  fire.  I  may  add  that  it  is  not  an 
electrical  torpedo.  Of  course,  the  Go- 
Temment  was  placed  in  a  rather  difficult 
position  by  the  fact  that  the  agreement 
entered  into  in  1883,  although  it  re- 
served the  right  of  pre-emption,  did 
not  fix  any  sum  for  which  the  tor^ 
pedo  might  be  purchased  when  it  had 
been  completed.  Mr.  firennan  had 
pointed  out  that  if  the  imperfect  tor- 
pedo in  1881  was  worth  £100,000,  the 
torpedo  when  more  complete  and  in  its 
perfected  form  was  wortn  a  much  larger 
aum.  Besides,  Mr.  Brennan  stated,  and 
in  my  opinion  not  without  foundation, 
that  if  he  went  into  the  open  market  he 
could  get  much  more  for  nis  invention. 
I  must  say  that  if  Mr.  Brennan  did  not 
f ^el  that  he  had  been  treated  with  great 
fairness  and  with  great  courtesy  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  he  certainly 
would  not  have  accepted  anything  like 
the  sum  proposed.  I  am  confident  that 
Mr.  Brennan  might  have  obtained  a 
much  larger  sum,  and  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  had  he  considered  the  dividends  of 
some  Companies  he,  perhaps,  would  have 
refused  to  sell  his  invention  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  except  at  a 
price  which  they  could  not  have  aiOforded 
to  give.  The  original  sum  Mr.  Brennan 
asked  was  £100,000,  and  now  he  is  only 


asking  £110,000,  the  extra  £10,000 
being  in  consequence  of  certain  obliga- 
tions and  liabilities  he  has  since  incurred. 
Under  these  circumstances,  negotiations 
took  place  between  the  Government  and 
the  inventor,  who  had  withdrawn  his 
suggestion  of  a  larger  salary  being  paid 
to  himself  on  the  representation  being 
made  to  him  that  the  Government 
considered  they  had  treated  him  in  an 
unusual  manner  of  liberality.  Mr. 
Brennan  agreed  to  take  a  smaller  sum 
than  the  original  claim,  and  the  Go- 
vernment agreed  that  an  annual  sum  of 
£16,000  should  be  paid  for  five  years  to 
the  inventor,  provided  the  secret  was 
not  divulged  through  any  fault  of  his. 
The  Government,  however,  are  quite 
aware  that  in  doing  what  they  had 
done  some  risk  is  incurred,  but  in- 
curred with  the  best  interests  of  the 
country  in  view.  .1  do  not  know  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  senior  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  is 
prepared  to  maintain  as  a  general  prin- 
ciple, as  I  understand  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  maintain,  that  objection  should  be 
taken  to  the  acquisition  of  any  property, 
be  it  torpedo  or  other,  on  the  ground 
that  there  might  be  a  more  desirable 
property  forthcoming  in  a  short  time. 
If  that  principle  were  adopted  we  never 
should  acquire  any  invention,  and  it 
would  be  never  safe  to  acquire  anything 
at  all,  because  we  could  never  be  certain 
that  something  better  may  not  be  offered 
to  us  on  the  morrow.  On  the  whole,  I 
think  the  House  will  agree  that  the 
Government  have  made  a  sensible  and 
reasonable  bargain. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  I 
think  that  there  is  only  one  important 
point  which  has  been  omitted  in  the 
consideration  of  this  matter.  It  appears 
to  me  that  we  ought  to  have  mentioned 
to  us  the  names  of  the  leading  profes- 
sional advisers  who  responsibly  guide 
the  Government  when  such  a  large  sum 
as  this  is  at  stake.  On  the  whole,  I  am 
inclined  to  believe  that  the  arguments 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  H.  8.  North- 
cote)  are  very  fair,  and  that  they  ought 
to  be  well  weighed  before  any  adverse 
judgment  is  made  on  them.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say,  because  it  is  impossible 
to  say,  whether  the  torpedo  is  worth  the 
money  to  be  paid  for  it  or  not.  I  have 
not  seen  it,  and  I  know  little  beyond 
what  is   contained   in  the  description 
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given  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I  believe 
that  it  cannot  be  doubted  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  having  had  proper  and  reepon- 
Bible  professional  advice,  was  bound  not 
to  allow  a  valuable  invention  to  be  lost 
to  the  country.  The  only  point  where 
it  appears  to  me  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Surveyor  General  has  not  touched  as 
he  should,  is  this.  He  ought  to  tell  the 
House  the  names  of  some  of  the  profes- 
sional advisers  of  the  Gt)vemment,  be- 
cause it  seems  to  me  that  these  gentle- 
men, and  not  wholly  the  Government, 
would  be  practically  responsible  for  the 
success  of  the  invention,  if  it  is  a  success, 
and  for  the  failure  of  the  invention 
should  it  so  turn  out.  I  must  repeat 
that  I  really  think  the  Government  has 
done  the  best  they  could  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  amidst  the  difficulties 
which  have  been  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  senior  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)— very  sensible 
difficulties  I  admit.  I  would  appeal  to 
the  Government  again  to  give  us  the 
names  of  the  professional  advisers  upon 
whose  recommendation  the  purchase  is 
being  made. 

Sib  WILLIAM  CEOSSMAN :  I  quite 
think,  Sir,  that  royalties  should  be  paid 
for  this  invention  instead  of  so  large  a 
sum  down.  If  the  Government  would 
reconsider  the  matter  they  might  easily 
come  to  some  arrangement  by  which  this 
might  be  done.  I  must  say  that  after 
what  has  occurred  at  Chatham  I  have 
little  confidence  that  the  plans  and  in- 
ventions in  the  possession  of  this  Go- 
vernment can  be  secured  against  the 
other  powers.  To  me  it  appears  that 
£110,000  is  a  most  extravagant  sum  for 
the  advantage,  and  I  think  that  the 
Government  should  arrange  some  means 
by  which  a  royalty  would  be  paid  instead. 

Me.  STOBEY  (Sunderland) :  I  do  not 
apprehend,  Sir,  that  there  will  be  much 
objection  to  this  Vote  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  because  I  understand  that  Mr. 
Brennan,  though  he  comes  from  Aus- 
tralia, is  an  Irishman.  I  do  not  know 
very  much  about  torpedoes  myself,  and 
I  believe  very  few  Gentlemen  in  this 
House  do  know  anything  about  them. 
I  always  thought,  however,  torpedoes 
were  used  in  water,  but  I  gather  from 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  H. 
S.  Northcote)  that  this  torpedo  which 
wo  are  asked  to  purchase  is  to  be  used 
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on  land.  This  torpedo  is  evidently  a 
sort  of  mechanical  horse-marine  w^cli 
may  be  very  useful  in  its  way.  But  I 
should  like  the  Government  seriously  to 
consider  what  they  are  spending  over 
this  invention.  This  is  how  the  matter 
appears  to  me.  A  gentleman  invents  a 
torpedo  which,  of  course,  he  thinks  is 
perfect.  He  then  comes  on  an  unso- 
phisticated Surveyor  of  Ordnance  and  in- 
duces the  Surveyor  to  give  him  £5,000 
to  improve  his  invention,  and  to  pay  him 
£  1 ,  000  a-year  whilst  he  is  working  to  im- 
prove the  invention.  This  being  done, 
and  the  Surveyor  not  knowing  and  not 
satisfied  that  there  may  be  a  better  in- 
vention the  very  next  day,  further  gives 
the  inventing  gentleman  £110,000. 
After  this  very  generous  atrangement, 
I  think  we  ought  to  know  something 
more  about  the  matter.  I  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  H.  S.  Northcote)  how 
this  torpedo  works.  I  do  not  want  him 
to  reveal  any  important  secrets,  but  ve 
know  that  what  I  ask  is  already  an  open 
secret  Now,  I  venture  to  assure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  that  we  have  got  an  engineer 
in  Sunderland — a  very  capable  man,  who 
has  devoted  a  great  deal  of  attention  to 
these  matters — who  has  invented  a  tor- 
pedo on  the  precise  principle  as  the  one 
for  which  the  Government  has  paid 
£1 10,000,  which  has  been  in  use  in  Sun- 
derland for  a  long  time.  Now,  I  just 
remark  that  when  Mr.  Brennan  and  the 
Government  try  to  prove  that  they  have 
got  an  invention  secret  and  important, 
they  will  awake  to  find  that  there  is 
another  invention  of  a  similar  machine 
equally  perfect  and  on  precisely  the 
same  principle  already  in  existence.  I 
entirely  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  the 
senior  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  in  his  criticisms  of  diis 
affair.  Just  let  the  Government  think 
of  the  nature  of  their  undertaking. 
When  an  invention  for  the  destruction 
of  life  is  offered  to  the  Government  f(» 

Purchase,  they  give  over  £1 10, 000  for  it; 
should  like  to  know  what  sum  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  prepared  to  give  for 
any  life-saving  apparatus?  And,  re- 
member, it  is  in  the  House  of  Commons 
which  begins  every  day  with  prayen, 
that  this  enormous  sum  of  money  is 
devoted  to  destructive  purposes.  B 
would  seem  that  where  destrui^on  iS) 
there  are  we  generous.  I  certainly  do 
agree  with  some  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
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Lave  spoken,  in  thinking  that  a  process 
of  paying  by  royalty  is  very  much  the 
letter  plan  indeed.  He  who  can  kill  or 
provide  the  means  to  kill  the  greatest 
number  of  his  fellow-men  may  be  a 
Leaven-bom  genius.  To  me  it  seems 
that  there  can  be  different  opinions  about 
the  desirabilities  of  such  skilful  inven- 
tions, however.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Northampton  divides 
the  House  on  this  question,  I,  for  one, 
will  support  him;  for  I  think  we  can 
surely  do  better  than  buy  such  an  inven- 
tion as  this. 

Mr.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) :  The  author  of  this  invention, 
Mr.  Brennan,  was  bom  in  Australia, 
and  has  devoted  many  years  to  inven- 
tion in  Australia.  The  result  of  his  in- 
ventions he  communicates  to  the  Govern- 
ment in  England,  and  so  impresses  the 
Admiralty  that  they  give  him  every 
facility  for  improving  the  invention.  He 
succeeds  in  making  a  torpedo  with  five 
times  the  ranse  of  any  other  torpedo  in 
existence,  and  three  times  the  power. 
Foreign  Governments  were  quite  willing 
to  give  the  inventor  double  the  price 
which  this  Government  offered — and  so 
Mr.  Brennan  does  not  care  whether  you 
accept  his  offer,  or  not — but  still,  simplv 
through  his  loyalty  to  this  country,  which 
was  too  strong  to  allow  him  to  give  to 
any  other  coimtry  than  England  the  in- 
vention, he  was  induced  to  make  the 
first  offer  to  this  Government.  In  spite 
of  what  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey)  has  said  about 
the  invention  being  anticipated — ^his 
statements  are  what  we  call  in  Australia 
** blowing" — I  maintain,  and  I  have 
authority  to  say,  that  the  invention  is 
unknown  to  anyone  outside  the  authori- 
ties of  the  Admiraltv.  The  apparatus 
was  such  that  it  could  be  guided  from 
the  shore  to  a  belligerent  vessel  several 
miles  distant,  and  no  vessel  could  with- 
stand the  shock.  Foreign  Governments 
would  give  this  youn^  Australian  double 
the  price  we  were  giving.  {^Che^n  and 
a  Voice :  "  Why  does  he  not  sell  it  to 
them,  then?"!  Well,  the  reason  was 
simple.  It  was  greatly  to  his  credit, 
that  in  spite  of  all  temptations  to  belong 
to  other  nations,  he  still  remains  an 
Englishman.  I A  Voice:  "He  is  an 
Irishman."]  Well,  he  might  have  been 
%  Bussian,  a  Prussian,  or  a  Scotchman, 
but  he  still  remains  an  English-Austra- 
lian.   His  father,  he  believed,  was  a 
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clergyman.  At  any  rate,  he  in  the  most 
loyal  manner  gave  his  invention  to 
England.  As  to  its  value,  it  was  well 
known  that  the  Whitehead  Torpedo 
Company  were  making  £80,000  a-year, 
and  as  this  was  a  greater  and  more 
destructive  weapon  the  Government  had 
made  a  good  oargain.  Mr.  Brennan 
does  not  care,  as  I  have  said,  whether 
you  accept  the  terms  or  not;  and,  at  any 
rate,  the  price  of  the  whole  thing  is  only 
about  one-third  of  the  price  paid  for  a 
man-of-war.  From  my  knowledge  of 
the  facts  of  the  matter,  I  am  quite  con- 
fident that  we  shall  be  doing  wisely  in 
purchasing  this  torpedo.  Besides,  apart 
from  all  other  considerations,  a  contract 
has  already  been  made  and  signed  with 
Mr.  Brennan  for  the  purchase  of  the 
torpedo,  and  I  certainly  thin^  that  this 
settlement  is  conscientiously  binding  on 
the  country. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  Sir,  so  far  as  I  am  aware  from 
what  has  been  said  by  the  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  H.  S.  North- 
cote),  this  money  is  to  be  paid  for  the 
exclusive  right  of  the  invention.  It  cer- 
tainly does  seem  to  me  that  we  are  being 
asked  to  sanction  an  expenditure  of  a 
very  novel  character.  We  have  never 
before  paid  for  the  exclusive  right  of 
an  invention  of  this  kind,  and  if  we  con- 
sent to  this  payment,  all  I  have  to  say 
is  that  we  shall  have  inventors  coming 
from  all  quarters  and  submitting  their 
torpedoes  on  the  same  terms.  I  think 
that  the  House  should  not  allow  this 
proposal  to  pass  without  very  serious 
consideration.  We  have  already  heard 
that  the  invention  cannot  be  used  by 
ships  of  war,  but  can  only  be  used  from 
the  shore.  My  hon.  and  gallant  friend 
the  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  William 
Grossman)  has  explained  to  you  the 
value  of  the  invention,  and  suggested 
that  a  royalty  should  be  substitute  for 
the  price  to  be  paid,  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Memoer  for  Sunderland  (Mr, 
Storey)  tells  you  that  the  invention  is  al- 
ready in  use  in  Sunderland,  I  would 
ask  tiie  Government  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  it  would  not  be  well  to 
have  a  Select  Committee  on  the  subject. 
I  make  this  suggestion,  and  I  would 
point  out  that,  if  even  a  public  building 
IS  proposed  to  be  ereotedi  you  have  a 
Select  Committee  to  consider  the  matter* 
Considering  the  extreme  novelty  of  the 
proposal — you  never  have  bought  anj 
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exclusive  right  of  this  character  before 
— and  the  unusual  ciroumatances  of  the 
ease,  I  would  hope  that  the  QoTemment 
would  adopt  my  recommendation.  I 
would  venture  to  suggest  to  them  to 
consider  whether,  in  the  meantime,  it 
would  not  be  well  for  the  Government 
to  withdraw  this  Vote. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stakhopi)  (Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  I  must  say  that  if  the  pro- 
posal is  a  novel  one,  so  is  the  weapon. 
This  torpedo  is  quite  unknown  in  war- 
fare, and  it  is  believed  that  if  it  were 
used  it  would  have  the  best  practical 
results.  I  can  say  this,  that  any  Govern- 
ment which  should  receive  the  advice 
which  the  present  Government  received 
some  months  ago  from  a  Committee  of 
Professional  Advisers  who  were  ap- 
pointed to  consider  this  matter,  would 
not  be  doing  their  duty  by  the  country, 
or  consulting  its  best  interests,  if  they 
did  not  acquire,  at  what  they  conceived 
to  be  under  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  a  reasonable  price,  the  exclusive  use 
of  a  weapon  of  this  kind.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Gtdway 
(Colonel  Nolan)  had  asked  for  the  names 
of  the  Committee  of  professional  gentle- 
men who  advised  the  Government  in 
this  matter.  That  Committee  consisted 
of  the  Inspector  General  of  Fortifications, 
General  Alderson,  R.A.,  Professor  Abel, 
Chemist  to  the  War  Department,  and 
Captain  Fisher,  Director  of  Naval  Ord- 
nance, assisted  by  representatives  from 
the  Treasiiry.  These  were  the  profes- 
sional men  appointed  for  the  purpose 
of  estimating  the  value  of  the  torpedo, 
and  on  their  recommendation  the  Govern- 
ment came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
best  interests  of  the  country  demanded 
that  we  should  have  the  exclusive  pur- 
chase of  this  torpedo.  Then,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Central  Division  of  Bradford  fMr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  had  asked  if  the  Government 
were  prepared  to  send  this  subject  to  be 
dealt  witii  by  a  Select  Committee.  The 
Gh>vemment  is  not  prepared  to  do  so. 
This  is  one  of  those  thmgs  which  must 
be  proposed  to  the  House  on  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Government^  and  the 
Government  were  quite  prepared  to 
accept  the  responsibility  for  their  action. 
For  these  reasons  the  Government  sub- 
mitted the  proposal,  in  the  full  belief 
that  the  House  would  support  them  in 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  ^ 


securing  the  most  efficient  means  pos- 
sible of  defending  the  country. 

Sir  EDWARD  REED  (Cardiff):  I 
think,  Mr.  Courtney,  that  we  should 
recognize  that,  not  only  is  a  new  prin- 
ciple involved  in  this  proposal,  but  it  is 
ako  of  the  greatest  importance  to  under- 
stand why  this  anxiety  exists  to  get  money 
voted  to  make  payment  for  a  thing  the 
nature  of  which  iB  not  well  understood, 
and  the  result  of  which  in  use  is  not  at 
all  known  for  certain,  is  so  great.  This 
new  expenditure  which  is  proposed  wonM, 
in  my  opinion,  be  the  first  of  a  type,  and 
would  introduce  a  totally  novel  addidcm 
to  the  Estimates  of  the  Public  Sernoe 
of  a  very  extensive  and  certainly  most 
extraordinary  character.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mjr.  E.  Stanhope)  has  given  the 
House  the  names  of  the  gentlemen  upon 
whose  authority  this  expenditure  has 
been  undertaken.  Well,  Sir,  as  I  look 
at  the  matter,  it  is  a  remarkable  fact 
that  every  name,  with  the  single  excep- 
tion of  a  most  distinguished  chemist,  is 
—if  I  heard  the  names  correctly,  and  I 
think  I  did — that  of  a  military  or  naval 
officer.  Well,  I  should  like  to  know 
where  are  the  names  of  distinguished 
mechanical  men  ?  Why  was  not  one  of 
these  appointed  ? 

Mr.  HENNIKER    HEATON:  He 
would  tell  the  secret. 

Sib  EDWARD  REED:  I  do  not 
know  why  a  mechanical  man  should  tell 
the  secret  any  more  than  a  military  or 
naval  man.  A  great  deal  of  the  money 
voted  by  this  Bouse  is  voted  by  pro- 
fessional advice,  which  is  invaluable,* 
but  care  is  taken  that  the  Oonmiittee  of 
advice  shall  be  very  complete  and  com- 
petent. The  noble  Lord  the  First  Lwd 
of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton), who  will  be  moving  in  a  few  days 
the  Navy  Estimates,  has  published  a 
statement  which  embodies  an  elaborate 
and  clear  explanation  of  the  misappro- 
priation of  large  sums  of  the  public 
money.  [^rnUrruptum.']  Sir,  it  is  tiM 
privilege  of  a  Member  of  this  Com- 
mittee to  make  a  remark  by  way  of 
illustration,  and  I  hope  nothing  wiH 
ever  happen  to  dejaive  MembOT  <rf 
that  privilege.  l%is  proposed  purohass 
is  a  matter  which  will  admit  of  deky, 
and  this  House  will,  in  my  hnmUo 
opinion,  be  very  muoh  wanting  in  ilt 
duty  to  the  public  if  it  shom  vM 
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fiuch  an  immense  sum  for  an  invention 
.  about  which  it  knows  nothing,  and  which 
is  likely  to  be  succeeded  by  fifty  others  in 
a  very  short  time,  setting  up  Uke  claims 
upon  the  public  purse. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  It  is  not  denied  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  Stanhope)  that  this  is  a  novel 
proposal,  and  I  beg  to  add,  having  some 
acquaintance  with  mechanics  and  in- 
ventions, that  the  Government  will  soon 
find  that  they  may  expect  to  have  their 
hands  kept  full  by  the  claims  of  hare- 
brained inventing  individuals.  I  wish 
to  know  whether  there  is  no  way  in 
which  the  Government  can  escape,  and 
whether  the  Government  is  able  to  see 
the  impropriety  of  what  it  has  done.  It 
is  impossible  for  the  Government  to 
make  any  arrangement  with  this  gentle- 
man  (Mr.  Brennan)  except  subject  to 
the  approval  of  the  House,  and  I  would 
urge  that  this  now  is  the  time  when  we 
should  fairly  and  fully  consider  the 
merits  of  the  matter.  Of  all  property 
in  the  world,  property  in  inventions  and 
patents  is  the  most  precarious  and  the 
most  perishable  property.  Very  fre- 
quently it  occurs  that  the  man  who  has 
largely  spent  his  money  in  purchasing  a 
patent,  has  found  out  soon  that  that 
patent  has  been  completely  superseded. 
I  would  like  to  ask  whether  the  Govern- 
ment have  80  far  committed  themselves 
that  it  is  not  open  to  the  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  consider  the 
propriety  of  adopting  this  proposal? 
What  security  had  they  that  this  in- 
vention was  not  superseded?  What 
security  had  the  country  that  the  in- 
vention was  going  to  be  kept  a  secret  ? 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  Government 
could  give  this  Committee  a  guarantee 
that  the  secret  would  be  kept  for  three 
months.  There  are  many  men  in  the 
service  of  the  State  who,  for  money,  are 
willing  to  divulge  the  secrets  of  their 
Departments  of  the  Government,  and 
this  iuTontion  is  just  one  of  those  secrets 
where  the  men  can  be  tempted  to  divulge 
the  knowledge  that  they  possess.  I  do 
not  think  that  it  is  possible  to  manu- 
facture these  torpedoes  and  keep  the 
matter  secret  amongst  the  workmen. 
There  is  a  very  novel  principle  being 
introduced  in  connection  with  this  affair, 
and  if  the  invention  is  worth  £110,000, 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  we  may 
bate  a  miUiou  charged  beforo  long  to 


the  taxpayers.  The  Military  and  Naval 
expenditure  of  this  country  is  ever  on 
the  increase,  and  my  opinion  in  regard 
to  this  portion  of  it  is  that  this  torpedo, 
which  we  propose  to  purchase  at  un 
enormous  cost,  will  soon  be  superseded 
by  another  invention.  I  do  not  at  all 
wish  to  condemn  the  invention,  but  I  do 
wish  to  enforce  the  fact  that  the  House 
is  not  clearly  in  a  position  to  know  its 
value,  for  the  recommending  authorities, 
not  being  mechanical  experts,  have  not 
sufficient  knowledge  to  declare  the  value 
of  the  invention.  The  proposal  of  mj' 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cen- 
tral Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  that 
a  Select  Committee  should  examine  the 
matter,  does  not  design  to  throw  over- 
board all  acceptance  of  the  toipedo,  and 
I  hope  this  Committee  may  be  divided 
on  pressing  this  suggestion  on  the  Gt)- 
vernment  in  order  that  we  may  not  rush 
blindfold  on  the  proposal,  and  open  the 
door  to  all  manner  of  extravagance  and 
folly  in  regard  to  such  inventions  in  the 
future.  I  believe  that  the  Government 
should  be  specially  careful  in  entering 
upon  a  large  matter  of  this  kind,  and, 
for  that  reason,  I  would  impress  on  them 
the  need  of  the  whole  thing  coming  be- 
fore a  Select  Committee  upstairs.  I 
venture  to  think  that  we  should  be  held 
to  blame  and  responsibility  if  we  com- 
mitted the  House  and  the  country  to 
this  expenditure  upon  such  a  very  short 
and  inadequate  discussion.  I  may  say 
that,  personally,  I  am  in  favour  of  a 
royalty  being  paid ;  but  just  at  present 
it  is  my  intention,  should  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Central  Bradford 
press  to  a  Division  on  this  point  on  the 
principle  of  safeguarding  the  public 
money,  to  vote  with  him  in  order  to  pro- 
test against  the  rash  conduct  of  the 
Government  in  laying  this  enormous 
charge  on  the  House. 

The  first  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  I  hope  the  House  will 
accept  this  Yote,  and  I  can  assure  the 
House  that  it  was  only  after  very  grave 
consideration,  and  with  a  full  sense  of 
their  responsibility,  that  the  Government 
placed  this  Vote  in  the  Estimates.  This 
torpedo  is  not  a  new  affair  at  all.  It 
has  been  under  trial  for  many  years. 
The  value  of  it  has  been  testified  to 
by  every  engineer  officer  who  had  been 
present  at  the  experiments,  and  there  is 
no  doubt  whatever  in  tb^  minds  of  alL 
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it   could   not  possiUj  b#  earned  iirt« 
effect,  and  that  being  so,  I  for  one  Am 
prepared,  wi&  a  perfecdy  light  heart, 
to  vote  the  sum  whidi  is  demanded.   I 
ahoold  like,  however,  to  say  why  Ida 
so.    My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Central  Bradford  has  referred  to  the 
feeling  in  the  eoonhy  ia  regard  to  aiat' 
ters  of  this  kind.     Well,  I  am  foiag  to 
ezpreas  the  feeling  whidi  preraiis  in  my 
part  of  the  country  in  regard  to  osr 
coast  defences,  and  to  the  yalne  of  to^ 
pedoes  in  our   estuary.    I  repreaent  a 
town  10  or  12  miles  from  the  sea,  and  it 
is  not  too  much  to  say  that  our  case  is 
analogous    with  that    of   many  other 
towna.    For  instance,  at  Middleahroagii, 
and  also  at  Stockton,  there  has  been  a 
great  expenditure   of  money  on  iron* 
works  and  works  of  erery  descriptioQ, 
but  at  this  moment  they,  as  wsU  as  the 
towns  themselyes,  are  at  the  ner^of 
any  enemy's  ship,  which,  if  it  should  nm 
up  the  Tees,  eoidd  destroy  proper^  to 
the  value  of  millions.     The  War  Offiee 
have  already  made  preparation  for  a 
torpedo   staticm  near  the    South  Pier 
within  the  estuary  of   the  Tees,  and 
I  am  of  opinion  that  it  will  be  of 
enormous  service  to  the  towns  on  tiiat 
river.    The   towiM   there  are  entirely 
unprotected,  and   what    is  lar|;ely  re- 
quired is  a  torpedo  such  as  this  is  da* 
acribed  to  be,  and  auch  as  I  hope  it  mi^ 
prove  to  be.     It  will  be  of  enonsoos 
value  for  our  unprotected  coasts,  and  I 
believe  that  no  quanti^  of  guns  are  e6 
likely  to  prove  ^ective   in  the  woik 
of  coaat  protection  as  a  torpedo  of  this 
kind.    I  trust   that  that  circumstance 
will  be  taken  into  consideration  by  this 
Houae,  and  I  am  sure  that  it  will  be  by 
those  who  are  interested  in  ti^e  towns  on 
the  River  Tees,    on  the  banka  of  the 
Humber,    and   on    other    unproteoted 
rivers  and  estuaries.    If  the  torpedo  in 
any  wav  approaches  the  ex|>ectations 
indulged  in  in  regard  to  it^  it  will  be 
well  worth  the  money  asked  for  it^    I 
heartily  support  the  Vote. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHEE  (Oumberiatd, 
Penrith) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  should  like  to 
put  one  Question  to  my  hon.  Friend  tte 
Surveyor  General  of  Cmnance,  and  that 
is,  whether  Mr.  Young  Terry,  of  whose 
dismissal  from  Chatham  Dockyard  we 
have  heard  liiis  evening,  has  had  any  ef 
the  drawings  of  this  torpedo  in  his  hand? 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  bound  to  aay  diat>  A 


who  at  that  testing  had  any  acquaintance 
with  the  torpedo,  that  if  the  Oovemment 
had  not  acquired  it,  the  secret  would 
have  been  made  a  very  profitable  one 
for  general  use.  Well,  Sir,  we  were 
patisned  and  convinced  that  it  would  be 
against  the  best  interests  of  this  country 
that  that  secret  should  come  into  gene- 
ral use,  and  even  if  we  preserved  it  to 
ourselves  for  the  five  years  during  which 
the  money  would  have  to  be  paid,  we 
shall  secure  a  very  great  advantage  to 
this  country.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Portsmouth 
(Sir  William  Grossman)  suggests  that 
we  should  pay  a  royalty  to  the  inventor 
instead  of  the  arrangement  proposed. 
I  am  altogether  opposed  to  the  royalty 
principle,  and  I  believe  it  would  be  of 
no  advantage  to  us,  for  if  we  made  such 
an  agreement  it  would  be  impossible  for 
us  to  prevent  the  weapon  being  offered 
to  other  countries,  and  the  Government 
regarding  the  interests  of  this  country, 
was  not  prepared  to  incur  that  responsi- 
bility. Besides,  no  person  of  experience 
in  this  matter  has  any  doubt  whatever 
about  the  necessity  for  our  action,  and 
the  Government  would  be  very  reluc- 
tant indeed  to  withdraw  their  proposal. 
I  am  satisfied  that  it  will  be  a  good 
thing  for  this  country,  because  I  think 
we  shall  get  a  perfect  defence  for  our 
coast  at  a  comparatively  small  cost.  Sir, 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Central  Division  of  Bradford 
aug^sts  a  Select  Oommittee,  but  I  am 
afraid  that  the  House  must  either  accept 
this  Vote  or  reject  it.  If  they  reject 
the  Vote  it  passes  out  of  our  hands. 
That  is  the  conclusion  at  which  we  have 
arrived  ;  and  if  it  does  pass  out  of  our 
hands  I  believe  that  the  countrv  will 
sustain  a  very  great  loss,  and  also  be 
exposed  to  a  very  great  risk. 

Mr. DODDS (Stockton):  Mr. Speaker, 
I  will  not  detain  the  Mouse  for  more 
than  a  moment  or  two,  but  there  are 
circumstances  connected  with  this  matter 
to  which  I  should  like  to  refer.  I  agree 
with  many  of  my  hon.  Friends  on  this 
side  of  the  House  that  it  would  be  pre- 
ferable to  pay  by  royalty  rather  than  in 
a  lump  sum,  providing  a  scheme  of  that 
kind  could  have  been  arranged.  But 
we  have  heard  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  as  well  as  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  such  a  scheme 
was  suggested,  but  it  was  found  that 
Ur.  m  H.  Smith 
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my  optaioD,  the  Gorernment  havd  done 
perfisctlj  right  in  purchasing  this  tor- 
pedo; for  even  if  the  torpedo  is  nothing 
more  tiian  it  is  represented  to  be,  the 
price  seems  to  be  a  veij  small  one.  On 
several  occasions  in  this  House  I  have 
taken  an  opportunity  in  the  discussions 
on  the  Estimates  to  complain  of  the 
Qoveniment  for  hating  reused  to  pur- 
chase valuable  information  and  inyen- 
tions  offered  them,  and  allowed  them  to 
be  sold  to  other  oountries.  I  should, 
therefore,  if  I  opposed  this  Vote,  be 
acting  in  opposition  to  the  principle  I 
have  always  advocated.  Some  years 
ago,  an  invention  was  offered  to  our 
Government  which  might  be  utilized 
for  fast  cruisers,  and  although  a  fa- 
Tourable  report  was  made  on  it,  after 
experiments  had  been  made,  the  Eng- 
lish Ghovemment  of  the  day  refused 
to  spend  any  money  in  furtherance 
of  it.  The  invention  was  shortly  af  ter- 
ivards  adopted  by  the  German  Govern- 
ment. I  admit  that  at  the  time  it  was 
offered  to  our  Government  it  was  not 
in  a  very  practical  or  complete  form ; 
but  still  there  was  sufficient  to  show  the 
value  of  the  invention.  The  German 
Government,  as  I  said  before,  took  it 
up,  found  the  little  money  the  inventor 
required,  and  enabled  him  to  complete 
it,  and  have  now  adopted  it  throughout 
their  entire  Service.  I  cannot  approve 
the  proposal  to  submit  this  matter  to  a 
Committee.  How  is  a  Oommittee  to 
judge  in  a  matter  like  this  ?  If  I  were 
on  such  a  Committee  I  could  form  no 
opinion  unless  I^had  the  whole  thing 
explained  to  me.  If  it  were  so  ex- 
plained, there  would  be  this  danger — 
that,  in  the  course  of  casual  conversa- 
tion, an  hon.  Member,  in  perfect  uncon- 
sciousness, might  allow  the  secret  to 
escape.  But  my  strong  point  is  that  no 
Committee  could  form  an  opinion  on  the 
value  of  the  invention  and  the  desira- 
bility of  acquiring  it  without  having  the 
whole  matter  before  them,  and  that,  it 
seems  to  me,  would  defeat  the  whole 
object  of  purohadng  the  invention.  I, 
therefore,  for  these  reasons,  heartily 
support  the  Vote,  being  fully  prepared 
to  accept  the  opinion  of  the  scientific 
advisers  of  the  Government  who  have 
had  the  matter  in  hand.  The  responsi- 
bility is  on  their  shoulders.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen like  myself  would  not,  I  should 
think,  deem  themselves  capable  to  judge 
in  this  matter^     In  questions  of  tms 


kind  the  whole  responsibility  must  re?t 
upon  the  shoulders  of  those  who  are  the 
responsible  advisers  of  the  Government. 
They  have  declared  that  this  invention 
will  prove  of  considerable  value  to  this 
country ;  and,  that  being  so,  I  think  the 
Government  would  act  very  wrongly  in- 
deed if  they  refused  to  acquire  it  on 
reasonable  terms. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  only  one  observa- 
tion to  make,  and  that  is  on  a  point 
which  seems  to  have  escaped  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee.  I  understood  an 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  to  say  that  this 
invention  was  no  secret,  as  there  are  two 
Governments  who,  knowing  of  it,  are 
ready  to  buy  it  at  a  much  higher  price. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON:  No, 
Sir ;  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  said  that 
while  the  invention  was  a  secret,  the 
knowledge  of  the  power  it  possesses  and 
the  work  it  can  do  is  no  secret. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH:  I  understood 
the  hon.  Member  to  say  that  two  Go- 
vernments were  prepared  to  pay  double 
the  price  for  it  which  our  Govemn^ent 
is  now  about  to  give.  If  I  were  mis- 
taken, I  have  nothing  to  add ;  but  if  the 
statement  be  true— and  if  it  were  not,  I 
presume  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
have  committed  himself  to  it,  nor  would 
he  have  made  it,  unless  he  had  had  some 
communication  with  the  person  who  is 
ofiPering  to  sell  the  invention — then  I  am 
bound  to  assume  that  no  Government 
would  be  so  foolish  as  to  bid  £220,000  for 
something  of  which  they  knew  nothing 
at  all.  If  the  statement  be  true— and  I 
assume  that  it  is— then  the  Government 
have  within  this  House,  and  on  their 
own  side,  evidence  that  this  secret  has 
already  been  disclosed. 

Dr.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I 
rise,  not  for  the  purpose  of  going  against 
this  Vote,  or,  indeed,  with  the  object  of 
advocating  the  purchase  of  this  torpedo. 
But  I  have  an  altogether  difiPerent  in- 
tention in  rising  to  take  part  in  this 
debate.  In  the  first  place,  I  certainly 
wish  to  congratulate  the  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance,  who,  in  a  tho- 
roughly nice  and  courteous  way,  gave 
this  Committee  all  the  information  in 
his  power.  I  should  recommend  him  as 
an  example  to  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
that  Bench ;  and  I  can  assure  them  that 
such  courtesy,  and  such  a  readiness  to 
give  explanations,  will  always  meet  with 
a  certain  amount  of  reciprocity  on  these 
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Benches ;  and,  while  cong^talating  the 
Surf  eyor  General  of  Ordnance,  I  should 
also  like  to  do,  if  possible,  a  good  turn 
for  the  unfortunate  patentee,  who,  we 
are  told,  could  get  so  much  more  for  his 
invention  if  he  took  it  elsewhere.  If  he 
can  do  that,  I  really  do  not  see  why  we 
should  interfere  with  him.  If  I  were  a 
friend  of  the  patentee— and  I  am  told 
he  is  an  Irishman — I  do  not,  of  course, 
endorse  a  thing  simply  because  it  is  done 
by  an  Irishman  ;  and,  for  instance,  I 
could  not  endorse  all  the  actions  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  North  Armagh 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Order,  order ! 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  merely  mention 
that,  Sir,  as  an  explanation.  Now,  Sir,  a 
highly  dangerous  remark  escaped  from 
the  right  hou.  GFentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasuiy,  who  said  he  sincerely 
hoped  it  woula  soon  be  in  general  use, 
like,  as  the  advertisements  say,  Mrs. 
Winslow's  Syrup,  which  should  be  used 
in  every  family.  I  think  that  such  a 
statement  was  ill-advised ;  and  I  sin- 
cerely hope  that  if  the  Government  is 
going  to  purchase  this  torpedo,  it  will 
not  become  an  article  of  ordinanr  and 
general  use.  I  hope,  too,  the  know- 
ledge will  not  be  imparted  to  other 
nations.  I  have  fulfilled  the  objects  I 
had  in  rising^ — first,  to  compliment  the 
Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance ;  next,  to 
do  a  good  turn  for  the  patentee ;  and, 
finally,  to  warn  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  against  the  use  of  indis- 
criminate language. 

Mr,  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness)  : 
The  Committee  have  to  consider  whether 
or  not  this  torpedo  is  worth  the  money 
which  is  proposed  to  pay  for  it.  It  has 
been  suggested  that  the  question  should 
be  referred  to  a  Committee  of  this 
House.  But  the  right  Committee  to 
report  upon  such  an  apparatus  as  this  is 
a  Committee  of  Experts.  They  have  re- 
ported on  it;  and,  in  spite  of  what  has 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  Reed),  who  knows 
perfectly  well  that  no  better  Committee 
could  have  been  found  in  this  country 
to  report  on  such  a  torpedo  as  this,  I 
must  say  that  the  Admiralty  seem  to  me 
to  have  obtained  the  very  best  advice 
they  could  before  entering  into  the 
agreement.  I  shall  have  no  hesitation 
in  accepting  the  advice  given  by  this 
Committee  of  Experts. 

Dr.  Tanner 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ajes  77; 
Noos  192  :  Majority  115.— (Div.  Lbt, 
No.  57.) 

Original  Qaettaon  put,  and  «^r«f#  U. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

METROPOLITAN    OPEN    SPACES   ACT 
(1881)  EXTENSION  BILL. 

{Sir  John  Lnbbock,  Mr.  Dalrympif,  Sir  CkerUi 
Forater,  Mr,  Houldstcorth^  Mr,  Reid,  SirAthirt 
JtoUit,  Mr.  Soli.) 

[bill  171.]      SECOND  READIKG. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  TJm- 
versity):  I  beg  to  move  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  which  has  for  its 
object  the  extension  to  other  parts  of 
the  country  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  In  many 
places  throughout  the  coimtry  there  are 
open  spaces  arising  from  burying  grounds 
disused,  which  have  fallen  into  any- 
thinfi^  but  a  creditable  condition,  and 
which  it  would  be  well  for  the  neigh- 
bourhood to  have  kept  in  proper  order, 
for  the  recreation  of  inhabitants  of  the 
town.  But  it  has  been  decided,  legally, 
that  the  expense  of  keeping  such  space 
in  order  must  fall  upon  the  rates  of  the 
particular  parish  in  which  the  ground  is 
situated,  although  there  may  be  more 
than  one  parish  interested.  In  Walsall, 
for  example,  there  is  such  a  disused 
burial  ground,  and  it  is  felt  that  it 
would  be  an  advcmtaKe  to  the  town  if 
such  were  kept  in  oraer ;  the  Corpora- 
tion are  willing  to  undertake  thedaty 
of  keeping  it  so,  if  they  had  authority 
for  so  doing,  which,  at  present,  they 
have  not.  Under  the  present  state  of 
the  law  it  rests  with  the  parish.  The 
same  difficulty  was  continually  felt  in  the 
Metropolis,  before  it  was  put  an  end  to 
by  the  Act  of  1881.  Experience  of  that 
Act  is  most  satisfactory:  it  has  been 
attended  with  much  public  advantage; 
and,  especially  under  the  auspices  of 
the  Public  Gardens  Association,  many 
disused  buryins^  grounds  have  been  put 
into  order,  and  serve  as  pleasant  gar- 
dens. In  many  towns  the  need  of  such 
an  Act  is  much  folt,  whereby,  at  a  small 
outlay,  the  Municipal  Authorities  may 
keep  in  neatQoss  an4  order  hurjing 
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grounds  that  liaye  fallen  into  a  state  of 
neglect.  I  hope  the  House  will  agree  to 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  which 
wiU  enable  disused  burial  grounds  to  be 
kept  in  proper  order  at  very  slight  ex- 
pense, and  to  the  general  advantage  of 
the  ratepayers.  I  now  beg  to  move  the 
second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Str  John  Lubhoeh.) 

Db.  TANNEE  (Cork  Ck).,  Midi:  I 
may  explain  that  I  had  blocked  this  Bill 
earlier,  and  I  did  so  in  consequence  of 
finding  a  similar  Bill  for  Ireland  had 
been  blocked  by  Members  from  both 
Bides  of  the  House.  It  was,  therefore, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  interposing  with 
any  factious  opposition  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  that  I  did  so.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill  I  believe  to  be  a 
thoroughly  good  one,  and  one  that  I 
should  wish  to  promote  by  every  means 
in  my  power.  I  make  this  personal  ex- 
planation to  show  that  my  action  was 
solely  in  consequence  of  the  treatment 
of  the  Irish  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.} : 
I  am  glad  my  hon.  Friend  has  with- 
drawn his  block  against  this  Bill ;  we 
must  now  do  our  best,  when  the  Bill 
reaches  its  Committee  stage,  to  endea- 
vour to  apply  to  Ireland  the  principle 


which,  with  all  their  Unionist  proclivi- 
ties, Tory  Members  would  deny  us. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 


lonbosf  cobpoeation  (charges  of 
malversatiok). 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  do  con- 
sist of  Five  Memhen  to  ho  nominated  hy  the 
Committee  of  Selection. 

Ot'dertd^  That  Two  Memhen  of  the  House,  to 
he  named  hy  the  Committee  of  Selection,  ho 
appointed  to  propose  and  examine  witnesses, 
hut  without  the  power  of  voting.— (If/*.  Brad^ 
laugh,) 

CRIMINAL  LAW   (cOSTS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  ^Ir.  Milvain,  Bill  to  amend  the 

Law  relating  to  Costs  in  Criminal  Cases,  ordered 

to  he  hrought  in  hy  Mr.  Milvain,  Mr.  Wharton, 

Mr.  Lockwood,  and  Mr.  Molloy. 

Bill  pre$enlcdy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  191.] 

VAGRANT  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  C.  Dyke  Acland,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Vagrant  Act,  ordered  to  he  hrought 
in  hy  Mr.  C.  Dyke  Acland,  Mr.  Caine,  Mr. 
Harry  Davenport,  Sir  Rohert  Fowler,  Sir  John 
Kencaway,  and  Mr.  Henry  Wilson. 
'BWlpreeenled,  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  192.] 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  Minutee 
hefore  Two  o'clock. 


[INDEX. 
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ABRAHAM,    Mr.    W.,    Glanmgan, 
Ehondda 
Mines  Regulation — Accident  at  the  Rhondda 
Colliery,  477 

Abraham,  Mr.  W.,  Limeneh^  W. 

Ireland — Fishery  Weirs— State  Weirs  on  the 
Lower  Shannon,  C99 
Labourers'  Acts— Labourers*  Cottages,  Co. 
Limerick,  1577 

AoLAND,  Mr.  0.  T.  D.,  Cornteall,  Zaun- 
cetion 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Volunteer  Artillery 
—Supply  of  Field  Guns,  1072 

VOL.  CKXJXI.      [thibd  sbribs.] 


Addison,  Mr.  J.  E.  W.,  Aihton-under- 
Lyne 
Ambleside    Railway,    Instruction     to    Com- 
mittee, 450 
First  Offenders,  2  R.  115 
Law  of  Evidecce— Evidence  of  Accused   Per- 
sons, 709 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886>7) — 
Public  Education,  Ireland,  ld50 

Admibalty — First  Lord  {iee  Hamilton, 
Eight  Hon.  Lord  Q.  F.) 

Admibalty — Secretary  to  {see  Forwood, 
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Admiralty— A  Lord  of  {see  Ashmbad- 
Bartlbtt,  Mr.  E.) 

Admiralty— A  Lord  of  (see  Bbresford, 
Lord  C.  W.  de  la  P.) 

AdulteraUon   AoU—Lieemed    VictuaUen 
in  Westminster 
Qucftion,   Mr.   J.   G.  Talbot;  AnsWor,   The 
Secretary  of  State  for  tho  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthewi)  Mar  8,  1574 

Advocate,  The  Lord  {see  Maodonald, 
Bigbt  Hon.  J.  H.  A.) 

Africa  {East  Coast) 

Portugal—The  Zaviibar  Coat<,  Question,  Dr. 
Cameron  :  Answer,  Tlio  Under  Secretory  of 
Stote  for  Foreign  Afl&iirs  (Sir  James  Fer- 
gusson)  Feb  2B,  715  ^    «.  -r 

Rumoured  Amnexalion  of  Territory  by  England, 
Question.  Mr.  Richard;  Answer, The  Under 
Secretary  of  SUt»  for  Foroijjn  Affairs  (Sir 
Jame?  Fergusson)  Mar  10,  1721 

Slave  Traffic,  Suppreaion  of  the.  Question, 
Sir  Henry  Tyler;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fcrguison)  Feb  18,  48 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Ilanbury;  Answer,  Tho  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
Mar  1,  880 

Africa  {South) 

Progress  of  Affairs --Lord  Salisbury's  Letter 

in  "Ths    Times,"   Questions,    Mr.   0.    V. 

Morgan,  Sir  Robert  Fowler;  Answers,  The 

Secretory  of   Stote  for  the  Colonies  (Sir 

Henry  Uolland)  Feb  25,  583 
Zululand,  Question,  Mr.  Channing  ;    Answer, 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir 

Uenry  Holland)  Feb  24,  457 


Allotmenti 

Aancuhural   Statistics ^Unocctqned   Famt, 

QuesUon,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay  :  Answer,  Tke 

Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Lord 

John  Manners)  Feb  18.  24 
Allotments  for  Small  tiouseltoUsrs-LegiOa- 

tion.   Question,   Mr.    Cobb ;    Answer,  The 

Presid«»nt  of  the  Local  Goremment  Board, 

(Mr.  Ritchie)  Feb  24,  469 

Agricultural  Labourers,  Quoation,  Mr.  Wslsh ; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treeserj 

(Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Feb  28,  722 

Ambleside  Railway  Bill 
e.  Moved,  "  That  it  bo  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Ambleside  Railway  Bill, 
to  inquire  and  report  whether  the  proposed 
Railway  will  interfere  with  the  enjoyment  of 
the  public,  who  anmiaUy  Tisit  tho  Lake 
District,  by  injuriously  affecting  the  scenery 
in  the  neighbourhood,  or  otherwise;  and 
that  they  have  power  to  receive  Efidenee 
upon  the  subject"  (Jfr.  Bryce)Febil,US 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  whether"  insert 
"  the  scenery  in  the  neighbourhood  will  be 
injuriously  affected  or  otherwise,  and  tliat 
tho  Committee  have  power  to  receive  local 
Evidence  upon  the  subject"  {Mr.  Lahou' 
chere);  Question  proposed,  "That  the 
words,  Ac. ; "  after  short  debate,  Movwl, 
"  That  the  Debate  bo  now  adjourned"  {Mr. 
W.  H.  James)  ;  after  further  short  debate, 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Debate  sd- 
jouroed 

Debate  resumed  F<f6  24,  440 ;  after  debate, 
Question  pot;  A.  225,  N.  118;  M.  107 
(D.  L.  20) 

Mnin  Question  put;  A.  281,  N.  IW;  UM 
(D.  L.  21) 

Ambrose,  Mr.  W.,  Middlesex,  Harrow 
Parliament— Business  of  th«  noasa(ftnle8  of 
Procedure)— Rule   1   (Clowiro  of  Dd»te), 
Res.  426 


Africa  { West  Coast)  _     ^       , 

Mr,  a.  H.  Johnston,  Bet  Majesty's  Vice  Consul, 
Question,  Mr.  A.  E.  Pease ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretory  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Mar  10,  1742 
The  Gold  Coast— -Contemplated  Acquisition  of 
Territory  by  England,  Question,  Mr.  Uan- 
bury ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Slate  for 
the  Colonies(Sir  Henry  Holland)  Mar  3, 1081 

Agriculture  and  Depression  of  Trade 

Royal  Commission  on  —  The  Report  —  Cheap 

Edition,  Question,  Sir  John  R.  Mowbray  ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 

Jackson)  Feb  18,  44 
Legislation.  Question,  Mr.  Heneago  ;  Answer, 

The    First   Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 

H.  Smith)  Feb  22,  dOi 

Alien    Aets— Immigration    of    Destitute 
Aliens 
Question,    Cnptoin    Colomb ;     Answer,    The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affiiirs 
(Sir^James  Fergusson)  Mar  10,  1724 


Amdbbson,  Mr.  0.  H..  Elgin  and  Natm 
Crofters*    Holdings    (Scotland)     Act    (1886) 

Amendment  (No.  2),  2R.  1020 
Egypt— Proposal  of  Sir  II.  Drummond  Wolff, 

166 
Licensed  Premises  (Earlier  Closinf)(Scotland), 

2R.  1548  ^  ,      . 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House-Order  or 

Supply,  1301  , 

Parliament— Business  of  tho  House  (Kulea  « 
Procedure)  -  Rule   1   (Closure  of  Defcate], 
Res.  900 
Secretory  for  Scotland,  1749 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  18S6-7)- 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Bttildinfi,  «. 
763 
Local  Government  Board,  Ac  814 
Post  Office,  1538 

Anstrutheb,  Colonel  E.  H.  L.,  SufcO, 
Woodbridge  / 

Great  Eastern  Railway  and  Felixstowe  tuii* 
way  and  Dock  Companieih  2U,  4i0         ^ 
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Appellate  Jnrisdictioii  Bill  [o.i..] 

(Tht  Lord  Chancellor) 
I.  Moved,   «*Tbat  the   Bill    be  now  read   3''" 
Feb  18, 8  (No.  25) 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("  noir,")  add  ("  this  day 
gix  months ")  ( The  Lord  Demnan) ;  on 
Qaestion  that  ("  now/*)  &c.,  resolved  in  the 
afihrmative ;  Bill  read  2* 

Abmt  ( QustWotu) 

Army  and  Navy — "  Contraelt  and  Suppliei,** 
Qaettion»  Mr.  J.  Rowlands  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) Feb  24.  476 

Commanding  Ofieers,  Retirement  of,  Qaestion, 
General  Frascr ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  SUnhope)  Mar  10, 
1723 

Staf  Paymasters,  Promotion  of,  (^estion, 
Colonel  Duncan  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
SUte  for  War  (Mr«  E.  Stanhope)  Mar  10. 
1781 

Commissions,  Examinations  for  ^  The  Engl'sh 
Language f  Question,  Mr.  Johnston  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  Ftb  21,  156 

Standard  of  Visual  Aeuteness,  Question,  Sir 
Guyer  llunter ;  Answer.  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Mar  10, 
1736 

Knightshridge  and  DubHn  Barracks,  Insani- 
tary Condition  of.  Question,  Observations, 
The  Marquess  of  Ormonde,  Lord  Ellen- 
borough  ;  Reply,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
Sute  for  War  (Lord  Harris)  Feb  25,  559 

Medical  Ofieers  —  Status,  Question.  Major 
Rasch ;  Answer.  The  Secretary  of  State  tor 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  28,  690  ;  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Guyer  llunter;  Answer,  The  Se- 
creUry  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
Mar  8, 1084 

Pwrehase  of  Horses  for  Military  Service  in 
Canada  and  by  Foreign  Oovemments,  Ques- 
tion, General  Sir  William  Grossman ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  Feb  21, 164 ;  Question,  Colonel 
Hughes- Uallett ;  Answer,  'J'he  Secretary  of 
Sute  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  28, 
704 

Boyal  Horse  Artillery,  The — Rumoured  Re- 
duetion  of  the  Foree^  Question,  Sir  llenry 
Tyler ;  Answer,  The  SecreUry  of  State  for 
War  rkr.  £.  Sunhope)  Feb  25,  578  ;  Ques- 
tion, General  Fraser ;  Answer.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  SUnhope) 
Feb  28,  694 

Royal  Military  College,  Sandhurst,  and  Royal 
Military  Academy,  Woolwich  —  Report  of 
the  Board  of  Visitors,  Question,  Observa- 
tions, The  Earl  of  Strafford  ;  Reply.  The 
Under  SecreUry  of  State  for  War  (Lord 
Harris)  Feb  28.  668 

Singapore,  Fortification  of— Armament,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Henniker  Ueaton ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  SUn- 
hope)  iforl,  882 

The  Imperial  Institute,  Subscription  to  — 
Supposed  Circular  of  the  Commander-in-' 
Chief,  Questions,  Mr.  1\  Stanhope.  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor;  Answers,  The  Secre- 
Ury of  SUte  for   War  (Mr.   E.  Sunhope) 

[ami. 


AEur—^ont. 

Feb  22,  297  ;  —  The  Raglan  Barracks, 
Questions.  Mr.  Cony  ben  re  ;  Answers.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) Feb  28,  708 
Warlike  Stores,  Royal  Commission  on^The 
Report,  Question,  Colonel  Hughes- llaliett  ; 
Answer.  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  SUnhopc)  Feb  25.  560 

Ordnancb  Bbfartmbxt 

Inspector  of  Saddlery  at  Woolwich,  Question, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Sur. 
veyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  North- 
eote)  Mar  7,  1899 

Superintendent  of  the  Small  Arms  Fact-ry, 
Enfield  Lock,  Question.  Dr.  Tanner;  An- 
swer, The  SecreUry  of  State  for  War  (Mi*. 
E.  Stanhope)  Mar  10.  1743 

Cartridges 

Boxer  Martini- Henry  Cartridges  at  Woolwich, 
Questions.  Colonel  Hughes- Uallett ;  An- 
swers. The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance 
(Mr.  Northcote)  Feb  21,  159,  160  ;  Feb  24, 
482  ;  Feb  28,  704 

Solid-Drawn  Cartridge  Cases,  Question,  Mr. 
Caldwell ;  Answer.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  SUnhope)  Feb  24.  468  ; 
Question.  Colonel  Hughes-Hallett ;  Answer, 
The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr. 
Northcoto)  Mar  3,  1071 

Contract  for  Cartridges  for  Queensland^' 
Messrs,  Latimer  Clark  and  Co.,  Questions, 
Mr.  Hanbury.  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.  Do 
Lisle  ;  Answers.  The  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote)  Mar  8.  1582 

Defective  Weapons 
Cutlasses  and  Sword  Bayonets,  Explanation 
( Debate  Feb  7).  The  Under  SecreUry  of  State 
for  War  (Lord  Harris)  Feb  22.  279  ;  Ques- 
tion, Major  Rasch ;  Answer.  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  299  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  Answer.  The  Sur- 
veyor General  of  Ordnance  ( Mr.  Northcote) 
Feb  24,  479 

Guns 

Bursting  of  Rifled  OunS"  The  Return,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  John  Dorington  ;  Answer,  Tho 
SecreUry  ofSUte  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) Mar  10,  1725 
Deficiencies  in  Naval  Guns  and  Ammunition, 
Question,  Sir  TVilliam  I'lowden;  Answer, 
The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (.Mr. 
Northcote),  Ifar  1,882 

MlNUFACTURIKO  DEPARTMENT 

Manufacture  of  Machine  Guns  at  Enfield, 
Question,  Colonel  Hughes-Hallett ;  Answer, 
The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr. 
Northcote)  Feb  25,  577 

Manufacture  of  Steel  at  IFoolwieh,  Questions, 
Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Mr.  Mundella  ;  An- 
swers, The  SecreUry  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr. 
E.  SuahopHD)  Feb  21, 177  ;  Feb  28,  708 

Steel  for  Projectiles  ai  the  Royal  Laboratory, 
Question,     Mr.    Mundella ;    Anawer,    The 
SecreUry  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) lfor8,1588  ^r>,n\o 
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Auxiliary  Forces 
The  Militia  { Ireland) —Supplif  of  Martinu 
Hemy  Rijlft,  Quettion,  Colonel  Hufhes- 
Ilallett ;  Answer.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Mar  S.  1072 
Donegal  and  Tyrone  Militia,  Qocstion.  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Financial 
Secretary,  War  Department  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
Ifar  7.  1398 

The  Volunteers 

Extra  Pay  to  Permanent  Staff,  Quetlion. 
Colonel  Eyre  ;  Answer,  The  Seeretary  of 
8Ute  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  F<j6  18,  3» 

The  Capitation  Grant— Reeommendaiions  of 
the  Recent  Committee,  Question,  Mr.  Howard 
Vincent ;  Answer,  The  SecreUry  of  Suie 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Mar  8.  1061 

Marching  Allotvances  to  Volunteers,  Question, 
Mr.  Lnmhert ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Feb  18,28 

Medals  for  Volunteer  Non- Commissioned 
Oficers,  Question,  Baron  Dimsdale :  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
SUnhope)  Mar  4,  1257 

Volunteer  Artillery— Supply  of  Ount,  Question, 
Mr.  C.  T.  D.  Acland  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
Ury of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
Mar  3, 1072 

Armt  (India) 

Madras^Army  Clothing  Contracts,  Quettion, 
Mr.  Iloyle;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  SUtc  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Mar  10, 
1738 

Medical  Staff  —  Brigade  Surgeon  William 
Graves,  Question,  Colonel  Ilughes-Uallett ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Suto  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  SUnhope)  Mar  10,  1725 

Arm^  —  Roffal  Commmion  on  Warlike 
Stores — Defective  Weapons  and  Stores 
Moved,  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
*'  Return  of  the  schedule  of  complaints  and 
defects  printed  by  the  War  Office  for  the  use 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Warlike  Stores 
now  sitting,  as  to  the  weapons  and  stores 
supplied  for  the  use  ot  Her  Majesty's  Navy  '* 
(The  Earl  of  Harrowby)  Feb  18,  1 ;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

[See  title  Army] 

AsHBOUBNE,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland) 
Ireland— Jury  Laws,  1242 

Ashmbap-Babtlett,  Mr.  E.  (A  Lord  of 

the  Admiralty),  Sheffield,  Ueelesall 

Admiralty— -Admiralty   Regulations— Support 

and  Education  of  Catholic  Orphans,  450 

Greenwich   Hospital  Fund  —  Investments, 

1088 
"  Greenwich  Sixpences*  Fund,'*  41 


ATKiNaoN,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Boston 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7) — 
iilmbassics  and  Missions  Abroad,  1480,  1481 


Attorhby  Gevbbal  («w  Wbbbtkb,  8i» 
B.E.) 

Attokney  General  fob  Irelasto  («m 
Holmes,  Bight  Hon.  H.) 

Baog ALLAY,  Mr.  E.,  Zambsik,  BrvUon 
Burial  Acts— Brompton  Cemetery,  705,  706 
Parka  (Metropolis)— Battersea  Park,  700 

Balfoue,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.  (Secretary 
for  Scotland),  UanehesUr,  B. 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Aet,  1883 
— Dollar  Institution,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 274 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  GommiB- 
sion.  Motion  for  an  Addreta,  853 

Gold  and  Silver  Currency  (Royal  Commissioo) 
—The  First  Report.  400 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  939 

Post  Office— Mail  Ser?ioe  to  the  Island  of 
Harris,  704 

Scotland— Crofters'  Holding  Act,  1866— Re- 
covery of  Arrears  of  Rent,  1 7 1 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Local  Government  Board,  Ac.  815,  819 

Balfoitr,    Eight   Hon.    J.    B..   Claeh 
mannmtt  fo. 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Aet,  1882 
—  Dollar    Institution,  Motion    for  an  Ad- 
dress, 275 

Balfour,  General  Sir  G.,  Kincardine- 
shire 
Supply  (-Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Admiralty  and  War  Office,  The  New,  745 

Balfour,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Leeds,  Central 
Asia,  Central— Trade  Communication  bctweeo 
Thibet  and  India,  1404 

Banes,  Major  G.  E.,  West  Sam,  S. 
Great  Eastern  Railway,  2R.  145 

Barclay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfarshire 
Agricultural  Statistics — Unoccupied  Fanni,S4 

Baeran,  Mr.  J.,  York,  W.R,,  OiUy 
Vaccination  Acts— Keighloy,  4c.  693 

Barry,  Mr.  J.,  Wexford,  8. 
Supply  (SupplemenUry  Estimates,  1886-7)- 
Local   GoTcrnment  Board,  4c.,  Amcrnlt^ 

814,818 
Post  Office,  1535,  1538,  154S 
Post  Office  Telegraphs,  1513 

Bartlby,  Mr.  G.  0.  T.,  Isiingtw,  N.^ 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1880-7)- 
Science  and  Art  Department,  1420,  HM, 

1437 
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Batticank,     Mr.     A.    A.,     CamhirweU, 
Peehham 
Parliament — Businofls  of  tho  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule   1   (Cloture  of   Debate), 
Ret.  1604,  1605 


Bbaoh,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hioks- 
(Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland),  Brutol^  W. 
Corrupt  Practicei  at  Elections— J.  M.  William- 

8on»  46G 
Ireland—Questions 

Anns  Act ->  Proclamation  of  the  Coolgreany 

Meeting,  305 
Cashel    Town    Commissioners— Audit    of 

Aooonnts,  157 
Distress,  Ac. — Distress  in  Kerry,  174 
Ejectments— Knockmojiecn,  Balljcroj,  Co. 

Mayo,  575 
Gun  Licences-  Case  of  James  Maje,  Ard- 

flnaii,  Co.  Tipperary,  1078 
Inflammatory    Language — Speech    of   Lord 

Rossmore  at  the  Camla  Orange  Hall, 

Monaghan,  1063 
Jurors'  Acts — Connaugbt  Winter  Assizes — 

The  Clerk  of  the  Crown,  165 
Labourers  Acts,  1883  At  1885— Ennis  Poor 

Law  Union — Scheme  under  the  Acts,  17 
Law  and  Police — Durrus  Petty  Sessions — 

— — —  Hegarty,  154 ;— Extra  Police, 

Co.  Cork,  163 
Letter  of  the  Archbishop  of  Cashel,  695 
Local  GoTomment  Board— The   Bankers' 

Acoount    of    the    Macroom    Board    of 

Guardians,  720,  1077 
Lunatic  Asylums — Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum 

—  Occupation    by  the   Police,    168  ; — 

Monaghan  Asylum,  154 
Mining  Industries,  81 
Mortgages  and  Charges  on  Landed  Pro- 
perty, 1086 
Parliamentary  Franchise— Revision  of  tho 

Parliamentary     Voters*     List,    80 ;  — 

Borough  of  Belfast,  295 
Poor  Law — Bailieborough  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, 161 
Prisons— **  Intern   Officers,"  891  ;— Rich- 

mond  Prison,  176 
Privy  Council — Dates  of  Meeting,  August, 

1886,  to  January,  1887,  42 
Public  Meetings,  884,  885 

Ireland— Crime  and  Outrage— Questions 
"Boycotting"   Mr.   Alexander  Wilson,  of 

Oastlewellan,  Co.  Down,  873 
I)yii«mite  Outrage  at  Residence  of  Mr.  T. 

Rice  Uenn,  874 
Murder  at  Ballycar,  Co.  Clare,  292 
Murder  of  Murphy  near  Killarney,  802 
Outrages— Co.  Clare,  474 
Riots    at    Belfast — Compensation  to    tho 

Local    Police,    462 ;— Report    of    Mr. 

Wallace  MacUardy,  172 
Samuel  Downing,  Co.  Kerry,  715 

Ireland — Evictions—  Questions 

Banbridgo  Board  of  Guardians,  720 
Brooke  Estate,  Coolgreany,  1080 
Efiction  of  Mrs.  Conlon,  Co.  Roscommon, 

155,  156 
Evictions  in  Leitrim,  712,  718 

\cont. 


BiAon,  Right  lion.  Sir  M.  £.  llicks — cont. 

James  Clery,  Case  of— Ardmoyle,  Cashel— 

Conduct  of  an  Emergency  Man,  1074 
The  Return,  32 

Thomas  Walshe,  Ballydaffe,  Co.  Mayo,  567 
Westport  Union,  Co.  Mayo,  168 

Ireland— Fisheries— Questions 

Collection  of  Statistics,  565 

Fishery  Weirs— State  Weii-s  on  tho  Lower 
Shannon,  690 

Inland  Fisheries— The  River  Avoch,  IS 

Salmon  Fisheries— Conservators  of  the 
Lough  Neagh  District,  16;  —  River 
Shannon — Fines  on  a  Conservator,  104 

Ireland—  Irish  Land  Commission — Questions 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners,  166 
Fair  Rents— County  Westraoath,  158,  159 
Lord  Annesloy*s  EsUte  at  Belfast,  26,  27 
Purchasers  of  Glebe  Land,  706,  889 
Sale  of  Lands  in  County  Donegal,  471 
Sittings  at  Sligo,  178 
Sittings  in  Clare  Co.  407 

Ireland-^-Law  and  Justice— Questions 

Criminal    Quarter    Sessions,  Baltioglass, 

878 
Jury  System  —  "Queen    v.    Dillon    and 

others,"  302,  484;— Shorthand  Report, 

877 
Mr.  F.  Morrice— Co.  Clare  Grand  Jury, 

294 
Mr.  John   Redington,  Sub- Sheriff  of  Co. 

Gal  way,  1060 

Ireland — Magistracy — Questions 

Appointment  of  Sir  Tliomas  G.  Esmondc, 
M.P..  High  Sheriff  of  Co.  Waterford, 
180.  482 

Dnleek  Petty  Sessions,  159 

Listowel,  Co.  Kerry.  575 

Lurgan  Board  of  Guardians — Hugh  Don- 
nelly, of  Derrytrasna,  Co.  Armagh,  564 

Mr.  II.  U.  Whitney,  Kinsale  Union,  Kerry, 
565 

Speech  of  Major  George  Johnston,  J. P., 
at  Glenties,  Co.  Donegal,  702 

Ireland—  National  Education — Questions 
Commissioners  of—  Classiftoation  of  School- 
keeping  by  Teachers,  1005 
Mrs.  Harriet  Sonter,  a  Teacher  in  Belfast, 

24 
Teachers  and  the  Orange  Society,  28,  1069 

Ireland  —  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  —  Ques- 
tions 
Allowances  for  Horses,  28 
County  Inspector  Brownrigg,  880 
Evictions  at  Ventry,  176 
Notices  issued  by  the  Deputy  Sheriff,  Co. 
Waterford,  1082 

Ireland— State  of  Ireland— Questions 
Extra  Police  in  Cork  Co.  465 
Proelamation  of  Meeting  in  Wicklow  and 

Wexford,  478 
Procession  of  Orange  Bands,  Bally  money, 

81 
Prohibition  of  Meeting  at  Coolgreany,  710, 
717 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure}— Rolo  1  (Closure  of  Debate)^ 
Ues.  871,  508,  920    ^^^^^  by  Vr.^^>jie 
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BiACH,  Right  Uon.  Sir  M.  £.  Hieki— coiU. 
Supply  (Sopplementarj  Ettimates,  1886-7) — 
ConsUboUry   Foroe    in   Ireland,   1103, 
1104.    1107,   1109,   1110,    1181,    1182, 
1188,1184,1201,1211 
Local  GoTamroent   Board,  4e.  807,  808, 
817 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Coram. 
114;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  846,  851, 
862 

Beadel,  Mr.  W.  T.,  EaeT,  Chelmsford 
Contaffious  Diseases  (CaUle)  Acts— Outbreak 
of  Anthrax  in  Essex,  566 

Bbauohamp,  Earl  (Paymaster  General) 
Church     Patronage,     Personal    Explanation, 
1227 

Beckett,     Mr.  E.    W.,     YorJ:,   N.R., 
Whithy 
Rojal  Oomroiision  on  Trawling,  1885, 1268 

Bentinck,  Bight  Hon.  G.  A.  0.,  TThite- 
haven 
Ambleside  Railway,  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee, 153,441,  442 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)^ 
Admiralty  and  War  Office,  The  New,  740 

Bentinck,  Mr.  W.  G.  C,  Penryn  and 
Falmouth 
Education  Department — Payment  by  Results^ 
Examinations,  1400 

Bebesfobd,  Lord  0.  W.  De  La  P.  (A 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty),   Maryle- 
hone,  K 
Admiralty—*'  H.M.S.  Falcon  "—Prize  Money, 
460 

Bbthell,  Commander G.  B.,  York,  E.R,^ 
Holderness 
Admiralty—"  H.M.S.  Falcon  "—Prixe  Money, 

460 
Inland  Re?enue— Collection  of  Income  Tax, 

461 
Islands  of  the  Pacific— The  New  Hebrides — 
Fortifications  of  the  French,  299 

Biogab,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Cavan,   W, 
Ireland — Questions 

Irish  Land  Commission— Endowed  Schools 

Commissioners,  165,  166 
Poor  Law — Bailieborough  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, 160 
Poor  Law   Elections — Returning  Officers, 
Corkhill  Union,  1381 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule   1   (Closure   of  Debate), 
Res.  1703 
Scotland — Criminal     Law — Prifate    Prosecu- 
tions, 692 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 

Science  and  Art  Department,  Ac.  838,  84 1 
Weymouth  and  Mclcombe  Regis  Corporation, 
2R.  1058 


BiQWOOD,  Mr.  J.,  MiddlsMx,  Brm^ 
Inland  Rerenne — Assessnenta  in  Ealiag  and 
Brentford,  463 


Bills  of  Exchange  (Summary  Judgment] 

Bill  (^<>  Bermhard  Sammbm,  Sir 

Albert  BoUit,  Mr,  Thomas  Blake,  Mr,  EsOe- 
moHt) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l""  •  Mar  2  [Bill  185] 

BiRKBEOK,  Sir  E.,  Norfolk,  JE. 
Inland  ReTenue — Experiment  in  Tobaeeo  Cnl- 

tiTation,  481 
North  Sea  Liquor  Traffio— The  loteraatiooal 

Conference,  1726 

Blake,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Carlow 
Clyde  Navigation,  Consid.  1563 
Ireland— Fisheries— Collection   of  Statistics, 
565 

Blake,  Mr,  T.,  Olouceeier,  Forest  of  Dean 
Magistracy  (England  and  Wales) — Coleford— 

Sentence  on  an  Old  Man,  37 
Pest  Office— Head  Postmasters,  871 

Blake,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh^  8, 
Army  (Supplementary  Estimates) — Army  Ser- 

▼ices,  1844,  1845 
Ireland — Questions 

Crime    and  Outrage— Riots  at   Belfiist— 

Action  of  the  Police,  1386,  1387 
Law  and  Justice — Jury  System — Challenges 
in  Criminal  Cases — **  Queen  p,  Gartlud 
and  M'Kenna."  1394 
Magistracy — Lurgan  Board  of  G  uardians— 
iTngh    Donnelly,    of   Derrytraisna,    Co. 
Armagh,  564 
Salmon   Fisheries  —  ConserTators    of  the 
Lough  Neagh  District,  15 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouse  (Rules  of 
Procedure— Rule    1    (Closuro    of  Debate), 
Res.  1011 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Constabulary   Foroe    in    Ireland,   1117, 
1119 
Public  Buildings,  Great  Britain,  733 

Board  op  Trade — President  {see  Stan- 
ley of  Preston,  Lord) 

Board  op  Trade  —  Secretary  to   {see 
De  Worms,  Baron  H.) 

"  Board  of  Trade  Journal  ^'—Advertim§ 
Agents 
Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers, 
The  SecreUry  to  the  Board  of  Trade  J^Saiee 
Henry  De  Worms)  Feb  25,  580 


Trade  £« 
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Board    of    Works  —  Ghaft^ooAZi    («f 
M*Garbl-Hogg,  Sir  J.  M?^ 
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Borneo — The  Limhttng  River 

(^aettion.  Admiral  Mnyne ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretnr/  of  State  for  Foroiga 
Affair*  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  Feb  28,  690 

BoBTHWiOK,  Sir  A.y  Keneington,  8. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Uouse  (Rules  of 

Procedure) —Rule   1    (Closure  of  Debate), 

Res.  1660 
Parliament  -House  of  Oomraoos — Fogs,  1 397 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  dso.  760 

B&ADLAUGH,  Mr.  0.,  Northampton 

Army  (Supplementary  Estimates) — Army  Ser- 
vices. 1777,  1779,  1780,  1788,  1785,  1786, 
1787,  1866 
First  Offenders,  2R.  115 
Great  Eastern  Railway,  2R.  H2 
L41W  and  Justice— I'rison   Service  (England), 

161 
London  Corporation  (Charges  of  MaWersation), 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  904,  909,  1089 ; 
Motion    for   a    Select    Committee,    1226, 
1665 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule   1    (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  520,  550,  594,  595,  949,  1694 
Poor  Law— Case  of  Jnmes  Westbury,  an  Agri- 
cultural Labourer,  574 
Post  OflBce— Central  Telegraph  Office— Pro- 
motion, 694 
Telegraph  Inspectorship  at  Liverpool,  1783 
Supply  —  Supplementary    Estimates  —  Bank- 
ruptcy Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 

772 
Civil  Service  Commission,  798,  799 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1216,  1217 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland,  834 
Diplomatic  and   Consular  Buildings,   Ac. 

760,  762 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  Amcndt. 

1461,  1465,  1481,  1484,  1496,  1498 
Marlborough  House,  725 
Science  and  Art  Department,  1220 
Vaccmation— Cumulative   Penalties — Case  of 
Charles  Ilayward,  1265 

Braboubne,  Lord 

Magistracy  (Ireland)— Sir  Thomas  6.  £s- 
monde,  M.P.,  High  Sheriff  of  Co.  Water- 
ford,  132, 1024 

Malta,  Motion  for  Papers,  1281 

B&AMWELL,  Lord 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  2R.  806 

Electric  Lighting  Act  (1882)  Amendment,  2R. 

859 
Ireland— Jury  Laws,  1241 
Justices'  Jurisdiction,  2R.  484 
I^w    of    Evidence    Amendment,    2R.    480 ; 

Comm.  el.  2,  1025  ;  el,  5, 1026 


Bkight,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester,  S.  W, 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure) — Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  516 


Britith  Honduras 

Question,  Mr.  Marjoribanks ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  Feb  28,  718 

Broadhurst,  Mr.  H.,  Nottingham,  W. 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure)— Rule   I    (Closure  of  Debate), 

Res.  353 
Trade  and  Commerce— Manufacture  and  Falso 

Marking  of  Goods  at  Sheffield,  44 

Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  P.  (Financial 
Secretary,  War  Department),  Sur- 
rey, Guildford 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Donegal  and  Tyrone 
Militin.  1898 

Army  (Supplementary  Estimates)  —  Army 
Services,  1779,  1780,  1785,  1820,  1821 

Law  and  Justice  (Scotland)— The  Canteen 
Committee  of  Fort  George,  Inverness,  476 

Brown,  Mr.  A.  L.,  ffawich,  Sfc. 

Educational     Endowments     (Scotland)    Act, 

1882 — Dollar    Institution,    Motion    for    an 

Address.  271 
Ireland — Fisheries — Crown  Salmon  Fisheries, 

174 

Brxtcb,  Lord  H.,    Wilts,  Chippenham 
Metropolitan    Board    of   Works— Condemned 
Buildings  in  Whitechapel,  1590 

Bryoe,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen,  S, 

Ambleside  Railway,  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee, 147 

China  and  Burmah — Ttie  Delimitation  Com- 
mission, 1886.  35 

Egypt— Enforcement  of  the  Corvee,  300 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure) — Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  380 

Parliament  —  Queen*s  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Report,  72 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)" 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1492 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Edinburgh,  JF. 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1882 

— Dollar  Institution,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

276 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure) — ttnle   1   (Closure  of  Debate), 

Res.  899 

Buckingham  and   Chandos,    Duke  of 
(Ohairman  of  Committees) 
Potter's  Patent,  2R.  559 

Bulgarta 

Affairs  of  —  The  Debate  on  the  Addresi 
{Friday,  February  18),  Question,  Mr.  Labou- 
chere ;  Aniwer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affiiirs  (Sir  James  Fer- 
gusson) Feb  21.  181 

Mr.  Condie  Stephen,  Question,  Mr.  Labou- 
chere ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  ! Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Kor- 
gusion)  Feb  24,  47?)igitized  by  Vji^VJgl^ 
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^ii2pana— coni. 

Th0  Recent  Outbreak--  Use  of  Tertitre  on  the 
cofktwred  Itmtrgenti,  Qnettion,  LoH  Eloho ; 
Answer,  Tho  Under  Saeretarj  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
Mar  10,  1752 

BURDETT-COUTTS,    Mr.    W.    L.    A.    B., 
Weftminsier 
Great  Eastern  Railway,  3R.  143 

BwriaU  Acts 

Auleborcugh  Xtw  CenteUry,  Question,  Mr. 
Goxens-Hardy  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  ilome  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  18,  40 

Brompton  Cemetery ,  (^estions,  Mr.  Bag- 
gallay  ;  Answers.  The  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  Feb  28,  700 

Stratford  Cemetery^  Ditturbanee  ai^Ftmeral 
of  Simon  Tweed,  Questions,  Mr.  Oonyheare, 
Mr.  Lionel  Cohen  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Mar  1.  801 

Removal  of  the  Dead  from  Churchyards  and 
Burial  Orounds,  Questions,  Mr.  Pitt- Lewis, 
Mr.  Conybeare  ;  Answers,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Dome  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  18,  19 

Burmah  ( Upper) 

Alleged  Barbaritiet^The  Military  Empedi- 
f ion.  Questions,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  Mar  1,  888 ;  Mar  7, 1406 

China  and  Bwrmah—  The  Delimitation  Com* 
mistiOH,  1886,  Question,  Mr.  Bryce;  An- 
swer.  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
Fa  18,  35 

Buxton,    Mr.  8.  0.,    Tower   JSamleti, 
Poplar 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uoase  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  S05 

Byrne,  Mr.  G.  M.,  JFicklow,  W. 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Criminal  Quarter 

Sessions,  Baltinglass,  877 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1 886-7) ~ 
Admiralty  and  War  OflBce,  The  New,  746 

Cadooan,  Earl  (Lord  Priyy  Seal) 

Crime  and  Outrnge  ( Ireland )^Eiot8  at  Belfast 
— Report  of  the  Commissioners,  1S62 

Oainb,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Barrow-in-Furnees 
Army  (Supplementary  Estimates}— Army  Ser- 
vices, 1867 
London  Corporation  (Charges  of  Mahersation), 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  014 

Caldwell,  Mr.  J.,  OlaegoWy  St,  Rollox 
Army  (Ammunition)— Solid-drawn  Cartridges, 

468 
Clyde  Navigation,  Consid.  1550 
Supply  (SupplemenUry  Estimates,  1886-7)— 

Local  Government  Board,  Ac.  814 


Cambbidob,  Dake  of  ^Field   Mmhal 
Commanding  in  Chief) 
Horse  Breeding  and  Supply  for  Military  and 
Industrial  Purposes,  1876 

Caicbbon,  Dr.  C,  Olaegow,  CoUeg$ 
Admiralty — Naval  Operations  in  New  Guinea, 

84 
Africa  (East)— Portugal— Zantibar  Coast,  715 
Army  (Supplementary  Estimates)— Army  Ser- 
vices, 1831,  1825 
Burmah    (Upper)— Military    Expedition— Al- 
leged Cruelties,  888,  1406 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1883 
— Dollar  Institution,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

m 

Expenditure  of  Lighthouse  Boards,  469,  470 
Licensed  Premises  (Earlier  Closing)  (Scotland), 

2R.  1544,  1546 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rales  of 
Procedure)— Rule   1  (aoenre  of    Debate), 
Res.  201 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  ia  An- 
swer to.  Report,  63 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Department,  Queen 
Victoria  Street— I nsaniUry  Condition,  692 
Scotland— Commissioners  of  Northern  Lights- 
Expenditure,  SOS 
Intestates,  691 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886>7)— 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Building*,^ 
754, 758,  767 
Public  Buildings,  Great  Britain,  733 

Campbell,  Sir  A.,  Renfrew^  W. 

Licensed  Premises  (Earlier  Closing)  (Scotland), 
2R.  1549 

Campbell,  Sir  G.,  Kirkcaldy,  jcc. 

Accountant  General,    The — Disallowance    of 
Expenses  for  the  Egyptian  Army,  1309, 1400 
Army  (Supplementnry  Estimates) — Army  Ser- 
vices, 1756, 1758, 1762 ;  Amendt.  1770, 1780, 
1807,  1828,  1820, 1840 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Iloiise,  1410 

Public  Business — Committee  of  Supply,  585 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  ( Rules  of 

Procedure)— Rule   1   (Closure  of  Debate), 

Res.  404,  946,  982,  1652 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  18S6-7)~ 

Admiralty  and  War  Office,  The  New,  749 

Diplomatic  and  Consu'ar  Buildings,  Ac.  W 

Ilouses  of  Parliament,  727 

Campbell,  Mr.  H.,  Fermanagh,  8. 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1145 

Campbell-Bannermak,  Bight  Hon.  H., 

Stirling,  SfC, 
Army  (Supplementary  Estimates) — Army  Ser- 
vices, 1788, 1791, 1798 

Campbrdown,  Earl  of 

Royal   Commission  on  Warlike  Stores — De- 
fective Weapons  and  Storee,  7 
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Canteebttry,  Archbishop  ctf 
Charoh  Patronafe,  3R.  678 
Glebe    Lands,  1302 ;  Comro.  d,  3,   Amendt. 
1709,1710;  add.cLni5 

Oarbw,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Kildare,  iV. 

Indian  Ocean — The  Seychelles— Mr.  CUflford 
Lloyd,  718 

Central  Asta 

Central  Asian  Affairs — Official  Information, 
Question.  Mr.  Hanbory ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergussoti)  Mar  1,  881 

Reinforcement  of  the  Chinese  Garrisons  in 
Turkestan,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  Mar  3, 1079 

Russian  Railway  by  the  Caspian  Sea,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Ilenniker  Ueaton;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  Mar  10,  1733 

Trade  Communieation  between  Thibet  and 
India,  Question,  Mr.  G.  W.  Balfour ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
ifar7,  H04 

Chamberlain,  Eight  Hon.  J.,  Birming- 

ham,  W. 
Parliament—  Business  of  the  IIouso  (Rules  of 

Procedure)*— Rule   1   (Closure  of  Debate), 

Res.  206 
Science  and    Art   Department  —  The   Patent 

Museum,  1722 

Chance,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Kilkenny ,  S, 

Criminal  Law  (Scotland)  Procedure,  2  R.  844 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice — "  Queen  v,  Dillon  " 

—The  Jurors,  876 ;  — Shorthand  Report, 

877 
Parliament — Business  of  tho  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure) — Rule    1    (Closure  of   Debate), 

Res.   1001,  1002,  1310,   1313,  1627,  1653, 

1698 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 

Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  L-eland,  832 

Chanoellob,  The  Lord  {see  Halbbury, 
Lord) 

CflANOBLLOB     OF     IRELAND,     The     LoRD 

{see  Ashbourne,  Lord) 

Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(see  Manners,  Eight  Hon.  Lord 
J.  J.  E.) 

CHANCBLLoa  of  the  Exchequer  (see 
GoscHEN,  Eight  Hon.  G.  J.) 

CHANNiNa,  Mr.  F.  A.,  ^Northampton,  F. 
Africa  (South)— Zululand,  467 
Post    OfBce    Savings    Bank^Deputation   of 

Clerks,  1403 
Vaccination-'iDcrease  of  Syphilis,  462 


Chaplin,  Eight  Hon.  H.,  Lincolnshire, 
SUaford 

ParliameDt— Business  of  the  House— Order^ 
Royal  Commission  on  Trado  and  Agricul- 
ture, 15 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule  I  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  205,  217,  946,  049.  971.  1359,  1692 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)  — 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1195 

Charity  Commissioners 

Preparation  of  Educati9n  Schemes,  Questions, 
Mr.  Rankin ;  Answers,  The  Vice  President 
of  tho  Council  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke) 
Mar  10,  1730 

Scheme  /tr  Christ* s  Hospital,  Question,  Mr. 
F.  S.  Powell ;  Answer,  Tho  Vice  President 
of  tho  Coincil  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke) 
Feb  28,  701 

The  Dauntsey  Charity,  Question,  Mr.  Jesse 
Ceilings ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  tho 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Mar  1,  893 

Childers,  Eight  Hon.  H.  C.  E.,  jEVm- 
hurgh,  S, 
First  OITenders,  2R.  125 
Navy— intelligence  Department- Disclosure  of 

Confidential  Documents,  1083, 1084 
Parliament— Business  of  tho  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)  -  Rule   1    (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  214,  945,  1640,  1612 

ChiU — Imprisonment  of  Carrol,  a  Sailor, 
at  Funta  Arenas 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer.  1  he 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfiRnirs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Feb  24,  471 

China    and   Burmah — The    Belimitaiion 
Commission,  1886 
Question,   Mr.  Bryce  ;    Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  Feb  18,  35 

Church  Patronage  Bill  [n.L.] 

[The  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury) 
I.  Re^kdl^^  Feb  18  (No.  26) 

Moved,    "That   tho    Bill   be    now  read  2*" 

Feb  28,  678 
Amendt.  to  leave  oat  (•*  now,")  add  (**  this  day 

six     months")    {The    Lord   Orimthoi'2>^) ; 

Debate  mdjonmed 
Debate  resumed  Mar  3,   1027 ;   on   Question 

that  (*'  now,")  die,  resolved  in  the  aflBrma- 

tive;  Bill  read  2" 
Personal  Explanation,  The  Paymaster  General 

(Earl  Bcauchamp)  Mar  4,  1227 

Civil  Service,  The 
Civil   Service  Commissioners— Examinations 
for  Clerks  of  Works  under  the  Board  of 
Works,   Question,   Sir   Thomas   Esmonde  . 
Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works* 
(Mr.  Plunket)  3far  10,  1741 
Civil  Service  —  Lower  Division  Clerks  and 
Writers,  Question,   Mr.    Morgan  Howard ; 
Answer,  The    Secretary   to  the    Treasury  j 
(Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  24,  il^jzed  by  Vj^^t^^lC 
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Civil  Service^  The—eoni, 

The  Deparimemal  Committee,  Qaestiooo 
Mr.  M'Cartan»  Mr.  Johottoo  ;  Answeri,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goachen) 
Mar  S,  1578 

Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co,,  N. 

ParUament^Bosinett  of  the  Uouse  (Roles  of 

Procedure)— Rule   1   (Closure  of  Debate), 

Rei.  1653»  1675,  1696,  1607 
Suppl/  (Supplementar/  Estimatea,  1886-7)— 

Superannuations  and    Retired    Allowances, 

1518 

Clabk,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caiihnm 

Armjr  (Supplementary  Estimates) — Army  Ser- 
vices, 1838 
Clyde  Navigation,  Consid.  1569 
Colonial  Service  (Pensions),  2R.  bS^ 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1882 
— Dollar  Institution,  Motion  for  an  Address, 
277 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Commis- 
sion, Motion  for  an  Address,  852,  853 
Licensed   Premises  (Earlier  Closing)  (Scot- 
land), 2  R.  15i0 
London    Corporation  (Charges  of   Malversa- 
tion], Motion  for  Adjournment,  915 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)~Rule   1    (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1647,  1648 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Report,  87,  88 
Post  Office  Mail  Contract  (Highland  Fisheries 

Company,  Limited),  Res.  387 
Scotland — Questions 

Commissioners  of  Northern  Lights  —  Ex- 
penditure, 302 
General  Election,  1886 — Charges  of   Re- 
turning Ofikers,  1572 
Salmon  Fisheries,  1405 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7) — 
Adelaide  Exhibition,  1522 
Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid,  1516 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1499 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland,  1519 
Post  Office,  1587 
Treasury  ChesI  Robbery,  1529 

Clyde  Navigation  Bill  IZorde']  {by  Order) 
c.  Consideration    deferred,    after   short    debate 
Mar  7, 1381 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now 
-considered'*  {Sir  Charles  Forster)  Mar  8, 
1552 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now,"  add  **  upon  this 
day    six   months"    [Colonel   Malcolm)   v.; 
Question  proposed,  *'  That    *  now,'  Ac. ;  " 
after  short  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  200, 
N.  100;  M.  100(D.  L.  46) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  con- 
sidered 

Coal  Mines — Explosion  at  Cuftch  Hhondda, 
South  Wales 
Question,  Mr.  Tomlinson  ;  Answer,  The  Se« 
cretary  of  State  for  the  Homo  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  1(;5  21, 181 


Cobb,  Mr.  H.  P.,  Wanciekf  8.K,  E^hy 
Allotments  for  Small  Householders,  469 

G06HILL,  Mr.   D.  H.,   Ifewcastk-UMier- 

Lyme 
Inland  Revenue— Tho  Dog  Tax,  718 
Parliament — Business  of  the  IIouse(RQleiof 

Procedure) — Rule   1  (Closure  of  Debate], 

Res.  341,  343 

Cohen,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Paddington,  N. 

Burials— Distnrbauoes  at  Stratford  Cenetery 
— Whiteehapel,  892 

London  Coal  and  Wine  Dniiet  ContiniiaBee 
— Extension  of  the  Impost  to  the  Metro- 
politan Area,  1075 

London  Corporation  (Charges  of  MalversatioD}, 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  913 

Parliament — Business  of  tho  House  (Rales  of 
Procedure)— Rulo  1  (Cloaure  of  Debate), 
Res.  544,  545 

Railways  (India)— BorrowiDg  Powers,  1272 

Coleridge,  Hon.  B.,  Sheffield,  Atterelifft 
Army  (Supplementary  Estimates) — Army  Sc^ 

vices,  1839 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)^ 
Admiralty  and  War   Office,  The  New, 
747 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1171 
Trade    and    Commerce — Manufacture   and 
False  Biarking  of  Goods  at  Sheffield,  45 

CoLOMB,  Captain  J.  C.R,  Tower  EmleU, 
BoWy  8fe. 
Alien  Acts —Immigration  of  Destitute  Alieni, 

1724 
Metropolis — Foreign  Labour  in  East  Londoo, 
1724 
Parks— Victoria  Park,  478 
Supply  (Supplementat7  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Local  Government  Board,  &c.  813 
Public  Education  (Ireland),  1452 

Colonial  Serrice  (Pensions)  Bill 

{Sir  Herbert  Maxtcell,  Sir  Henry  SolUnl,  Mr. 
Jeekeon)  [BUI  15S] 

<;.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  2*" 
Fth  24,  552  ;  Moved,  •<  That  the  Debate  to 
now  adjourned  "  {Dr,  Thinner) ;  after  short 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn  ;  Original  Ques- 
tion pat,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  8* 

Colonies— Secretary  of  State  for  [m 
Holland,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  H.  T.) 

CoMMERELL,  Admiral  Sir  J.  E.,  SoM- 
ampton 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  188$-7)— 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  to,  i^ 

CoMMiNS,  Dr.  A.,  Roscomwwn,  S. 
Colonial  Service  (Pensions),  8R.  555 
Ireland— l^ter  of  the  Archbishop  of  CaiM, 
695 
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CoMHixs,  Dr.  A.-*con<. 

Parliameiii^-Business  of  the  Hoaie  (Roles  of 

Prooednro)— Rule    I    (Closure  of  Debate), 

Res.  533,  548,031,  1314 
Supply  (Suppleroentarj  Estimates,  1886-7) — 

Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1131 

COMMITTEK  OF  CoUNOIL  ON  EDUCATION — 

Vice  President  (see  Dyke,  Bight 
Hon.  Sir  W.  H.) 

Condon,  Mr.  T.  J.,  Tipper ary^  E. 

Ireland — Gashel  Town  Commissioners — Audit 
of  Aoeottnts,  157 

Contagious    Diseates   (Anitnah)    Acts  — 
Outbreak  of  Anthrax  in  Essex 
Question,  Mr.   Beadel  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of    Laooaster   (Lord 
John  Manners)  Feb  25, 566 

Conway,  Mr.  M.,  Zeitrim,  N. 
Ireland— Questions 

Eviotions— EfictioDS  in  Leitrim,  711 
Prison  SerTice — '*  Intern  OflBcers,"  891 
Prisons— Richmond    Prison,    176,    1384, 
1380 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7) — 
Science  and  Art  Department,  1434,  1435 

CoNYBEARE,  Mr.   0.  A.  V.,    Cornwall, 
Camborne 
Admiralty — Dockyards— Devonport  Dockyard 
—The  Fire  Brigade  Staff,  1391 
Subscriptions   to    the    Imperial  Institute, 
175,  1408 
Army— Imperial  Institute— Raglan  Barracks, 

708,  709 
Burials— Disturbances  at  Stratford  Cemetery 
— Whitechapel.  891 
Removal  of  the  Dead  from    Churchyards 
and  Burial  Grounds,  23 
Colonial  Serrice  (Pensions),  2R.  553,  554 
Commissioners  of  Northern  Lighti  (Scotland) 

—Expenditure,  303 
Customs   Consolidation   Act   (1876)    Amond- 

ment,  2R.  128 
Imperial  Institute   Buildings — The  Competi- 
tion, 1373 
India — Queen's  Jubilee  Celebration— Libera- 
tion of  25,000  Prisoners,  46 
Ireland — Questions 

Distress,  Ac. — Distress  in  Kerry,  173 
Ejectments  —  Knockmoyleen,    Ballycroy, 

Co.  Mayo,  574 
Royal  Commission  on  Agriculture — Evic- 
tions, 1389 
Royal    Irish    Constabulary — Evictions  at 
Ventry,  176 
London   Corporation   (Charges    of   Malversa- 
tion), Motion  for  Adjournment,  907 
Lunacy— Detention  of  an  Alleged  Lunatic,  36 
.    Metropolis  Management  Act,  1878 — Form  of 
Certificate,  295,  297 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule   1   (Closure  ot  Debate), 
Res.  505,  532,  523,  978,  979 
Police  Clothings  System  of  Contracts,  1070 

[cont. 


CO.ITBBARB,  Mr.  C.   A.  y.-^COHt 

Post  Office  (England  and  Wales)— Questions 
Appointment  to  Postmnstcrship^,  1085 
Secretary's  Office — Promotion,  889 
Transmission   of  a    False  and    Unsigned 
Telegram,  38 
Public   Service — Retired    Pay  or  Pensions — 

The  Return,  1589 
Right  of  Public  Meeting  (England  and  Ireland) 
—The  Plan  of  Campaign — Suppression  of 
Public  Meetings,  1274,  1275 
Sapply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Admiralty  and  War  Office.  The  New,  740 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1147,  1149, 

1150,  1152,1195 
Marlborough  Ilonse,  726 
Post  Office,  1632,  1533 
Science  and  Art  Department,  &c.  1220 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Th0  lord  Hobhome) 
I,  Read  2\  and  referre<l  to  a  Select  Conmiittoe, 
after  short  debate  Mar  1, 862        (No.  13) 
Select  Committee  nominated   Mar  8;  List  of 
the  Committee,  1651 

Corbet,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wicklow,  E, 
Ireland — Questions 

Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum — Occupation  by 

the  Police,  167 
Evictions — The  Return,  31 
Fishery  Piers   and  Harbours — Greystones 

Harbour,  697 
Inland  Fisheries— The  River  Avoca,  18 
Mining  Industries,  31 
Lunacy  Laws— Alleged  Detention  of  a  Female, 
710, 1734 

Coroners^  Inquetts —  View  of  the  Bodies 
Question,  Mr.  Pnulton  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary ot  State  for  the  Ilomc  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  25,  578 

Corporation    Officials — Bribery  by  Com- 
missions 
Questions,  Mr.  Iloworth;  Answers,  The   Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  18,  33 

OossuAM,  Mr.  H.,  Bristol^  E. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure) — Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res,  348,  950, 1307,  1682 

County  Courts  (Expenses)  Bill 

{Mr.  Jackson,  Mr.  Attorneif  Oeneral,  Sir  Herbert 

MaxtveU) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  23  [Bill  177] 

Read  2^  Feb  28,  845 

County  Courts  [^Expenses'] 
e.  Res.  considered  in  Committee,  and  agreed  to 
Jfar  7,  1551 
Res.  reported,  and,  after  short  debate,  agreed 

to  Mat  8,  1664  Ar> 
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CouKTNEY,    Mr.   L.    H.    (Chairman  of 
Committees  of  Wajs  and  Means  and 
Deputy  Speaker).  Cornwall ^  Bodmin 
Ambleside  Kailway,  Instruction  to  ibe  Com- 
mittee, 152,  453 
Army  (Supplementarj  Estimates)— Am/  Ser- 
vices, 17CJ,  1770,  1795,  1798.  1816,  1824, 
1830.  1831.  1834.  1838,  1842.  1844 
Clyde  NnvigAtion.  Consid.  1567 
Parliament— Order^ — Business    of   the    Uoose 
(Rules  of  Procedure) — The  Adjourned  De- 
bate. 894 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)  —  Rule  1    (Closure   of   Debate), 
Res.  3G5.  1294,1660 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates.  1886-7) — 
Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  773 
.  Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland.  1107, 1100. 
1114,   UIO,   1120,   1121,    1144,    1149, 
1150.    1155.    1159.   1180.    1182,    1183, 
1184,  1195.  1106,  1207,  1213 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland,  82*3,  825. 

826,  834 
Embassies    and    Missions    Abroad,   1474, 

1481,1504 
Houses  of  Parliament,  728 
Local  GoTernment  Board,  Ac.  810 
Post  OflBco.  1532.  1533 
Public  Buildings  (Great  Britain).  731,  738 
Public   Education    (Ireland).  1445.    1452. 

1154 
Science  and  Art  Department,  Ac.  830, 840, 

1418,  1424, 1434.  1435,  1430 
Superannuations  and  Retired  Allowances, 

1518 
Treasury  Chest  Robbery,  1531 
Various  Services  (other  than  Consular)  in 
Connection  with  the  Suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  Ac.  1512 
Sutton  District  Water,  Res.  14 

CowPEB,  Earl 
Church  Patronage,  2R.  1032 

Cox,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Clare,  E. 
Ireland — Quest  ions 

Crime  and  Outrage — Dynamite  Outrago  at 

Residence  of  Mr.  T.  Rice  Ilenn,  873 
Evictions — Eviction  of  Mrs.  Conlon,  Co. 

Roscommon,  155,  156 
Labourers  AcU.   1883  and  1885— Ennis 
Poor  Law   Union  —  Scheme  under  the 
Acts,  16,  1384 
Lasr  and    Justice — Mr.  F.    Morrice,  Co. 
Clare  Grand  Jury,  294,  872 ;— Seorc- 
tariei  of  Grand  Juries,  467 
Outrages,  dtc.  Co.  Clare,  474 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Science  and  Art  Department,  d(c.  839,  840 

Cozens-Hardy,  Mr.  H.  H,  Norfolk,  N. 
Burials — Attleborough  New  Cemetery,  40 

Granbobne,  Viscount,  Lancashire,  N„B, 
Darwen 

Lioensed  Premises  (Earlier  Closing)  (Soot- 
land).  2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1547 

Parliament— Business  of  tho  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  1664 


Cranbrook,  Viscount  (Lord  PreaideBt 
of  the  Council) 
Justices'  Jurisdiction,  2R.  436 

Crawford,  Earl  of 

Electric  Ughting  Act  (1882)  AmendBieiit,  2R. 
859 

Crawford,  Mr.  D.,  Zanari,  N.E, 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1882 

— Dollar  Institution,  Motion  for  an  Address^ 

278 
ParltamoBt— Business  of  the  Iloase,  1740 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouae  (Rules  of 

Prooedure)— Rule   1    (Closure  of  Debate), 

Res.  380.  332 
Scotland— Law  and  Justice — Trial  of    Peter 

White  and  others  charged  with  Mobliin^  and 

Rioting  at  Motherwell,  1059 

Criminal  Law  (Costs)  Bill 

{Mr.  Milvain,  Mr.    Wharton,    Mr,    Lcekwood, 

Mr.  Molhy) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Mar  10  [Bill  101] 

Criminal  Law  (Scotland)  Procedure  Bill 

{Mr.  Secretary  Matthews,  Mr.  Secretary  Baffour, 
The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Solicitor  Oemral 
for  Scotland) 
c.  2R.  deferred  Feb  S8,  844  [BUI  181] 

Crofters*  Holdings  (Seotiaud)  Act  (1886) 
Amendment  (Ho.  2)  Bill 

{Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  Mackintosh,  Mr.  WaUace, 

Mr.  Frovand) 
c.  2R.,  after    short    debate.  Debate  adjourned 
Mar  2,  1020  [KU  100] 

Cross,  Viscount  (Secretary  of  State  for 
India). 
Glebe  Landa,  1363 ;  Comm.  cl.  8, 1707, 1710; 

cl.5,\ni  ;  ci.  11,1718, 1714 
India — Queen's  Jubilee  CelebratioD— Ubcta- 
tion  of  25,000  Prisoners,  280 

Crosslet,  Six  S.,  Suffolk,  Lawestofl 
North  Sea   Fisheries— Fishing  Boat  '•  Sky- 
lark," 886 
North  Sea  Fisheries  ConTention^Damagea  bj 
Belgian  Owners,  886 

Crossman,  Major  General  Sir  W.,  Porie* 
mouth 
Army — Purchase  of  Army  Iloraee  In  Caiada, 

1U4 
Army  (Supplementary  Estionates)— Army  Ser* 
▼ioes,  Amendt.  1830,1831, 1833,  I8S0,  ISM 
Navy— Dockyards — Fatal  Accident  at  Ports- 
mouth Dockyard,  1078 

CuBiTT,  Bight  Hon.  Q.,  Surrey  Mid 
Satton  District  Water,  Res.  13 
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Currency^  The 

DeterioraHon  of  the  Oold  Coinage  ^  Half- 
SovereiffHi,  <|^ues4ioD,  Mr.  MontAgu ;  An- 
swer, The  Ohnnoellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  GoBoben)  Feb  24,  468 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Dixon- Ilartland  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
or  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosehen)  Mar  8, 
1581 

Gold  and  Silver  Currency  {Royal  CommiiHon) 
— The  First  Report,  Question,  Mr.  Web- 
ster; Answer,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Feb  24,  459  ;  Question, 
Observations,  The  Duke  of  Marlborough  ; 
Reply,  The  Prime  Minister  and  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  Feb  28,  671 

OxxRBiE,  Sir  D.,  Perthshire,  W. 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  Keport,  97 

OuBzoN,  Viscount,  Bwhe^  Wyeomhe 

Army  and  Navy  Estimates — Reference  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  179 

CnBtonui  Consolidatioii  Act  (1876)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

(Sir  Arthur  Rollit^  Mr,  8,  King,  Mr,  Oourley) 
e.  Read  S**,  after  debate  Feb  18, 137    [Bill  155] 

Customs — Outdoor  Officers, 

Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
Mar  8,  1591 

Dawway,  Colonel  Hon.  L.  P.,  York,  N,R., 
Thirsk 
Rivers  Pollution  —  Pollution  of  the   Upper 

Thames,  467 
Water  Supply   (Metropolis) — Chelsea   Water 
Company,  881 

Defences  of  the  Empire — see  title  Imperial 
and  Colonial  Defences 

Db  La  Wabb,  Earl 

Malta,  Motion  for  Papers,  1227 
Potter's  Patent,  2a.  557 

Db  Lisle,  Mr.  E.  J.  L.  M.  P.,  Leices^ 
tershire,  Mid 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Ilonse  (Rules  of 
Procedure) — Rule   1  (Closure    of  Debate), 
Res.  897,  898 
War  Office  (Ordnance  Departmcnt)'-Contract 
for  Cartridges  for  Queensland,  1583 

DsNMAir,  Lord 

AppelUite  Jurisdiction,  311.  Amcndt.  8,  9 
Law  of  Evidence  Amendment,  2R.  432  ;  3R. 
Amende.  1254 

Depression    of    Trade   and  Agriculture^ 

Royal  Commission  on-^The  Repitrt — 

Cheap  Edition 

Question,   Sir  John  R.  Mowbray;    Answer, 

The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jack- 

son)  Feb  18,  44 


Debby,  Earl  of 
India— Queen's  Jubilee   Celebration — Libera- 
tion of  25,000  Prisoners,  7,  280 

De  Wobms,  Baron  H.  (Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade),   Liverpool,  East 
Toxteth 
"  Board    of  Trade   Journal "  —  Advertising 

Agents,  580 
Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights — Daunt*s  Rook, 

Cork  Harbour,  698 
Commissioners  of  Northern  Lights  (Scotland)— 

Expenditure,  803 
Dover  Harbour  Board— The  Accounts,  1719 
Egypt — Light  Dues  on  Shipping,  162 
Emigration  Statistics  for  1886— Tho  Return, 

578 
Expenditure  of  Lighthouse  Boards,  470 
Harbours,  Dockn,  and  Piers  Clauses  Act,  1847 
— Harbours  Exempt — Life-Saving  Appara- 
tus, 289 
Harbours,  d(c.  (Scotland) — Gigulum  Sound,  294 
Limited  Liability  Companies,  889 
Loss  of  (iife  from  Fishing  Vessels,  701 
Mercantile    Marine — Licencos    for    Foreign 
PiloU,  1259 
Shipwrecks  on  the  Glamorganshire  Coast- 
Coastguard    Station  at    Soulherndown, 
1062 
Merchandise  Marks  Act  Consolidation,  1260, 

1581 
Merchant  Shipping— Loss  of  the  **  Caterina," 

290 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts— Boat  Accommoda- 
tion on  Passenger  Ships,  876 
Transfer   of     British    Ships    to    Foreign 
Owners.  1392 
Metropolis — Foreign  Labour  in  East  London, 

1724 
Parliament— PriTilege— Premature      Publica- 
tion of  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1802) 
Amendment,    130 ;   Personal   Explanation, 
184,  185 
Port  and  Docks  Board,  Dublin— Tenders.  30 
Royal  Commission  on  Trawling,  1885,  1264 
Sea  Fisheries — Collection  of  Statistics,  43 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Bankruptcy   Department  of   the  Board   of 
Trade,  769,  771,  773,  775 
Trade   and    Commerce— Official    Returns    of 

Exports  and  Imports,  1571 
Watch  Trade— Hall-Marking  of  Watch  Cases- 
Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1862)  Amendment, 

722, 1078 
Waltham  Watch  Manufocturing  Co.  1263 
Weights  and  Measures  Act,  1878— "  Further 

Legislation,"  25 
Wrecks   and    Loss    of   Life    in    the    Bristol 
Channel,  290 

DiOKSON,  Major  A.  G.,  Dover 
Dover  Harbour  Board— The  Accounts,  17 18 

DnxoN,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  E, 

Army  (Supplementary  Estimates)— Army  Ser- 
vices, 1799,  1802 

Ireland — Crime  and  Outrage— Riots  at  Belfost 
—The  Trial  of  the  Walkers— Challenging 
the  Jury,  1067  ^^^^^  ^^  v^^^^lc 
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Dillon,  Mr.  J.^oonl. 

pArliament— Baiineifl  of  the  Uouie  (Roleaof 

Proeedare) — Role  1  (Closure of  Debate),  Res. 

1299,  1600,  1625,  1627,  1682,  1688,  1704 

Snpplj  (Supplementary  EstioMtes,  1886-7) — 

Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid,  1515 

Coistabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1090,  1104, 

1107,1110,  1184,  1205,  1207 
Embatsies  and  Mistioot  Abroad,  1475, 1487 
Superannuations  and   Retired  AUowances, 

1519 
Various  Servioes  (other  than  Consular)  in 
Connection  with  tho  Suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  Ae»  1509,  1512  ;  Amendt. 
1515 

DiLLWYN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea,  Town 
Parliamr  nt— Bnsiness  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closure  ot  Debate),  Res. 

549,  604  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1658 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7) ~ 

Science  and  Art   Department,  Ac,  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  841 

DiMSDALE,  Baron  E.,  Rerta,  Hitehin 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Medals  for  Volun- 
teer Non-Commissioned  Officers,  1257 

Dixon-HabtlanDi  Mr.  F.  D.,  Middlesex, 
Uxhridge 
Currency — Half-Sovereigns,  1581 
London  Coal  ami  Wine  Duties  Contiauance — 

Extension  of  the  Impost  to  the  Metropolitan 

Area,  1076,  1576,  1576 
Metropolis— Church   Parade  of   Socialists   at 

St.  Paul's  Cathedral,  725 
Supply  (Supplemenury  Estimates,  1886-7)— 

Civil  Service  Commission,  801 

DoDDS,  Mr.  J.,  Stockton 

Army  (Supplementary  Estimates)— Army  Ser- 
▼ioes,  1868 

Dogs — Liahility  for  shooting  Stray  Bogs 
Question,  Mr.  M'Laren  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary  of   State   for  the   Homo   Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  4,  1260 

DoBiNGTONy  8ir  J.  E.,  Ohueester,  Tewkes- 
hwry 
War  Office— Bursting  of    Rifled   Guns— The 
Return,  1725 

Dover  ( Corporation)  Barhour  Bill 
/.Moved,     "That  the   Bill   be  now  read    2«" 
(The  Earl  Stanhope)  Feb  28,  656 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("  cow,")  add  ("  this  day 
six  montlis")  ( The  Earl  OranvilU) ;  after  short 
debate,  on  Question,  That   ("  now,")   Ac. ; 
Coiit  50,  Not-Cont.  45  ;  Majority  5 
Resolved  in  tne  affirmative  ;  Bill  read  2* 

Dover  Harbour  Board—  The  Accountants 
Question,  Migor  Dickson  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  tho  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry 
Do  Worms)  Mar  10,  1718 


Drainage  and  Improrement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  FroYisional  Order  BiD 

{Mr.  Jaekion,  Sir  Michael  Htek$-B4«ek) 
(?.  Report  •  Feb  21  [Bill  127] 

Read  3»  •  Feb  22 
(.  Readl**  Feb2i  (No. -29) 

Read  2*  •  Mar  7 

Report  •  Mar  10 

Dublin  Southern  District  Tramways  BiU 

{by  Order) 
c.  2R.  deferred  Feb  25,  562 
Read  2»  Feb  28,  690 

Dublin  Southern  District  Tramways  Bill 

[^Repayment  of  Deposit^ 
e.  Considered  In  Committee,  and  agreed  to  Mar  9, 
1665 

Duchy  of  Lancaster — Leases  of  Land  in 
Yorkihire 
Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis;  Answer, The  Chan- 
cellor of  tho  Duchy  of .  Lancaster  (Lord  John 
.Manners)  Mar  10,  1726 

DuPF,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Banffshire 
Admiralty — Report  of  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Contracts,  180 

Duncan,  Colonel  F.,  Finsbury,  Bolhorn 
Army — Promotion  of  Staff  Paymasters.  1731 
Army  (Supplementary  Estimates) — Army  Ser- 
vices, 1840 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7) — 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1479 

Dyke,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.   (Vice 
President    of    the    Committee   of 
Council  on  Education),  ^ent,  Dart- 
ford 
Charity  Commissioners— Education  Schemes, 
1780 
Scheme  for  Christ's  Hospital,  701 
Education  Department — Questions 

Building  Grants  to  Science  Schools   and 

Art  Schools,  572 
Now  Code,  1867,  888;— Article  114, 109, 

1736 
Payment  by  Results — Examinations,  1400 
Science  and   Art  Department — Elemen- 
tary  Scholarships,    465;  — The   Patent 
Museum,  1722 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,   1836-7)— 
Science  and  Art  Department,  1426,  1441 

EeeUiiastical  Commissioners  {Income  and 
Expenditure  in  Wales) 
Moved,  for  a  *'  Return  showing  the  net  annual 
income  derived  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners from  property  in  Wales,  and  the 
annual    payments    made    by   them    to  the 
Bishops,   Chapters,    and  Arefadeaco&s,  ^. 
in  Wales,  and  the  annual  value  of  th«  grants 
made  by  the  Commissioners  in  augmoBtaiion 
of  benefioes  in  Wales  "  {Mr.  Kenyn)  f^  24, 
556 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  deferred 
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Walbs)  (Qusstions) 

Buildinp  Granti  to  Science  Schools  and 
Ari  SchooU,  Questions,  Mr.  L.  Fry,  Mr. 
Woodall ;  Answers,  The  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  (Sir  William  Hart  Djrke)  Feb  25 , 
572 

EUmentarjf  Education — Irregular  Attendance 
— Mr.  Paget,  IFandsworth  Police  Court, 
Questions,  Mr.  II.  J.  Wilton.  Mr.  .MandelU  ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  18, 
20 

Loeal  Colleges  in  England  and  JFales,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  MundelU  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosohen) 
i/ar  7. 1383 

Pagment  by  Results'- Examinations,  Question, 
Mr.W.  G.  Carendish  Bentinok  ;  Answer,  The 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir  William 
Uart  Djrke)  Jl/ar  7,  1400 

Science  and  Art  Department  —  Elementary 
Scholarships,  Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  James  ; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
(Sir  William  Hart  DykeJ  Feb  24,  465  :  - 
Regulations  as  to  Drawing^  Question,  tMr. 
Uouldsworth ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke) 
Mar  8,  1584 

The  New  Code,  1887,  Question,  Mr.  P.  S. 
Powell ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Sir  William  Uart  Dyke)  Mar  \, 
BBS  i^Artieles  114,  109»  Question,  Mr. 
Kenyon ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Sir  William  Uart  Dyke)  Mar  10, 
1736 


Disallowance  of  Expenses  for  the  Egyptian 
Army ^  The  Accountant  General,  Question, 
Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosohen)  Mar  7» 
1399 

Enforcement  of  the  CorvSe,  Question,  Mr. 
Bryce ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergus- 
son)  Feb  22,  300 

Light  Dues  on  Shipping,  Question,  Mr.  T. 
Sutherland ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
Feb2\,  162 

Right  of  Commercial  Convention  with  Foreign 
Powers,  Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  James;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  Feb  18, 
35 

Sir  H,  Drummond  Wolfs  Mission,  Questions, 
Mr.  Howorth,  Sir  Henry  Tyler,  Mr.  Ander- 
son ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
Feb  21, 1C6 

Slave  Trade^Revival  in  the  Soudan  and  the 
Red  Sea  lAttoral,  Question,  Sir  Henry 
Tyler ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fer- 
gusson) Feb  18, 43  ;  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Uamilton)  Mar  1,  880 


JEgypt — The  Native  Egyptian  Army 
Moved  for,  «  Despatch  addressed  to  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff  by  Lieutenant-Colonel  Parr 
from  the  headquarters  of  the  Egyptian  Army 
at  Cairo,  dated  17th  January,  1886,  in  re- 
ference to  the  efficienoy  and  gallantry  of  the 
native  Egyptian  troops,  and  the  friendly  re- 
lations now  existing  between  the  English 
officers  serving  in  the  army  of  the  Khedive 
and  the  natire  oflSeers  and  men  "  (  The  Earl 
of  Harrowby)  Mar  4,  1253 ;  after  a  short 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Elcho,  Lord,  Ipswich 

Bulgaria — Recent  Outbreak — Use  of  Torture 
on  the  Captured  Insurgents,  1752 

Electric  Lightins:  Act  (1882)  Amend- 
ment BiU  [u^.]  ( The  Lord  Thurlow) 
L  Read  2\  after  short  debate  Mar  1,  851 

(No.  10) 

Ellbnbokouoh,  Lord 

Army— Insanitary  Condition  of  Knightsbridgo 
and  Dublin  Barracks,  560 

Royal  Commission  on  Warlike  Stores — Defec- 
tive Weapons  and  Stores,  6 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  B.  D.,  Roxburgh 

Parliament—Business  of  the  IIouso  (Rules  ot 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  988 

Elliot,  Hon.  H.  F.  H.,  Ayrshire,  iV. 
Educational    Endowments    (Scotland)    Com- 
mission, Motion  for  an  Address,  853 

Elliot,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Torh,  NR.,  Rich- 
mond 
Horses  —  Prohibition  of  Export  by  Foreign 
Countries,  303 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.,  Zeieestershire,  Bosworlh 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,   1886-7) — 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1170 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham,  Rusheliffe 
Duchy  of  Lancaster— Leases  of  Land  in  York- 
shire, 1726 
Ireland — Questions 

Irish  J uries— Appointment  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, 178 
Jurors'  Act — Connaught  Winter  Assises^ 

The  Clerk  of  the  Crown,  165 
Law  and  Justice  —  Mr.  John   Reding  ton, 

Sub-Sheriff  of  Co.  Galway,  1060 
Magistracy — Proclamation  of  Public  Meet- 
ings, 1259 
Privy  Council — Dates  of  Meeting,  August, 

1886,  to  January,  1887,  42 
Royal  Commission  on  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land  Act,  1881,  and  the  Purchase  of 
Und  Aot,  1885,  893 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  ( Rules  of 
Procedure) — Rule   1   (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  Amendt.  517, 1302,  1676 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7) — 
Bankruptcy  Department  of   the  Board  of 

Trade,  772  ^r\n\o 
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Ellis,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Merionethihire 

Ecolesiastioal  Commissioners  (Income  and  Ex- 
penditure in  Wales),  Motion  for  a  Paper, 

Emigration    Staiistiet  for    1886  —  Th4 
Return 
Qaestion,  Mr.  B.  Smith  ;  Answer,  The  Becre- 
tarj  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Ilenry 
De  Worms)  Feb  25,  578 

Esmonds,  Sir  T.  H.  G.,  Duhlin  Co.,  S. 
Cifil  Service  Commissioners  -^  Examinations 
for  Clerk  of  Works  under  the   Board  of 
Works,  1741 
Ireland — Qaestions 

ETictions — ^The  Brooke  Estate,  Ck>olgrean7, 

1080 
Mortgages  and  Charges  on  LAnded  Pro* 

perty.  108C 
Poblio  Meetings,  884 
Literature,  Science,  and  Art— The  Ohalloner 
Smith  Collection  of  Monotint  Engrarings, 
1080 

EsHER,  Lord  (Master  of  the  Bolls) 

Justices'  Jurisdiction,  2R,.  435 

Law  of  Evidence  Amendment,  2R.  431 

EssLBMONT,  Mr.  P.,  Aherdeenshiro,  E, 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure) — Rule    1    (Closure  of  Dehate), 

Res.      Motion     for     Adjournment,     653; 

Amendr.  053,  055,  984,  980,  1060 
Supplj  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 

Local  Gofcrnuient  Board,  dtc.  8U8 

Evietiom  at  Burradon    Colliery,    County 
Northumherland 
Question,  Mr.  Fenwick  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  25,  579 

EwiNO,  Sir  A.  Orr,  Dumbarton 
Clyde  Nafigatioo,  Consid.  1567 

Exhibition  of  ISdl-^Zanded Property  held 
by  the  Comtniieionen — Amoimt  Mori- 
gaged  to  Greenwich  Hospital 
Question,  Mr.  Lahouohere  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) Mar  8, 1586 

Etbe,  Colonel  H.,  Lineohtihire,  Oaine* 
borough 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— The  Volunteers — 
Extra  Pay  to  Permanent  Staff,  39 

Fenwiok,     Mr.     0.,      Northumberland, 
Wansbeck 
Evictions  at   Burradon  Colliery,  Co.  North- 
umherland, 579 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule   I    (Closure  of   Debate), 
Ues.  600 


Feroussoit,  Bight  Hoo.  Sir  J.  (Ui4ef 
Secretary    of    State    for  Foreign 
AjETairs),  Manchester,  NE. 
Afriea  ( East)  —Portugal— Zantibar  Coait.  715 

Rumoured  Annexation  of  Territory,  1721 
Africa  (West  Coast)~Mr.  H.   Q.  Jeknsloo, 

iler  Majesty's  Vice  Coot«l,  1743 
Alien  Acts— ImmigratHm  of  Destitute  Alisu, 

1725 
America — Quettioos 

North  American  Fisheries— Canada  and  tbs 
United  States— Tbo  Fishery  Diipates 
391.  713 
South  America— British  Guiana  and  Veoe- 
loela— The  Boundary  Line,  1403, 1731 ; 
—Chili — Imprisonment  of  a  Sailor  named 
Carrol  at  Ponta  Arenas,  473 
Army  (Supplementary  Estimates)— Army  Ser- 
vices. 1786, 1787 
Asia— Central  Astaa  Affisirs— (Questions 
OflScial  Information,  881 
Reinforcement  of  the  Chinese  Garrisons  in 

TurkesUn.  1079 
Russian  Railway  by  the  Caspian  Sea,  1T33 
Trade  Communication  between  Thibet  and 
India,  1405 
Borneo — The  Limbnng  River,  699 
Bulgaria,  Aflairs  of— Questions 
Mr.  Condie  Stephen,  479 
Reoeat  outbreak— Use  of  Torture  oo  the 

Captured  Insurgents,  1 753 
The  Debate,  181 
China  and  Burmah— Tho  Delimitation  Coq- 

mission.  1886,  36 
Egypt—  Questions 

Enforcement  of  the  Corvfte,  300 
Proposal  ot  Sir  U.  Drummond  Wolff,  167 
Right    of   Commercial    Convention    vith 
Foreign  Powers,  35 
Great   BHUin  and    Venesuela-CessatioB  of 
Diplomatic   Relations,  724  ;— Proteetioo  of 
British  Subjects,  1084 
Horses— Prohibition  of   Esporl   by   Foreigs 

Countries.  804,  1078 
Islands  of  the  Paciflc-New  Hebrides— Fortifl- 

cations  of  tho  French.  299 
Moiambique— Protection  of  British  Subjects- 

U.M.S.  "Reindeer,"  1743 
North    Sea    Fisheries    Convention— Damagei 
by  Belgian  Owners,  886 
Liquor  Traffic— The  International  Coofe^ 
ence.  1726 
PaciOc  Peru— lll-Usage  of  British  Seames,  43, 

800 
Parliament— Business  of  the  floMo— Order  d 

Supply.  1301.  1362 
Parliament^Queen's  Speech.  Address  io  As* 

swer  to.  Report,  63,  66.  68 
Slave  Trade— Revival  in  the  Soudan  aod  the 

Red  Sea  Littoral.  43 
Supply  (Supplementary   Estimates,  1886-7)- 
Diplomaiic  and  Consular  Buildings, dec.  763 
Embassies  and   Missions  AbrMd,  H59, 
1461,  1465, 1482. 1484, 1487, 1480,  J^»«. 
1498 
Foreign  Office.  768 
Trade  and  Commerce— Intcmationsl  Confer- 
ence oo  the  Sugar  Bounties,  1589 
Trade  and  Manufacture— French  ProhioHwa 
of  English  Leather,  1395, 1396 
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FsTSBBHAir,  Earl  of 

Army^InMnitary  Condition  of  Knighisbrid^e 

And  Dublin  Barracks,  561 
Glebe  Lands,  Oomm.^.  11,  1713 


Field,  Admiral  E.,  8u$»eXy  JSasihoume 
Navj— Stranding  of  the  Gunboat  "Firm*'— 
Sir  William  Thompson's  Deep  Sea  Sound- 
ing Machine,  570 
Parliament — Business  of  the    House^Votes 

and  Proceeding,  46 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1880-7)^ 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1152 

FiNLAY,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Invernesiy  Sfe, 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Commis- 
sion, Motion  for  an  Address,  862 

FiNTJOAKB,  Mr.  J.,  Limerick f  E. 

Ireland — E?ictions— Mr.  Edmond  DaToreo, 
KUmallock,  1719,  1720 

First  Offenders  Bill 

{Mr,  Howard  Vinewt,  L^rd  Randolph  Spme$r 
ChunMUf  Sir  Henry  S$lwin»lbbttt(m,  Mr, 
Hoan,  Mr.  Addison^  Mr,  Hastings,  Mr. 
Lawson,  Mr,  MoUsy)  [Bill  132] 

Moved,  '*Tbat  the  Bill  be  now  read  8«'' 
Feb  18, 115 ;  after  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave 
out  *'  now,"  add  "  upon  this  day  six  months  " 
{Mr,  JBdward  Harrington);  Question,  *' That 
'  now,'  Ac.,"  put,  and  negatived 
Main  Question  pal,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2« 
Committee;  Report  Mar  7,  1544  [Bill  189] 

FiBHBB,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Fulham 

Law  and  Police^The  Recent  Socialist  De- 
monstration (Metropolis),  1069 

Fisheries  {Sea) — Collection  of  Statistics 
Question,  Mr.  Rowntree  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms)  Feb  18,  42 

Fishing  Vessels,  Loss  of  Life  from 

Question,  Mr.  A.  Sutherland  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms)  Feb  28,  701 


FitzObrald,  Lord 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice 
141,1234 


-Irish  Jury  Laws, 


Flbtohxb,  Sir  H.  T.,  Sussex^  Lewes 
Queen's  Jubilee  Celebration — A  Review,  1785 

Flynn,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Cork,  N, 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure)— Rule    1   (Closure  of  Debate), 

Motion   for   Adjournment.   886,  389,  643, 

1610 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)^ 

Post  OflBce,  1536 

FoBBioH  Affaibs — Secretary  of  State 
{see  Sausbuby,  Marquess  of) 

YOK  OOOXI.     [thibd  bibibs.] 


foreign  Powers — Advice  and  Remonstrance 
— Explanation 
Question,    Mr.    P.    Stanhope;    Answer,   The 
First    Lord  of  the  Treasury   (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Feb  24,  483 

FoRSTBB,  Sir  0.,  Walsall 
Clyde  Navigation,  Consid.  1381 

Fo&TBScuB,  Earl 

Church  Patronage,  2R.  1047 

FoBWOOD,  Mr.  A.  B.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  Lancashire,  Ormskirk 
Contract  System  of  the  Admiralty— The  Royal 
Commission — Irregular  Publication  of  Evi- 
dence, 1587 
Merchant    Shipping — Assistance    to    Vessels 

near  Milford  Haven,  289 
Navy,  Health  of  the,  1885— Insanitary  Condi- 
tion of  Water  Tanks  at  Malta,  875 

FowLSB,  Sir  B.  N.,  London 

Admiralty  and  War  Offioe,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  1361 

Africa  (South)— Progress  of  Affairs  —  Lord 
Salisbury's  Letter  in  "The  Times,"  583 

High  Court  of  Justice  in  England — Scotch 
Cases — "Jones  v,  Scottish  Accident  In- 
surance Company,"  1574 

Licensed  Premises  (Earlier  Closing)  (Scot- 
Und),  2R.  1548 

London  Corporation  (Charges  of  Malversation), 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  903,  907  ;  Motion 
for  a  Select  Committee,  1224 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  622 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  Report,  94 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886  7)« 
science  and  Art  Department,  Ac.  839 

FowLBB,    Sight  Hon.  H.  H.,   JToher- 
hampton,  E, 
Election  Expenses,  1886— The  Return,  299 
Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  StreeU),  2R.  843 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Uonse,  484 
Parlisment— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)- Rule    1    (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  408,  597, 1655, 1702 
Supply  (Suoplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Civil  Service  Commission,  795,  798 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildinp,   Ac. 
759 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Comm. 
850 

Foynes  Harbour  (Transfer)  Bin 

(Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Mr,  Jaekeon) 
e.  Read  2^  and  committed  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee Feb  24,  551  [BUI  1691t 

Digitized  by  Vj^I^W  LC 


dQ 


[eod 


FOT 


GEN 


(INDEX) 


GIL 


GOH 


3". 


F(Hfn€$  Earhour  ( TraMfer)  Hi  W— cont 
Moved,  "Thftt  the  Committee  do  oontist  of 
Fife  Members  "  {Mr,  Penrose  Fittgerald) ; 
after  abort  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  oot 
"  Plf^"  Insert   "  Seven  "  {Dr,   Ttmner) ; 
Qaestion  proposed,  '<  That  «Fire'  Ao. ;" 
after  farther  short  debate,   Qaestion  pat, 
and  negatired;  Question,  <*  That  'Seven' 
40.,"  put,  and  agreed  to 
Ordered,  That  Four  be  nominated    by    the 
House,  and  Three  bj  the  Committee    of 
Seleetion 
And,  on  Mar  7,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows :  —  Mr.    Matthew    Kenny,    Admiral 
Mayne,  Mr.  Schwann,  Mr.  Smith-Barr/ 

Frabsb,  General  0.  0.,  Lambeth,  K 
Admiralty — Naval  Lieutenants —  Resignation 

of  Commissions  In  Time  of  Peace,  1065 
Army— Reported  Reduction  of  Horse  Artillery, 
694 
Retirement  of  Commanding  Officers,  1788 

Free  Libraries  Aets  Consolidation  Bill 

(Mr,  Caldwell,  Dr,  Cameron,  Mr, 
Cameron  Corbett) 
e.  BUI  withdrawn  •  Feh  33  [Bill  1 15] 

Pry,  Mr.  L.,  Briiiol,  K 

Education   Department^  Bnilding  Grants   to 
Science  Schools  and  Art  Schools,  573 

Fet,  Mr.  T.,  DarU'ngton 

Ambleside  Railway,  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee, 448 

Fulton,  Mr.  J.  F.,  JTest  Mam,  N. 
Great  Eastern  Railway,  2R.  148 

Oame    Lawi — Sale  of  a   Bare  without 
LieeiMe 
Question,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Mar  10, 1748 

Oabdner,  Mr.  H.,  E$9$Xf  8affr(m  WaUen 
Farliament^Business  of  the  Bouse  (Rules  of 

Procedure)  —  Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 

Res.  1698 
Parliament—  Public  Basiness— Railwa/  Rates 

and  LAnd  Reform,  47 
Prison  Labour— Mat- Weaving,  37 
Tithe  (England  and  Wales),  1591 

Obdoe,  Mr.  8.,  Stoehport 

Parliament—  Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure)— Rale  1    (Closure  of  Debate), 

Res.  605,  993,  1397 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  188€»7) — 

Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1190 

Oxivt-Davis,   Mr.   B.,   Lamhethy   K$n^ 
ningtan 
Parliament^Basiness  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1   (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  1700 


Giles,  Mr.  A.,  Stmthampton 
Ambleside  Railway,  Instraction  to  the  Com- 
mittee, 451 

OiLHOOLYy  Mr.  J.,  Cork,  W, 

Ireland  —  Law  and  Police  —  Darros  Petty 
Sessions—  ^—  Uegarty,  153 

Gill,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Limerick 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Abduotioa  of  Ethel 
Roe,  1577,  1578 
Prisons     Board  —  Richmond    Bridewell, 
Dablio,  1335 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Roles  of 
Procedure) — Rule   1    (Closare  of  Debate), 
Res.  1002,  1678 
Sopply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7} — 
Public  Education,  Ireland,  1445 

Gill,  Mr.  T.  P.,  L<mth,  8. 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Hoose  (Ruleeof 
Procedure)— Rule  I  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  290,  628,  625,  982,  1005,  1806,  1686 

Gladstone,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.,  JEdin- 
burgh.  Mid  Lothian 
London  Corporation  ^Cbarfsa  of  MalYena- 

tion),  Motion  for  Adjournment,  910,  916 
Parliament — Businees  of  tbe  House  (Roles  of 
Procedure)— Rule  I   (Closure  of   Debate), 
Res.  190,  204,  955,  1281,  1291 
Parliament— Public  Business,  585, 1412 

Ol6b6  Lands  Bill  [hx.]  (The  Viuomt  Cnm) 
I.  Queation,    Tbe  Archbinbop   of   Caaterknry  • 

Answer,  The  SecreUry  of  StaU  for  India 

(Viscount  Cross)  Mar  7,  1362 
Committee  Mar  10,  1706  (Noe.  16^1) 

GoDflOK,  Mr.  A.  F.,  Eidd&rmineter 
Post   OflSce— Parcel    Post  to  New  Zealand, 
1590 

GoLDSMiD,  Sir  J.,  8t,  Panerasj  8. 
Admiralty  and  War  OflSoes—Tbe  New  BaOd- 

ings,  16 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)^ 

Cifil  Service  Commission,  800 

Gt)B8T,  Sir  J.  E.  (Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  India),  Ckaihetm 
Indiar-^uestions 

Army  Clotbing  Department — Eiolusi—  o 
European  Articles,  691 

Burmah  (Upper)— Tbe  Military  Expedi- 
tion—Alleged Cruelties,  888, 1406 

Collection  of  Re? enue — Magisterial  Powers, 
1890 

Extension  of  the  Railway  System  in  India 
and  Burmah,  454 

Pensions  for  General  Serrioet — Amooat 
paid  in  England,  581 

Post  OfBce— Telegraph  Department— Pre- 
sidency Allowanoe,  87  ;  —  Telegraphic 
Messages,  f|Sized  by  Vj^^JV  iC 
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GoBST,  Sir  J.  E. — cent 
Indift  (Madras)— QoestioDi 

Armj  Clothing  Department — Exclusion  of 

European  Articles,  884,  1789 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  697 
Collector  of  Chingleput»  695 
Mr.    H.    E.    SuIIiTaD,  Cofenanted  Chil 

Service,  1391 
Unoovenanted  Civil  Service,  291 
India — Railways — Questions 

BengalNsgpur  Rsilway,  1257,  1258 

Borrowing  Powers,  1272 

Extension  of  the  Railway  System,  569 

GosOHBN,  Et.  Hon.  G.  J.  (Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer),  St.  Oeor(/e*8,  Han- 
over Square 
Accountant  General  —  Disalluwnnce   of   Ex- 
penses for  the  Egyptian  Army,  1399 
Army  (Supplementary  Estimates)— Army  Ser- 
vices. 1791,  1794,  1795,  1802,  1810,  1844, 
1845 
Civil    Service    Writon^Deparimeotal    Com- 
mittee, 1579 
Ourrenoy—  Deterioration  of  the  Gold  Coinage, 

469;— Half-sovereigns,  1581 
Education— Local  Colleges    in   England  and 

Wales,  1383 
Inland  Revenue — QnestioBS 

Assessments  in  Ealing  and  Brentford,  464 
Dog  Tax,  719 

Income  Tax— Allowance  to  Colliery  Pro- 
prietors, 1731 : — Assessment  on   Public 
baths  and   Wash-bouses,    St.    Pancras, 
297  ;  —  Collection,    401  ;  —  Married 
Women's  Property  Act,  577 
Ireland — Custom    House,  Dublin,  170;— 
**  Death  Duties  "  on  Land  in  Ulster,  1268, 
1720,  1721 
Literature,  Science,  and  Art — National  Science 
Collections  —  The    Inter-Departmental 
Committee,  1396 
Schools  at  South  Kensington — Surplus  of 
Exhibition  of  1851,  1745 
Magistracy  (England  and  Wales) — Mr.  George 
Fidell  Rowley,  High  Sheriff  of  Rutlandshire, 
1270 
Parliament — The  Chiltern    Hundreds— With- 
drawal of  Application,  1754 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Hoove  (Rules  of 
Procedure) — Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate),  Res, 
241,  244,  591,  592,  594,  616,  936,  941,  973, 
1338,  1633,  1636, 1637,  1701 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7) — 

Civil  Service  Commission,  799,  802 
Trustee    Savings    Banks  —  Cardiff    Trustee 

Savings  Bank,  579,  879 
Ways  and  Means — Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue — Return  of  Income  Tax — Dividend 
Warrants  of  Railway  Companies,  1061 

G0T7RLEY,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

North   American  Fisheries — Canada  and  the 

United  Sutes— The  Fishery  Disputes,  291 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 

Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1471, 1474, 

1489 

Graham,  Mr.  E.  0.,  Zanarh,  IT.  W. 

Scotland— Mines — Assistant   Inspectorship  of 
Mines  in  Western  Division,  30 


Grasyille,  Earl 
Dover  (Corporation)  Harbour,  2R.  Amend tr 
657,  666 

Great  Eastern  Railway  Bill  {hy  Order) 
e.  Read  2»,  after  short  debate  Feb  21, 142 

Great  Eastern  Railway  and  Felixstowe 
Railway  and  Book  Companies  Bill 
(hy  Order) 

e.  Read  2^,  after  short  debate  Feb  24,  437 

Greenwich  Hospital  Funds — Investments 
Question,  Sir  Samuel  Wilson  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett  (A  Lord  of  the  Admiralty) 
Mar  3,  1088;  Question,  Sir  Samuel  Wilson ; 
Answer.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  Mar  10,  1722 
[See  title  Exhibiiion  of  1851] 

Gbimthobfb,  Lord 

Church  Patronage,  2R.  Amendt.  683 
Dover  (Corporation)  Harbour,  2R.  665 
Glebe  Lands,  Comm.  el.  3,  1708 
Lunacy   Acts    Amendment,   Comm.   Amendt. 

132 ;  el.  3,  Amendt.  133 ;  el.  4,  Amendt. 

139 

EaU-Markiny 

The  Watch  Trads—ffall' Marking  of  Waieh 
Cases -- Merehitndiee  Marks  Act  (1862) 
AfMfidnwnt  Bill,  Question,  Mr.  Kimber ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Board  f 
Trade  ( Baron  Henry  De  Worms)  Feb  28, 722 

The  Waltham  Watch  Manufacturing  Company , 
Question,  Mr.  Kimber ;  Answer,  The  Seore* 
tary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henrjr 
De  Worms)  Mar  4, 1262 

Halsbxtbt,  Lord  (Lord  Ohancellor) 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  2R.  866 
Dover  (Corporation)  Harbour,  2R.  667 
Justioos'  Jurisdiction,  2R.  435 
Law    of    Evidence    Amendment,    2R«    431 

Comm.  cl.  2,  1025 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  Comm.  el.  3,  137 

138;  eh  42,  141 ;  Postponed  el.  8,  Amendt 

869,  870  :  Report,  1705, 1706 
Potter's  Patent,  2R.  558 

Halsey,  Mr.  T.  F.,  Eerts,  Watford 
Ways  and  Means— Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue— Return  of  Income  Tax— Dividend 
Warrants  of  Railway  Companies,  1061 

Hambro,  Colonel  J.  0.  T.,  Dorset,  8. 
Weymouth  and  Melcombe  Regis  Corporation, 
2R.  1056 

Hamilton,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  G.   F 
(First    Lord   of   the   Admiralty) 
Middlesex^  Ealing 
Admiralty— Qoettions 

Coaling  Sutiona— Seyohelles,  714 
Dockyards  —  Devonport  Dockyard  —  The 
Fire  Brigade  Staff,  1301 ;— Subscriptions 
to  the  Impeml  l-'^^'^^e'd'^y  V^^V^vjk 
8  Q  2  {coM.^ 


BAM 


HAN 


(INDEX) 


HAB        HAfi 


311. 


IlAMiLToir,  Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  F,—eont. 

Guardthip"  BcUeisIe  "—  Repain,  170, 1780 
Naval  Goes  and  Amroonition — Papers  and 

Correspondence,  1407 
Naval   Lieutenants — Resignation  of  Oom- 

mlssions  in  Time  of  Peace,  1066 
Naral  Operations  in  New  Goinca,  80 
Report  of  the  Coinmltteo  on  Na?al  Con- 
tracts, 180 
Sale    of    Confidential    Drawings,  4o.   in 

Chatham  Dockyard,  1744 
Subscriptions    to  the  Imperial   Institute, 
1408,  1409 
Exhibition  of  1801  — Landed  Property  held  b/ 
the  Commissioners — Amount  Mortgaged  to 
Greenwich  Hospital,  1586 
London  Corporation  (Charges  of  Mal?ersation), 

Motion  for  Adjoornment,  908,  909 
Merchant  Shipping— 'Stoam  Tug  ott  Mumbles 

Head,  1570 
Na?7 — Questions 

Defect ivo  Weapons — Cutlasses  and  Sword- 

Bayonets— H.M.S.  "  Acorn,"  1267 
Dockyards — Defective  Sheers  at  Pembroke 
Dockyard,  703,  1066 ;— FaUl  Aooident  at 
Portsmouth  Dockyard,  1079 
Greenwich   Hospital  Fonds*- Investments, 

1728 
U.M.8.  ^  Ajax  "—Gun  Praotioe  at  Innellan, 

00  the  Clyde,  179,  570 
H.M.S.  «'Bellei8le"^The  ''Broad  Arrow 

and  Miliury  Magaiine,"  1067 
Intelligence    Department  —  Disoloenre    of 

Confidential  DoonmenU,  1088, 1084 
Manufacturing     Department  — -  Nordenfelt 
Guns,  1303 
Stranding  of  the  Gunboat  <*  Firm*'— Sir 
William  Thompson's  Deep  Sea  Sounding 
Machine,  576 
North  Sea  Fiaberiet— The  Fishing  Boat  **  Sky- 
lark, 886 
SUve  TrafBe<-Eaat  Coast  of  Afirioa,  880 

HiJcniTOir,  Lord  0.  J.,  Liv0rpool,  W$Bt 
Dmrhy 
Great  Eastern  Railway  and  Felixstowe  Rail- 
way and  Dock  Companies,  2R.  488 

Hamilton,  Lord  E.,  TyroMy  N. 
Ireland — Glebe  Land  Purcbaaers,  1264 

Post    OflBoe— Telegraph    Bxtension,    Co. 
Donegal,  1265 

Hahbuby,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Preston 
Admiralty — Sale  of  Confidential  Drawings,  Ao. 

in  Chatham  Dockyard,  1744 
Africa— Gold  Coast — Contemplated  Acquisition 

of  Territory  by  England,  1081 
Asia — Central  Asian  Afiairs^Ofllcial  Informa- 
tion, 881 
Na?y  —  Defective  Weapons  —  Cutlasses  and 
Sword    Bayonets  —  H.M.S.    ••  Acorn," 
1266 
Manufacturing    Department  —  Nordenfelt 
Guns,  1391 
Slave  Traffic— Bast  Coast  of  Africa,  880 
War  Office  (Ordnance  Department) — Contract 
for  Cartridges  for  Queensland,  1582 
Defective  Wenpons — Cutlasses  and   Sword 
Bayonets,  479 


Marhoun 

HarbourSf  Docks,  and  Piers  Clauses  Act,  1847 
— Harbours  Exempt^ Li fe-Sanng  Appar^ 
tut.  Question,  Mr.  Maelure ;  Anawer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Bartm 
Henry  De  Worms)  Feb  22,  288 

SarhwT  AceommodaJUon  CommitUe,  QoettioD, 
Mr.  Maijoribanks ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treaaory  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  JTor  1, 
892         [See  title  Dovsr  Barbmr  B99rd\ 

Haboouet,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  W.  0.  V., 
Derhy 
Parliament— Public  Busineas— Committee  of 

Supply,  584 
Parliament-* Baainess  ef  the  Uovse  (Roles  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1    (Oloaare  of  Debate), 
Res.  199,  205,  252,  264,  267, 268,  269,  927. 
935,  986,  988,  940,  966,972,  1000,  1299, 
1327 
Parliament — Qoeen'a  Speeob,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Report,  81,  82,  83,  85,  86 
Supply  (Supplementary   Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Diplomatio  and  Consular  Building*,  Ae. 
756 
Science  and  Art  Departmeot,  Ac.  ZZi 

Habdwioke,  JBarl  of 
Glebe  Lands,  Comm.  el.  8, 1769 

Hareinqton,  Mr.  E.,  K&rry^  W. 
Colonial  Service  (Penaions),  2R.  555 
First  Offenders,  2R.  Amendt.  126 
India— Quecn'a  Jubilee  Celebration— Litara- 

tion  of  25,000  Prisoners,  46 
Ireland  (Distress,  Ac.) —  Distress  In   Kerry, 

174 
PnHlament  — Bil«}iic5»of  the  House  (Roiei  af 

Protedi!!^)— Rule    1    (CIosufb   of  Debate), 

Ecs   G|l,OfiL  1000.  1007,  1613,  1699,1700 
I'liHmmerit— Order— Withdrnwal  of  a  Quertioo 

from  Ibe  Notice  Paper,  1752,  1753, 1754 
Supply  (Supplomentiiry  Eitirnstea,  1886-7J— 
Conat'lluliLry  Farce  in  Ireland,  1121 
llouaca  of  Parliament*  727,  72& 

aARRiNGTON,     Mr.    T.     C,     DbWw. 
Barhowr 
Parliament— Business  of  tbe  House  (Rales  of 
Procedure)— Rule    1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  947,  948. 1004,  1325,  1326 
Supply  (Supplementary    Estimates,  1886-7)- 
Constabnlarj  Force  in  Ireland,  1111,1114 

EUrris,  Lord  (Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War) 
Army— Insanitary  Condition  of  Knigbtsbridge 
and  Dublin  Barracks,  560,  561 
Royal   Military    College,    Sandhurst,  ud 
Royal  Military    Academy.  Woolwich- 
Report  of  the  Board  of  Visitors,  670 
Horse  Breeding  and  Supply  for  Military  aad 

Industrial  Purposes,  1373, 1380 
Royal  Commission  on  Warlike  Stores— Defec- 
tive Weapons  and  Stores,  Motion  for  Re- 
turns, 5,  6,  7 
War  Offlce  (Ordnance  Department)— DefecUre 
Weapons— Cutlaasea  and  Sword  BajoMdi 
Explanation,  279 

Digitized  by  Vj^VJV  iC 
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Habrowby,  Earl  of 

Egjpt—Native  Kgyptian  Army,  Motion  for  a 
Paper,  1253 

Rojal  Commission  on  Warlike  Stores—  Defec- 
ti?e  Weapons  and  Stores,  Motion  for  Re- 
turns, 1,  7 

HABTiKOTOFy  Bight  Hon.  Marquess  of, 
Lancashire,  MoBsmdaU 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Prooedure)— Role  1   (Closure  of   Debate)^ 
Res.  319,  332,  939, 1343, 1700 


Hatdbit,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Zeitrim,  8. 

Ireland— Post  OflKse— Delivery  between  Drum- 
lish  and  Faimaught,  Co.  f<eitrim,  1260 
Letter  Carrier  between  Carriek-on- Shan- 
non and  Drumsna,  292 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886>7) — 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1120, 1121 

Hbalt,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 
Ireland— Questions 

Board  of  National  Education— Mrs.  Harriet 

Sonter,  a  Teacher  in  B^fiist,  23,  24 
Court  of  Bankrnptoy — Accounts  of  OflBoial 

Assignees — Mr.  L.  H.  James,  32 
Land  Law  Act,  1881— County  Court  Rules^ 

580 
Revision     of     Parliamentary     Voters  — 
Borough  of  Belfast,  295 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Oomm. 
114 

Hbalt,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Longford,  JV. 

Admiralty  and  War  OflBce,  Motion  for  a  Seleoi 

Committee,  1361 
County  Courts  (Expenses),  Res.  1664 
Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets),  2R.  841 
Ireland  Questions 

Crime  and  Outrage— Riots  at  Belfast— 

Acquittals  at  the  Tyrone  Winter  Assises, 

1745, 1747  ;— Trial   of  the   Walkers— 

Challenging  the  Jury,  1066 

Customs — Outdoor  OflBcers,  1591 

Evictions— Mr.    Edmond    Davoren,    Kil- 

mallock,  1720 
Inflammatory   Language— Speech  of  Lord 
Rossmore  at  Camla  Orange  Hall,  Mona- 
ghan,  1063 
Irish  Land  Question,  1749 
Law  and  Justice— Jury  Panel  of  County 
Monagfaan,  1728  ;—'« Queen  1^.  Dilloo  ^ 
—Shorthand  Report,  877 
Prisons    Board  —  Richmond     Bridewell, 

Dublin,  1386 
Public  Meetings,  885 

Royal  Commission  on  the  Land  Law  Act, 
1881,  and  the  Purchase  of  Land  Act, 
1885,  1273,  1274 
State  of  Ireland — Prohibition  of  Meeting 
at  Coolgreany,  717, 118 
Law  of  Evidence— Evidence  of  Accused  Per- 
sons, 709 
Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  (1S81)  Exten- 
sion, 2R.  1869 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Houso— Order  of 
Supply,  1361 


IIbalt.  Mr.  T.  M.— eon^. 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure)~Rule   1    (Closure  of    Debate), 

Res.  923,  927,  953,  954.  961,  966,  971,  089, 

1011,1012,  1356,  1367,  1359.  1360,  1593, 

1594,   1600,  1623.  1636,  1638,  1647,  1648, 

1656, 1660  ;  Motion  for  Adjoornmenti  1661, 

1663, 1664 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 

Constabulary    Force    in  Ireland,   1182 

1183.  1192,1195,1196.1201 

Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland^  822,  825, 

828,  830,  838 
Local  Government  Board,  Ac.  806,  810, 

816 
Public  Buildings  (Great  Britain).  735 
Science  and  Art  Department,  Ac.  840,  841 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland).  Comm. 
846  :  Motion  for  Adjournment,  849,  851 

HBATOiTy  Mr.  J.  H.,  CanUrlmry 
Army  (Supplementary  Estimates)— Army  Ser- 
vices, 1857, 1860,  1866 
Asia    (Central)  —  Russian    Railway    by  the 

Caspian  Sea,  1733 
India— Telegraphic  Messages,  582 
Mauritius — Sir  George  Bowen,  706 
Post  OflBce— SecreUry  to  the  Post  OflBce,  1400 

Submarine  Cable  Company,  707 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 

Adelaide  Exhibition,  1519,  1522 
War   OflBce  —  Fortification  of   Singapore — 
Armament,  882 

HsNXAOB,  Right  Hon.  E.,  Oreai  Cfrimhy 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)- Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  231,  1305 
Trade  and  Commeroe  —  Depression  in  Agri- 
culture, 304 

Hbbsohbll,  Lord 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  2R.  867 
Dover  (Corporation)  Harbour,  2R.  667 
Glebe  Lands,  Comm.  c/.  1 1, 1714 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  Comm.  d,  3,  136, 

138 ;  Report,  1705 
Potter's  Patent,  2R.  558 

Hill,  Right  Hon.  Lord  A.  W.  (Comp- 
troller of  the  Household),  Dotvn,  W. 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,   Iler  Majesty's 
Answer  to  the  Address,  185 

Hill,   Mr.  A.  S.,   Staffordshire,  King* 
swinford 
America  fSoulh)— British  Guiana  and  Vene- 

Euela— The  Boundary  Line,  1403,  1721 
Pariiament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1   (Closure  of   Debate), 
Res.  205,  1632, 1633 


HoBHOTTSE,  Lord 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  2R.  862 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881— Agricultural 
Statute,  1881.1836,Jgi^M^  by  V^^V^^e 
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HoLLAHD,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  H.  T. 
(Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies), 
Mampsiead 

Afrlea— Gold   Oowt  —  Contcmpliited  AcquW- 
tioB  of  Territory  by  England,  1081 

Afrioft    (South)  —  Progress  of  AifiiinH-Lord 
Salisbury's  Letter  in  '*  The  Times,"  683 
ZoloUnd,  458 

British  Hondorai,  718 

Colonial  Serfioe  (Pensions),  2R.  M4 

Imperial   and    Colonial    Governments  —  Con- 
ference in  London,  1 738 

Indian  Ocean— Seychelles -Mr.  CHifford  Lloyd, 
718 

Islands  of  the  Pnciflo- Tonga.  169.  485,  870 

Mauritius— Sir  George  Bowen,  707 
Sir  John  Pope  Hennessy.  1266 

Newfoundland— The  Cod  Fisherii'S,  465 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  Report,  100 

Supply  (Sopplemcntnry  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Cifil  Serfioe  CororoiMion,  791 

Holmes,    Bight    Hon.    H.    (Attorney 
General  for  Ireland),  Dublin  Uhi- 

v^TBtty 
Ireland— Questions 

Oouri  of  Bankruptcy— Accounts  of  Official 
Assignees— Mr.  L.  H.  James,  83,  1718; 
—Unclaimed  Diridends.  1680 

Crime  and  Outrage— Riots  at  Belfast- 
Action  of  the  Police,  1887  ;— Trial  of 
the  Walkers  —  Challenging  the  Jury, 
1067 

Fisheries  —  Boat  Slip  at  Fanad  Toint, 
I)onrg.tl,  1386 

Glebe  Uind  Purchasers,  1264 

Irish  Land  Commisaion  —  Land  Court — 
Fair  RenU,  1382 

Labourers'  Cottages  Act— Co.  Limerick, 
1577  ;— Ennis  Union,  1884 

Land  Law,  1881— County  Court  Rules, 
580 

Mr.  Francis  Morrice,  Secretary  to  the 
Grand  Jury,  Co.  Clare- Fees  from  Road 
Contractors,  872 

National  Schools— Removal  of  Inspectors, 
1300 

Poor  Law  Elections — Returning  OfiBcers, 
Cookhill  Union,  1881 

Prisons  Board  —  Richmond  Bridewell, 
Dublin,  1885,  1386 

Prisons— Salaries  of  Officials,  1675 

Queen's  Plates,  1741 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary— County  Inspec- 
tor Brownrigg,  1388 

Subornation  of  Information — Head  Con- 
stable Maurice  0*Halloran,  1270 


Ireland— Evictions-  Questions 
Carrickmacross  Union,  1685 
Lord  Kingston's  Estates,  Co.  Roscommon, 

1380 
Mr.  Edmond  Daroren,  Kilmallook,  1720 
Royal  Commission  on  Agricultoro,   1388, 
1880 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice— Questions 
Abduction  of  Eihel  Roe,  1677,  1678 
Criminal  I'rosecutions— The  Privy  Council, 

1262 
*  Secretaries  of  Grand  Juries,  467 


IIoLHKS,- Right  Hon.  H.- 
Ireland—Uw  and  Jusiico— Jury  System- 
Questions 
Cases  of  John  M'Nulty  and  others  (?lsB 

of  Campaign),  1729 
Challenges  in  Criminal  Cases- "  Qjoeen  f. 

(iartland  and  M'Kenoa,"  1394 
Monaghan  Assizes,  1402,  1727, 1728 
"  Queen  v.  Dillon,"  475,  1410 
Ireland — Magistracy—  Questions 

Proclamation  of  Public  Meetings,  li69 
Superseesion  of  Sir  Thomas  G.  Esmonds, 
M.P..  High  Sheriflf  of  Waterford  Co.  1361 
The  O'Donnellan  Blako  Forster,  J.P.  1898 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer 10,  Report,  108,  109,  111 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7}— 
Constabulary    Force    in    IrcUnd,  1308, 
1200,1211 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland,  824,  8S7, 

832 
Public    Education,    Ireland,    1448,  1444, 
1445 

Home  Department — Secretary  of  State 
{w  Matthews,  Bight  Hoo.  H.) 

Home  Department — Under  Secretary  of 
State  (wtf  WoRTLET,  Mr.  C.  B. 
Stuaet-) 

Hooper,  Mr.  J.,  CorA,  8.E. 

Ireland — Questions  ^ 

Commissioners  of   Irish   Lights— Dsnnti 

Rock,  Cork  Harbour,  698 
Uwand  Police— Extra  Police,  Co.  Cofk. 

162,  465 
Magistracy— Mr.  H.  U.  Whitney,  Kinak 
Union,  Kerry,  564 

HoTM  Brsidift^  md  Supphf  for  MiUUrn 

and  Indwtrtal  Purposes 

Observations,  Lord   Ribblesdale ;  Reply,  The 

Unper   Secretary   of  State   for  War  (Urd 

Harris)  Mar  7,  1368 :  short  debate  tbcrwn 

[See  Army,  161,  704] 

JIor8$9 

ProhiinUon  of  Export  by  Foreign  Coimtrii*, 
Question,  Mr.  G.  W.  Elliot;  Answer, The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afwn 
(Sir  Jnmcs  Fergusson)  Feb  22,  808  . 

FrohibitUm  of  t.mport  from  Great  BfitM, 
Question,  Colonel  lloghes-Hallett;  Answer, 
'J  1.0  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
i^inith)  2^^24,482 

FrohibitioH  of  Exportation  from  OermoMS  <• 

England,  Question.  Mr.  Wbitmore ;  Answsr. 

The  Under  Secretary  of  Sute  for  Foreiga 

Aflisirs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  Mar  8, 10"8 

[See  title  ilrs^] 


Houghton,  Lord 

Electric  Lighting  Act  (1882)  AmcnJmeot,  jK. 
858 
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HouLDSWOHTH,   Mt.   W.   H.,   Manches- 

Education  (Science  and  Art  Department) — 

Rec^lations  as  to  Drawing,  1584 
Mercnandise  Marks  Act  (1862)  Amendment, 

1581 
Merse/  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  (Various 

Powers),  1716 

HowAKD,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Camherwell,  Dulwieh 
Civil    Service— Lower    Division    Clerks    and 
Writers,  470 

HowBLL,  Mr.  G.,  JBethnal  Ors&n,  N.E, 
Law  and  Justice — Salford  Corporation  Gas 

works—"  Uonter  v.  Lever,"  169 
London  Corporation  (Charges  of  Malversation), 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  895,  915,   1089  ; 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  1225 
Trustee    Savings    Banks  —  Cardiff   Trustee 
Savings  Bank,  579,  878 
Remedies  against  Trustees,  1 70 

HowoBTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Salford,  8, 

Corporation  Officials — Bribery  bj  Commission, 
93,  S4 

Dublin  Southprn  District  Tramways  (Repay- 
ment of  Deposit),  1665 

Egypt — Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff's  Mission, 
166 

Parliament — ^Business  of  tlie  Ilouse  (Rules  of 
Procedure) — Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  388,  339 

HoTLE,  Mr.  I.,  Zaneashirs,  S^.,  ffey- 
wood 
India — Army    Clothing    Department— Exclu- 
sion of  European  Articles,  691,  883, 1738 

Hughes,  Colonel  E.,  Woolwich 

Licensed  Premises  (Earlier  Closing)  (Scot- 
land), 2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1545 

Hughes  -  Hallett,    Oolonel    F.     C, 
Roch$stor 
Admiralty — Sale  of  Confidential  Drawings  in 

Chatham  Dockyard,  1744 
Army-*  Questions 

Auxiliary     Forces— Militia     (Ireland)  — 

Supply  of  Martini- Henry  Rifles,  1072 
Medical    Staff  (India)— Brigade    Surgeon 

William  Graves,  1725 
Purchase  of  Horses  for  Military  Service, 

704 
Royal  Commission  on  Warlike  Stores— The 
Report,  566 
Horses— Prohibition  of  Export    from   Great 

Britoin,  482 
Navy— Intelligence  Department — Disclosure  of 

Confidential  Documents,  1083 
Post  OfRce  (India)— Telegraph  Department- 
Presidency  Allowance,  36 
War  Oflloe  (Ordnance  Department) — Questions 
Ammunition.    Ac. — Boxer  Martini-Uenry 
Cartridges,  159,  482,  704  ;— Solid-drawn 
Cartridge  Csses,  1071 
Cartridges  in  Store,  160 
Manufacture  of  Machine  Guns  at  Enfield, 
577 


Hunter,  Sir  W.  G.,  Hackney y  Ctntral 
Army  ~~  Commissions  —  Standard    of   Visual 
Acuteness,  1736 
Rank  of  Medical  Officers,  1084 

Hunter,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen,  N. 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1882 
(Dollar  Institution),  Motion  for  an  Address, 
278 

Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets)  Bill 

{Mr,  David  Plunhet,  Mr,  Jackson) 
c.  Bead  2«,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 
of  Five  Members,  Two  to  be  nominated  by 
the  Uouse,  and  Three  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection  Feb  28,  842  [Bill  135] 

And,  on  Mar  7,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows :— Mr.  Henry  11.  Fowler,  Mr.  David 
Pluoket 

Illingworth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford,  W. 
Army  (Supplementary  Estimates) — Army  Ser- 
vices. 1704,  1795.  1861 
Colonial  Service  (l^ensions),  2R.  554 
Licensed  Premises  (Earlier   Closing)   (Soot- 
land),  2R.  1550 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouse  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule   1   (Closure  of   Debate), 
Res.  207,  416,  534,  5i2,  513,  056,  977,  991, 
1663 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates.  1886-7)— 
Constabulary  Force  in   Ireland,    1186; 
Motion   for  reporting    Progress,   118  7» 
1188,  1189 
Science  and  Art  Department,  &e.  838, 1221 

Imperial  and  Colonial  Dafeneen 

Hingapore^  Fortification  of— Armament,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Henniker  Heaton  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  Sute  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) Mar  1,882 

Imperial  and  Colonial  Governments — The 
Conference  in  London 
Question,  Mr.    O.  V.  Morgan ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State    for    the    Colonies    (Sir 
flenry  Holland)  Mar  10, 1737 

Imperial  Institute  Buildifigs — The  Com" 
petition 
Question,  Mr.  Con^beare  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the   Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith) 
Mar  4,  1273 

Incumbents  of  Benefices  LoanB  Ezten- 
sion  Act   (1886)    Amendment    Bill 

[h.l.]  (  The  Duke  of  Buckingham  and 

Chandoi) 
L  Presented  ;  read  !•»  •  Mar  10  (No.  39) 

India— Secretary  of  State  {see  C&oes, 
Viscount) 

India — Under  Secretary  of   State  (see 
GoRST,  Sir  J.  E.) 
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Ihdia  (Queiitom) 

ColUction  of  Revenue— MagiiUrial  Pewen, 
Quettioo,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  TIm 
Un<ler  SecreUrjr  of  State  for  IndU  (Sir  John 
Gor«t)  Moor  7,  ld90 
Peneiontfor  General  Services— Anumut  Paid 
in  Enalmd,  Quettion,  Mr.  King;  Answer, 
The  under  Secretarj  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gortt)  Feb  96,  681 

Madkai 
Army  Clothing  Department  —  Exelutiwi    of 

European  ArUelee^  (^ettioaa,  Mr.  llojk ; 

Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  28,  691 ;  Mar  1 , 

883 
Board   of  Inland  Jievenue,   Question,  Mr. 

Taite  ;   Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 

SUte  for  India  (Sir  John   Gorst)  Feb  28, 

607 
Covenanted  Civil  Service,  Question,  Mr.  P. 

O'Brien:  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 

SUtefor  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  22,201  ; 

— Jfr.  B,   E.  Sullivan,  Question,    Mr.   P. 

O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Mar  7, 

1300 
The  CoUeetor  of  Chingleput,  Question,  Mr. 

Toite;    Answer,   The  Under  Secretary  of 

SUte  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  28, 

605 

Post  Officb  (India) 
Telegraph  Department  —  Presidency  AlhW' 
anee.  Question,  Colonel  Hnghes-Hallett  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst^  Feb  18,  36 
Telegraphic  Messagee,  Question,  Mr.  Uenniker 
Heaton;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
StaU  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Feb  25, 
582 

Railways 
Ewteneion  e/*  the  Railweiy  System,  Question, 
Sir  Bernhard  Samuelson ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  Feb  25,  568 
Emtension  of  the  Railway  System  in  India  and 
Burmah,  Question,  Mr.  Maclure  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  Feb  24,  454 

Bengal  -  Nagpur  Railway,  Question,  Dr. 
Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Mar  4, 
1257 

Borrowing  Powers  —  Legislation,  Question, 
Mr.  Lionel  Cohen ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
Mar  4,  1272 

Thb  Qukbn*8  Jubilbb  Cblbbbatiok 
Liberation  of  25,000  Prisoners,  Posponement 
of  Questions,  The  Earl  of  Derby  Feb  18,  7  ; 
Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U. 
Smith)  ;  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare  [no  reply] 
Feb  18,  45;  Question,  Observations,  The 
Earl  of  Derby,  The  Earl  of  Lytton  ;  Reply, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Viscount 
Cross)  ;  Observations,  The  Marquess  of 
aipon  Feb  22,  280 


Indian  Oeean,  The— The  8$ychiHm^  Mr. 
CUfm-d  LUyd 
Questions,  Mr.  Carew,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Answen, 
The  SecreUry  of  Sute  for  the  Oelemes  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  Feb  28,  718 

lAtettates  Estatai  Bill        (Mr.  Amkrm, 

Mr.     Keeille,    Mr.    Joseph    Howard,    Mr, 
Addison^  Mr.   T.  P.  O*CoHn0r) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  ifor  3  [BiU  187] 

Irstahd  {Qsteeiume) 

AgrieuUure  in  Ireland,  RoyeU  Comwuesisn  ou 
—Evictions,  Questions,  Mr.  O'Kelly ;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Hr. 
Holmes);  Question,  Mr.  Conybears  [no 
reply]  JTor  7,  1388 

Asylums  (IrelancTi-^Meinaghan  .Isylusi,  Qnes- 
tion,  Mr.  P.  O'Briea;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  flicks- 
Beach)  Feb  21, 154 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections— J.  M.  WH- 
licunson.  Question,  Mr.  Seiton ;  Answer 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Uicks-Beach}  Feb  24,  466 

Customs— Outdoor  Officers,  Question,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  SecretAry  to  tbe 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Mar  8, 1591 

**  Death  Duties  '*  on  Land  in  Ulster,  Qoestioo, 
Mr.  O'Doherty ;  Answer,  The  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  3^  4, 1267 

Distreu,  ire. — Distress  in  Merry,  Questkm, 
Mr.  Conybeare  ;  Answer,  Tbe  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Besob) ; 
Question,  Mr.  K.  Harrington  [no  reply] 
Feb  21, 173 

Chm  Licences — Case  of  James  Mzye,  Ard/inan, 
Co.  Tipperary,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  O'Con. 
nor  (Tipperary,  S.);  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  ibr  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hioks- 
Beaoh)  Afar  3,  1073 

Inflammatory  Language — Speech  of  Lord  Ross- 
more  at  the  Camla  Orange  Ball,  Monaghan, 
Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Uealy  ;  Answen,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Miohsel 
Hicks-Beach)  Mar  3,  1063 

Irish  Land  Question— Legislation,  QnestioBS, 
Mr.  Sinclair,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answen,  Tbs 
Pint  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Mar  10,  1748 

Letter  of  Archbishop  Croke  (Cashel),  Quei- 
tioo,  Mr.  Johnston;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  ;  Question,  Dr.  Commins  [no  reply] 
Feb  28,  605 

Mining  Industries,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Cor- 
bet ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaeh)  Feb  18,  31 

Mortgages  and  Charges  on  Landed  Property, 
Question,  Sir  Thomas  Bsmonde;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Miehsel 
Hieks-Beach)  Mar  3, 1086 

Port  and  Doehs  Boatd,  DMii^^Te^den, 
Question,  Mr.  P.  M'Donald ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  tbe  Board  of  Trade  (Baroa 
Henry  De  Worms)  Feb  18,  30 

Privy  Council  {Ireland}— DaUs  of  Meeti^, 
August,  1886,  to  January,  1887,  QeestiSD, 
Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  IreUnd  (Sir  Michael  flicki-Beach] 
Feb  18,  42 
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(iueen'M  J*laUs,  Qoestion,  Colonel  NoUd  ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  for  IreUnd( Mr. 
Holmes)  i/or  10,  1741 

Revision  of  PafiiametUary  VoUn^Boromgh 
of  Belfoitf  Question,  Mr.  Blaurioe  Healy ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks. Beach)  Ftf6  32,  295 

SubomtUion  of  Information — Sead-ConstahU 
Maurice  (yBaUoran,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes)  Mar  4, 1269 

The  Executive  "The  New  Chief  Seeretary^ 
Qnesiion,  Mr.  Seiton ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasnry  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
ifar  7,  1409 

Local  GoriBRmNT  Board  (Irslard) 
CcLihil  Touin  Commietionen— Audit  of  Ac- 
cotint*.  Question,  Mr.  Condon ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks.Beach)/V6  2I,  157 
The  Bankers*  Account  of  the  Maeroom  Board 
of  Ouardiant—  Transfer  of  Account,  Ques- 
tions, Dr.  Tanner  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  Feb  28,  719 ;  Mar  8,  1077 

OouBT  OF  Bakkkuptct  (Ibsland) 
Accounts  of  Ofieial  Assignees — Mr,  L,  H, 
JameSy  Questions,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr. 
P.  M'Donald  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Fsb  18,  82; 
Question,  Mr.  P.  M'Donald;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
Max  10, 1718 
Dnelaimed  Dividends,  Questions,  Mr.  P. 
M'Donald  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Mar  8, 1579 

LABorBBRS  (Ibbland)  Acn,  1888  and  1885 
Labourers*  Cottages,  Co,  Limeriek,  Question, 
Mr.  William  Abraham  (Limerick,  W.)  ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  fbr  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes)  Mar  8,  1577 
The  Ennis  Poor  Law  Union— Scheme  under 
the  Acts,  Question,  Mr.  Cox  ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  fbr  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  Feb  18,  18  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Cox  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Mar  7,  1884 

Land  Law  (Ibelaih^)  Act,  1881 

Agriouttural  Statistics,  1881-1886,  Question, 
Mr.  Dobhouse ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Lord  John  Manners) 
Mar  4, 1256 

Countg  Court  Rules,  Question,  Mr.  Maurice 
Healy ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Feb  25,  580 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,  and  the 
Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Act,  1885, 
Tke  Royal  Commission  on  the.  Question, 
Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  Answer,  The  First  Urd  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Mar  I, 
898:  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Uealy;  An- 
swers.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  Mar  4,  1278;  QuesUons,  Mr. 
P.  O'Brien,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Mar  10,  1748  \— -Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Feb  25, 585 

[cont. 


Ibilakd — cont. 
Ibjsh  Land  Commission 

Endowed  Schools  Commissioners,  Questions, 
Mr.  Biggar;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach) 
Feb  21,  165 

Land  Court,  The— Fair  Rents-^Co,  West- 
meath.  Questions,  Mr.  D.  Sullivan,  Mr. 
Tuite;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  fV6  21, 
15S  I'-Dilatory  Proceedings,  Questions,  Dr. 
Tanner ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Mar  7.  1882 

f,^d  AnnesleyU  Estate  at  Belfast,  Questions* 
Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  Feb  18,  26 

Purchasers  of  Glebe  Lands,  Questions,  Mr. 
Reynolds ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
Feb  28,  706  ;  Mar  1,  889  ;  Question.  Lord 
Ernest  Hamilton;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Mar  4, 
1264 

Sale  of  Lands  in  Co,  Donegal,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Hea;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach)  Feb  24, 
471 

Sittings  in  Clare  Co.,  Question,  Mr.  Jordan  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  24,  466  ;— 
At  Sligo,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
HicksBeacb)  F^5  21, 178 

COMMISSIOREBS    Of   IbISH    LiaHTS 

Daunt*s  Rock,  Cork  Harbour,  Question,  Mr. 
Hooper ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
Feb  28,  698 

Education  (Ibbland) 
Commissioners  of  NaJtional  Education 

Mrs,  Harriet  Sonter,  a  TeacJier  in  Belfast, 
Questions,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  18,  28 

Teachers  and  the  Orange  Society,  Question, 
Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach) 
Feb  18,  28 

Classijieation  of  SehooUKeeping  by  Teachers, 
Question,  Mr.  Leahy  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  Mar  8,  1065 

Teaehert — Mr,  James  A,  Irwin,  CarriekawU' 
Hn,  Co,  Armagh,  Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Mar  8, 1069 

National  Schools  —  Removal  of  Inspectors, 
Question,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
Mar  7,  1889 

F18HBBIE8  (Ibbland) 
Collection  of  Statistics,  Question,  Mr.  J.  A. 
Blake;   Answer,  The   Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  25, 
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FUhery  Weirs  ^  State  Weirs  on  the  Lower 
Shannon,  (^fition,  Mr.  W.  Abraham 
(Limerick,  W.) ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seore- 
tary  for  IreUnd  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
Feb  28.  609 

Inland  Fifhcries—The  River  Avoea,  Qeestion, 
Mr.  W.  J.  Cotbet;  Answer,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  llicks- 
Beacb)  Feb  18,  18 

Salmon  Fishcriei^ Conservators  of  the  IjOugh 
Neagh  District^  Qiiestion,  Mr.  Blane ;  An. 
swer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Ilicks-Beach)  Feb  18,  15  \-CrQwn 
Salmon  Fisheries^  Question,  Mr.  A.  L. 
Brown  ;  Ajiswer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  21,  174 

The  River  Shannon-^  Fines  on  a  Conservator, 
(^estion,  Mr.  P.J.  O'Brien;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicki.Beach)  Feb  21,  168 

FiBHSBT  PlEBS  AND  HaBBOVBS   (I&BLAND) 

Oreystones  Barbour,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  88,  097 

BelmuUet  Pier,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  18,  27  ;  Feb  2«, 
d68 

Carriga/iolt  Pier,  Co.  Clare,  Question,  Mr. 
Jordan ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Trea&ury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Mar  8,  1074 

Beat  Slip  at  Fanad  Point,  Co,  Donegal, 
Question,  Mr.  O'Doherty ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  llolmes) 
Mar  7,  1886 

Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage  (Ikblakd) 
Arterial  Drainage  —  Shctnnon  Drainage  and 
Navigation  Works  —  Leearrow  Barbour, 
Question,  Mr.  O'Kelly;  Answer,  Tho  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jaokson) 
Feb  28,  721 

PooB  Law  (Ibbland) 

Bailieborough  Hoard  of  Guardians,  Question, 
Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  Tho  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Uicks- Beach) 
Feb  21,  160 

Eleetions^RetMming  Oficers,  CookJiill  Union, 
Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
Mar  7,  1881 

Post  Office  (Ibeland) 

Annual  Bolidays,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  An- 
swer, Tho  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes) 
Feb  18, 34 

Belfast  Postmen,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  llaikes) 
Feb2\,  172 

Belfast  and  Co.  Down  Railway  Company, 
Question,  Mr.  M*Cartan  ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  4, 
1268 

Contract  for  conveyance  between  Mtdlingar  and 
Bailymahon,  Question,  Mr.  Tuite;  Answer, 
The  Postniasicr  General  (Mr.  Rniker) 
Mar  10, 1737 

[cont. 


iRELkKD^Post  Ofiee-^cont, 

Delivery  between  Drumlish  and  FaimoHaif, 
Co.  Leitrim,  Question,  Mr.  Hajden  ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raiket) 
Mar  4,  1259 

English  and  Irish  Officials,  Question,  Colonel 
Nolan  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  25,  563 

Grangegeith  Post  Office,  Question,  Mr.  O'Hin- 
loo  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Raikes)  Feb  25,  576 

Grangegeith  Letter  Copier,  QnestioD,  Mr, 
O'Hanlon  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  28,  709 

Letter  Carrier  between  C<trriek»on'SkaMmm 
and  Drumsna,  Question,  Mr.  llayden  ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes] 
Feb  22.  292 

Postal  Service  in  the  North  tf  Irdaad, 
Question,  Mr.  M'Caitan  ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  1, 
887 

Post  Ogiee  at  WhiU^fs  Cross,  Co.  Wexferd, 
Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Redmond;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes) 
Afar  3,  1079 

Telegraph  Department 

Telegraphic  Communication  between  Wexford 
and  Enniscorthy,  Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Red- 
mond ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  (reoenl 
(Mr.  Raikes)  Jtfor  3,  1082 

Telegraphic  Extension,  Co.  Oonegal,  Qacstioo, 
Lord  Ernest  Hamilton  ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  4, 1265 

Railways  (Ibbland) 
Loan  to  the  Sligo,  fre.   Railway    Company, 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Feb  n, 
293 

Law  and  Justicb  (Ibbland) 

Abduction  of  Ethel  Roe,  Questions,  Mr.  John- 
ston, Mr.  U.  J.  Gill,  Mr.  M*OarUn  ;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.   Holmes)  Jfar  8,  1577 

Cases  of  John  M'Nulty  and  others  {T%e  Phn 
of  Campaign),  (lueniion,  Mr.  Kennedy;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  for  IreUnd 
(^Mr.  Holmes)  ifor  10,  1728 

Criminal  Prosecutions^  The  Prx^  Cowsnl, 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer.  The  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
Mar  4, 1262 

Criminal  Quarter  Sessions  at  Baltin^sss, 
Question,  Mr.  Byrne;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Uicks- 
Beach)  ifor  1,877 

High  Court  of  JusUce-^The  'Box  Fund;' 
Questions,  Mr.  0*Hca ;  Answers,  Tho  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
Mar  1,  890 

Hospital  of  the  Criminal  Lunatic  Jjy/vR 
{Ireland)— Occupation  by  the  Police,  Qnes- 
tion,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corhet ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  Feb  21,  167 

Mr.  Francis  Morrice,  Secretary  to  the  Grand 
Jury,  Co.  Clare-^Fees  from  Road  Contrac- 
tors, Question,  Mr.  Cox;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland    (Sir  Michael 
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Iebland — Law  and  Justiee^ooni, 

llioks-Beach)  Feb  22,  294;  Quettiun,  Mr. 
Cox  ;  Answer.  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Mar  1,  872 

Seeretariet  of  Grand  Jtmes,  Question,  Mr. 
Cox ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Feb  24,  407 

Mr.  John  Redmglon,  Siib-Sheriff  of  Co,  Gal- 
way,  Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  LIlis ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Miobael  Hicks-Beach)  Mar  8, 1060 

The  Jury  SytUm 

Jury  Imwm^  Question,  Earl  Gadogan  ;  Answer, 
Lord  Fitsgerald  Feb  21, 141  ;  Qaeetion,  Ob- 
serrations,  Lord  Fitsgerald;  nbort  debate 
thereon  Mar  4,  1234 

Juries^Appointment  of  a  Select  Committee, 
Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  TrMsary  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Fa  21, 
178 

ChaUengee  in  Criminal  Caaes-^**  Queen  t. 
Oardand  cutd  M^Kenna"  Question,  Mr. 
Blane;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Mar  7,  1394 

Monaghan  AstiMet — The  Jury  Panel,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) ; 
Question,  Dr.  Tanner  [no  reply]  Mar  7, 
1401  ;  Questions,  Mr.  F.  O'Brien,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
for    Ireland   (Mr.  Holmes)  J/or  10,  1727 

Connaupht  Winter  Atsiies^Jurors*  Acti-^ 
The  Clerk  of  Uie  Crown,  Questions,  Mr.  J. 
£.  Ellis  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  IHcks-Beach)  Feb  2\, 
16« 

Clare  Aisixei^  Questions,  Colonel  Ring-Har- 
man,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Murphy;  Answers, 
Mr.  Speaker,  The  First  Urdof  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Mar  10,  1750 

"  The  Queen  v.  John  Dillon  and  others,'*  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  A.  Macdonald  ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach)  Feb  22,  301 ;  Questions,  Mr. 
W.  A.  Macdonald.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  ;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes)  Feb  24,  474  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  24, 
484;— 7^«  Jurors,  Question,  Mr.  Chance; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Mar  1,  870 
Safety  of  the  dissewUng  Jurors,  Question, 
Colonel  SaundersoD  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Mar  1, 
1410 

The  Shorthand  Report,  Questions,  Mr. 
Chancer  Mn  T.  M.  Healy;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  iit>r  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks* Beach),  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Mar  \,  877 

Proclamation  of  Puhlic  Mbetinos 

Questions,  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde,  Dr.  Tanner, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  Mar  1,  884  ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellis;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Mar  4,  1259 

\conU 


Irilird — ProcUxmaiion  ofPuhlio  MeetingS'-Qoni. 

Proclamation  of  Meeting  at  Coolgreany,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach)  Feb  22,  305 ;  Feb  28, 
710 

Proclamation  of  MeetinrfS  in  Wieklow  ani 
Wexford,  Questionf^,  .Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  Feb  24,  473 

The  Magistracy  (Ireland) 

Duleek  Petty  Sessions,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  : 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach)  Feb  21,  159 

Liatowel,  Co,  Kerry,  Questions,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien, 
Mr.  Stack  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh)fV6  25, 
575 

Lurgan  Board  of  Guardians — ffujh  Donnelly, 
of  Derrytrasna,  Co,  Armagh,  Question,  ^Ir. 
Bline ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  25, 
564 

Appointment  of  Sir  Thomas  G.  Esmonde, 
M.P,,  High  Sheriff  of  the  County  of  Water- 
ford.  Postponement  of  Question,  Lord  Bra- 
bourne,  Feb  21,  132  ;  Questions,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach),  180;  Questions,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton, Mr.  P.  J.  Power  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  Feb  24,  481;  Question,  The 
Marquess  of  Ormonde ;  Reply,  Lord  Bra- 
bourne,  Mar  3, 1023  ;-^Supersession  0/,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Mar  4, 
1261 
Xotiees  issued  by  tlte  Deputy  Sheriff,  Co, 
Waterford,  Questions,  Mr.  P.  J.  Power; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach)  Mar  3, 1081 

The  O'Donnellan  Blake  Forster,  J,P.,  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Saundci-son  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
Mar  7.  Id93 

Speech  of  Major  George  Johnston,  J,P,,  at 
Glenties,  Co,  Donegal,  Questions,  Captain 
M'Calmont,  Mr.  Sex  ion  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  Feb  28,  702 

Mr.  H,  H,  Whitney,  Kinsale  Union,  Ktrry, 
Question,  Mr.  Hooper ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  Feb  25,  564 

Law  and  Police  (Irbland) 

Durrus  Petty  Sessions Segarty, 

Question,  Mr.  Gilhooly  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beaoh)Ftf^21.  153 

Extra  Police,  Co.  Cork,  Questions,  Mr.  Hooper ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beaoh)  Feb  21,  162; 
Feb  24,  465 

The  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
Allowances  for  Borses,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor ;   Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach) Fe6 18 
28 
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Ieklard—  Th4  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  ^eoaL 
Cou^y  Jnspeeior  Bnmnrig^^  Qiiettioiw,  Dr. 
Taoner  ;  Answers,  Tbe  Chief  SeoreUrj  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Uicks-Beaok)  Mar  1, 
880 ;  Qaettion,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Aatwer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmea) 
Mar  7»  1887 
Evictioni  at  Ventry—AUeged  Vicltncs,  Qaes- 
iion,  Mr.  Conybearo ;  Anewer,  The  Chief 
SecreUry  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Uicks^ 
Beaoh)  /*«6  31,176 

Pbisons  Board  (Irbland) 

Eichmand  Prison,  Dublin,  Qoestion,  Mr.  Con- 
way ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land  (Sir  Michael  llicks-Beach)  Fsh  31, 
176;  Qaestions,  Mr.  Conway,  Mr.  H.  J. 
GUI,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  Tbe 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes] 
ifar  7. 1385 

Prison  Service—  The  •«  Intern  Ofieers,^*  Qaes- 
tion,  Mr.  Oonway ;  Answer,  The  Cbiel 
SeoreUry  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hieki- 
Beaoh)  i/ar  1,891 

Saiofies  of  Qfieials,  Question,  Mr.  M'CarUn  ; 
Answer.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Uolmea)  Mar  WH 

State  of  Ibblakd 

Procession  of  Orange  Bands  SaUymoney, 
Questions,  Mr.  Pinkerton  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Seoretanr  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
nicks-Beach)  Feb  18,  SO 

Crnnn  ahd  Outraob  (Irblawd) 

*'BoyeoUiny''  Mr,  Alewander  Wilson,  of 
CasilewsUan,  Co,  Down,  Questions,  Colonel 
Waring,  Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
SeoMUry  for  IreUnd  (Sir  Miebael  Qioks- 
Beaoh)  Mntr  1,  878 

Co.  Clare,  (^ettions,  Mr.  Seiton,  Mr.  Cox ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Sir  Michael  Ilioks-Beaoh)  Feb  34.  478 

Dynamite  Outrage  ai  Risidemte  of  Mr,  T»  Rice 
Benn,  Question,  Mr.  Cox  ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  SeoreUry  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beaoh)  Mar  1,  878 

Murder  at  BaXlyear,  Co.  Clare,  Question, 
Captain  M'talmont;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Miohael  Uioks. 
Beach)  Feb  33,  303 

Murder  of Murphy,  near  KiUamey, 

Question,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  ;  Answer,  Tbe 
Chief  SecreUnr  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks. Beach)  Feb  33, 303 

Samuel  Downing,  Co.  Kerry,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
Sheehan ;  Answer,  The  Chief  SecreUry  for 
Ireland  (Sir  Miohael  Hicks-Beach)  Feb  38. 
714 

Ttis  RioU  at  Belfast 

Extra  Pay  to  the  Military,  Questions,  Mr. 
Lafone,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Secre- 
tary of  Stote  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
Feb  18,  41 

Compensalion  to  the  Local  Police,  Question, 
Mr.  M*Cartan  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  IroUnd  (Sir  Michael  Hicks^Beftoh) 
Feb  34.  463  ' 

RevoHof  Mr.  Wallace  MacEardy,  Q,n9siion9, 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  John  Moriey  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secreury  for  Ireland  (Sir  Miohael 
Hioks.Beach)  Feb  31, 173 

[eonU 


InMtjMn^Crime  and  Ouirege^Tke  Belfaa  Mi^ 
— eont. 

BepoH  of  the  Commissiomrs,  Qoestion,  Hie 
Earl  of  Kimberley;  Answer,  Tbe  Lord 
Privy  Seal  (Earl  Cadogan)  ifor  7, 1363 

The  Trial  of  the  Walkers -ChaUenging  Iks 
Jury,  Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Amww, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes)  Jfar  3, 1066 

Action  of  the  Police,  Questions,  Mr.  Blue ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Hdnws)  Marl,  1386 

Acouittals  at  the  Tyrone  Winter  Assisss, 
QaesttODs,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Colonel  San- 
derson, Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  A  nswcrs.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  D.  Smith) 
Mar  10,  1740 

EricnoNS  (Irblaki)) 

BanMdge  Board  ef  OuardiaM,  QoestioD, 
Mr.  M'OarUn  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secie- 
Ury  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hieks-Beach) 
Feb  38,  730 

Carrickmaerou  Union,  Qoestion,  Mr.  P. 
O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  Mar  8, 1585 

Wretport  Union,  Go.  Mayo,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
F.  X.  O'Brien  ;  Answer.  The  Ohief  Seae- 
tarv  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  OiokB-Beaeh) 
Feb  31,  168 

The  Beium,  QuesUon,  Mr.  W.  J.  Cerbet; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  IreUnd 
(Sir  Miebael  HicksBeaeh)  ;  Qnestion,  Mr. 
Sexton  [No  reply]  Feb  18,  31 

Case  of  James  Clery,  Ardmoyle,  Cashel— 
Conduct  ef  an  Eenergmscy  Man,  Qnestioo, 
Mr.  J.  O'Connor  (Tippenry,  S.);  An- 
swer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  IreUnd  (Sir 
Michael  Hioks-Beaoh)  Mar  Z,  1073 

Eviction  of  Mrs.  Conlon,  Co,  Beeeommon, 
Questions,  Mr.  Cox ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Dicki- 
Betich)  Feb  21,  155 

Jfr.  Edmond  Daroven,  Kilmalloek,  Qnestioni, 
Mr.  Finucane,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes)  Mar  10,  1710 

Thomas  Walsh,  Ballydaff,  Co,  Mayo,  Qoestion, 
Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hieks- 
Beaob)JFM35,567 

The  Brooke  Estate,  Oootgreany,  QnesUoo,  Sir 
Thomas  Bsmonde ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Se- 
cratary  for  IreUnd  (Sir  Miohael  llieks- 
Beach)JI/ar3, 1080 

Lord  Kingaton's  Estates,  Co.  Roseovam, 
Question,  Mr.  O'Kelly ;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
Mar  7,  1389 

Knockmoyleen,  Ballycroy,  Co,  Mayo,  QuestioOf 
Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seore- 
tarr  for  Ireland  (Sir  Miohael  Hioks-Beaeb) 
^tfi35,  574 

Evictions  in  Leitrim,  Qoestions,  Mr.  Conway, 
Sir  John  Swinbame ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secratary  for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hioks- 
Beach) ;  Question,  Dr.  Tannnr  TKo  reply] 
Feb  38,  711 
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lAAAOfloir,  Mr.  F.  Wootton,  !Ihw$r  Bam- 
htSy  Stepney 
Army  (Snpplemestarj  Etiimftte)— Army  Ser- 
▼i0M»  1838,  1841 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.  (Secretary  to  the 
Treaeary),  Leeds,  y. 

Civil   Service --Lower   Diviiion     Clerks   and 
Writerf,  470 

Civil  Serfioe  Esiiiaates — Fees  to  Law  OflScers 

orUieCrown»17S5 
Colonial  Service  ( Pensions),  2R.  556 
Count  J   Court    (Exj^nses),    2R.   845  ;    Res. 

reported,  1664 
Customs  Consolidation  Act  (1876)    Amend- 
ment, 3R.  127 
Foyaes  Harb^ir  (Transfer),  8R.  551,  552 
IttUiDd  Revenue — ^Experiment  in  Tobacco  Cul- 
tivation, 481 
Ireland — Questions 

Customs— Outdoor  Officers,  1591 
Drainage  and  Navigation— Shannon  Works 

— IiMarrow  Harbour,  721 
Fisheries — Crown  Salmon  Fisheries,  175 
Fisherj  Piers  and  Harbours— Carrigabolt 
Pier,    Co.    Clare,    1675;— Grejstones 
Harbour,  697 
Btgh  Court  of  Justice— «  Box  Fund,"  StO, 

891 
Piers  and  Harbours —BelmuUet  Pier,  27, 

568 
Railwajs — Loan  to  the  Sligo,  Ac.  Railwaj 
Companj,  293 
Litstatnre,  Art,  and  Soience^-The  Cbalkmer- 
Smith  Colleoiion  of  Messotint  Engravings, 
1080, 1789 
Post  OfBee  Mail  Contract  (Highland  Fisheries 

Companj,  Limited},  Res.  388 
Public  Service— Retired  Pay  or  Pensions— The 

Returtt,  1589 
Royal  Commission  on  Depression  of  Trade  and 

Agriculture- The  Report,  44 
Scotland— Intestates,  692 

Sasine  Office,  £dinburgh<^ Revenue  and  Ex- 
penditure, 703 ;— Sale  of  Stamps,  288 
Searches  of  Incumbrances,  1717 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Adelaide  Exhibition,  1519 
Admiralty  and  War  Office,  The  New,  743, 

744,-750.  751,  753 
Civil  Service  Commission,  779,  782,  783, 

797 
Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid,  1516 
Court  of  Bankruptoy  in  Ireland,  821,  822, 

828,  830,  831 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  dtc. 

757,  763,  766 
Houses  of  Parliament,  726 
Public  Buildings,  Great  Britoin,  Y32,  735, 

737 
Superannuations  and  Retired  Allowanees, 

1518, 1519 
"  Telegrafo"  Claims,  1528 
Treasury  Chest  Robbery.  1529,  1530 
Variotts  Services  (other  than  Consular)  in 
Connection  with  the  Suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  4c.  1506, 1513 


JAinss,  Hon.  W.  H.,  Gateshead 

Ambleside  Railway,  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee, Motion  for  Adjournment,  152,  442, 

451,452 
Education    (Science  and   Art  Department)— 

Elementary  Scholarships,  465 
Eg?pt — Right  of  Commercial  Convention  with 

Foreign  Powers,  35 
IsUnds  of  the  Pacific— IXisturbanoes  at  Tonga, 

168,484,875 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure)  —  Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 

Res.  992.  1605 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7) — 

Science  and  Art  Department,  1419 

Jennings,  Mr.  L.  J.,  SioeJcport 

Prison  Sites— Housing  of  the  Working  Classes 
— Coldbath  Fields  Prison,  458 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  S. 
Army — Examioatlons  for  Commissions— The 

English  Language,  156 
Civil  Service  Writers  —  Departmental  Com- 
mittee, 1579 
Ireland— Law  and  Justice— Abduction  of  Ethel 
Roe,  1577,  1578 
Letter  of  the  Archbishop  of  Cairtiel,  695 
Licensed  Premises  (Earlier  Closing)  (Scotland), 

2R.  1547 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  ( Rules  of 

Procedure),  1274 
Queen's  Jubilee  Celebration — Special  Service 
in  Westminster  Abbey,  722 

JoBDAK,  Mr.  J.,  dare,  W. 

Ireland— Fishery   Piers  and   Harbours— Car- 
rigaholt  Pier,  Co.  Clare,  1074 
Irish  Land  Commission — Sittings  in  Clare 
Co.  466 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Constabulary  Force  in    Ireland,    1138, 
1144 
Various  Services  (oUier   than    Consular) 
in  Connection  with  the  Suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade,  dra.  1514 

Jorors'  Betentioii  Kll 

{Mr,  Loehooodf  Mr,  Finiay,  Mr.  BaggaJlay) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  l^  •  Mar  2  [Bill  186] 

Justices'  Jnrisdiotion  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The Lord  Bramwtll)      (No.  24) 
I.  Bead  2«,  after  short  debate  Feb  24,  484 

Kblly,  Mr.  J.  Biohards,  CamherweU^  If. 
Sutton  District  Water,  Res.  12 

Ksnnaway,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  Honitm 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure) — Rule   1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  1304 

Kennedy,  Mr.  E.  J.,  8Ugo,  8. 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice  —  Cases  of  John 

M*Nulty  and  others— *' The  Plan  of  Cam. 

paign."  1728 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 

CoMtebuUr,  Pore•^g.I.^|Und^«,^g^g 
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Exmnr,  Hr.  0.  S.,  York,  W.R.,  Biumdmf 
NewfouDdUind— The  Cod  Fisfaoriet,  456 

Kbitnt,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Tyrone^  If  id 
FojnoB  Ilarboor  (TrAosfor),  3K.  551 
Parlimneot — ^Butinew  of  the  Iloate  (Rales  of 
Procedure)  ^Rule   1    (Closure  of   Debute), 
Rei.  S5%,  500,  518.  601.  60S.  617.  645.  650. 
021.  933.  930, 1004,  1317, 1320.  1824. 1608, 
1690 
Supply  (Supplementary  Ettimates,  1886-7)  ^ 
Admiralty   and   War  Oflkc,   The  Now. 
748 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1217 
Diplomatic  and   Consular   Buildings,   4c. 

759,  765 
Local  Government  Board,  Ac.  818 
Public  Buildings.  Great  Briuin.  738 
Science  and  Art  Department.  Ac.  837 

Ktoyoit,  Hon.  G.  T.,  Dsnhigh,  ^e. 

Ecclesiastical     Commissioners!  (Income    and 

Expenditure  in  Wales),  Motion  for  a  Paper, 

556,  557 
Education  Depariment— Forthcoming  Code — 

Articles  114.  109,  1736 
Mines  Regulation— Aocideot  at  the  Rhondda 

Colliery,  477 

KiMBEK,  Mr.  H.,  Wandiworih 
Watch  Trade -Ilall-Marking  of  Watch  Cases 
—Merchandise  Marks  Act  (18G2)  Amend- 
inent,  722  ;  —  Waltham   Watch   Manufac- 
turing Company,  1262 

KiMBERLBY,  Earl  of 

Copyhold  EniVanchisement.  2R.  868 

Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland^— Riots  at  Belfast 

— Report  of  the  Commissioners.  1362 
Dof«r  (Corporation)  Harbour,  2R.  666 
Glebe  Lands,  Comm.  cl.  3, 1710 

Kino,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Hull,  Central 

India  —  Pensions   for    General    Seryices  — 

Amount  paid  in  England,  581 
Post     OflBce — Postage    to    India    and    China 

through  Belgium.  291,  710 

King-Habman,  Oolonel  E.  B.,    Kent, 
hh  of  Than$t 
Ireland  »  Law  and  Justice— Jury  System  -— 

Clare  Assises,  1750 
Metropolis  —  Street  Improvements  —  Charing 

Cross  Road— National  Gallery,  1068 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates.  1886-7)  — 
ConstabuUry  Force  in  Ireland,  1119,  1120 

Kniohtley,  SirE.,  Mrthamptonshire,  8. 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Hoose  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule   1   (Closuro  of  Debate), 
Res.  412  ^ 

Knowles,  Mr.  L.,  Salford,  W. 

Ambleside  Railway,  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee, 444 


Labouohsbb,  Mr.  H.,  N^thsn^ion 

Ambleside  Railway,  Instruction  to  the  Com* 

mittee,  Amendt.  146.  147 
Army  (Supplementary  Estimate)— Army  Ser* 

▼ices,  1770.  1775 ;  Amendt.  1849 
Bulgaria,  Afltairs  of— Mr.  Condie  Stephen,  479 

The  Debate,  181 
Exhibition  of  1851— Landed  Property  held  by 
the  Commissioners— Amount  Mortgaged  to 
Greenwich  Hospital,  1586 
London  Corporation  (Charges  of  MalrersaikNi), 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  005,  907,  909 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Ilouse  (Rales  of 
Procedure)— Role   1    (Closure  of  Debate). 
Res.  405,  545, 946. 975. 1321, 1322  ;  Motioa 
for  Adjournment.  1339,  1644,  1661 
Parliament— Privilege —  Premature  Publica- 
tion of  the  Merchmdise  Marks  Act  (1862) 
Amendment,  130 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Report,  Amendt.  48.  66»  68 
Supply  (SupplemenUry   Rstimates,  1886-7)— 

Army  and  Navy  Estimates.  1592 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Admiralty  and   War  OfBoe,    The  New, 
742 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1183 
Diplomatic  and    Consular   Buildings,   4c. 

Amendt.  752,  755,  764 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  Amendt. 

1458,  1461,  1481,  1488 
Local  Government  Board,  te.  816 
Soience  and  Art  Department,  dto.  1221 
Superannnations  and  Retired  Allowaoesi, 
1517,  1518 

Lafone,  Mr.  A.,  Souihwarky  B&rmondujf 
Ireland— Crime  and  Outrage— RioU  at  BeUut 

—Extra  Pay  to  the  Military,  41 
Trade  and   Manu&cture— French  Prohibitieo 

of  English  Leather,  1395 

Lambert,  Mp.  Cowley,  tBlingion^  E. 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Marching  Allow- 
ances to  Volunteers,  28 

Lane,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Cork  Co.^  E. 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Roles of 

Procedure)— Rule  1   (Closure  of  Debate), 

Res.  376,  879,  1604,  1678,  1679 
Supply  (Supplementary  EatimateSy  I8S6-7)— 

Bankruptcy  Department  of  the   Board  of 

Trade,  773,  775 

Law  Ain>  Jubtioe  (Enolaitd  Aim  Walbb) 
{QnJMtimi) 

Sigh  Court  of  Juttice — Chanury  Diviiioni— 
DiMribulion  of  Buii$ie$$,  (^nestioo,  Mr.  F. 
W.  Maclean  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  GeneFsl 
(Sir  Richard  Webster)  Feb  18,  25 

Scotch  Ccuet"'*  Jones  ▼.  ScoUieh  Accideni 
Intiurance  Company,'*  Question,  Sir  Robert 
Fowler  I  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Richard  Webster)  Mar  8, 1574 

Law  of  Evidence^ Emdenee  of  Accused  Per- 
sons, Question,  Mr.  Addison ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard  Webster) ; 
Question.    Mr.    T.  M.    liealy   [no   reply] 

Feb  28,  709 
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Law  ahd  Jmnroi  {England  and  Jfote*)— cont. 

Priton  Service  (England),  Question.  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Feb2\,  161 

Salford  Corporation  Oas  Worhi-^**  Hunter  v. 
Lever, ^*  Question,  Mr,  Howell ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Matthews)  Feh2\,  169 

The  Maoistbact 

Colefofd^ Sentence  on  an  Old  Man,  Queqtion, 
Mr.  T.  Blake  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  18,  37 

Mr,  Oeorge  Fydell  Rowley,  High  Sheriff  of 
Rutlandshire,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton ;  An- 
sweis,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  Mar  4,  1270 

The  Magisiraeg  of  Flintihire,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
D.  Sullivan ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matth6ws)JfarlO,  1740 

Law  and  Police  (Questions) 

The  Recent  Socialist  Demonstrations  {Metr<h 
polls),  Aug,  29,  Question,  Mr.  Fisher ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  S,  1069 
Reformatory  School  for  Oirls,  Mampstead 
Heath,  Question,  Mr.  Lawson  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  25,  671 

Law  of  Evidence  Amendment  Bill  [rls 

(The  Lord  Bramwell) 
I,  Read  2*,  after  short  debate  Feb  24,  480 
Committee  ;  Report  Mar  8,  1024     (No.  23) 
Moved,    '*That  the   Bill   be  now  read  8«" 

Mar  4,  1254 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  (•<  now  '')  add  (^  this  day 

six    months ")    (  Tm   Lord  Denman^j ;  on 

Question,  that  ("  now '')  (fee,  resoWed  lu  the 

aflBrmatire ;  Bill  read  8* 
Protest,  Lord  Denman,  1255 

Lawson,  Sir  W.,    Cumberland,  Cocker- 
mouth 
Parliament  —  Pririlege  —  Imputation     upon 
Members  of  this  Hoase»  286 

Lawson,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  St.  Paneras,  W. 
Collection  of  Tithes^Biddenden,  Kent,  17 
First  Offsnders,  2R.  123 
Inland  Revenue^Income  Tax — Assessment  on 

Public  Baths  and  Wash-houses,  St.  Panoras, 

297 
Law  and  Police— Reformatory  School  for  Girls, 

Hampstead  Heath,  571 
Metropolitan    Public    Carriage  Act,   1869— 

Licences,  567 
Weights  and  Measures  Act,  1878— '<  Further 

Legislation,*'  25 

Leahy,  Mr.  J.,  JBRldare,  8. 

Ireland — Commissioners  of  National  Education 
— Classification  of  School-keeping  by  Teach- 
ers, 1065 


Leake,  Mr.B.,  Xan<raiAtr«,  S.E.,  EadeUfs 
Parliament— Business  of  the   House    (Rules 
of  Procedure) — Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  Amendt.  981 ;  Amendt.  993 

Lees,  Mr.  E.,  Oldham 

Limited  Liability  Companies,  888 
Merchandise  Marks  Act  Consoltdatioo,  1260 

Lefevkb,  Eight  Hon.  G.  J.  Shaw,  Brad- 
ford, Central 
Ambleside  Railway,  Instruction  to  the  Com« 

mittee,  448 
Army  (Supplementary  Estimate) — Army  Ser- 

▼ices.  1858 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance 
Bill — Extension  of  the  Impost  to  the  Metro- 
politan  Area,  1076 
Parliament — Public   Business— Committee  ot 

Supply,  584 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  (Rules 
of  Procedure)- Rule  1  (Clasure  of  Debate), 
Res.  598,  1673 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7) — 
Admiralty  and  War  OflBce,  The  New,  749 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  <&c.  761 
Post  OfiQce,  1542 
Post  OfiBce  Telegraphs,  1543 
Treasury  Chest  Robbery,  1531 

Idcenoes  (Bel&st)  Bill  (^r.  Sexton, 

Mr.  T.  M.  Mealy,  Mr.  M*Cartan,  Mr. 
John  O'Connor,  Mr,  Fefer  M*Donald,  Mr, 
Reynolds) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  *  Feb  28  [Bill  188] 

Idcensed   Premises     (Earlier    Closiiig) 

(Scotlaild)  Bill  (Dr.  Cameron,  Mr. 

Robert  Reid,  Mr.  MarkStewmi,  Mr.  Donald 
Crawford,  Mr,  Lyell,  Mr,  Ptovand) 
e.  MoTod,  <'Tbat  the  Bill  be  now  read  2o"lfar7, 
1544 ;  Mo?ed,  ^  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned"  (Colonel  Hughes)  ;  after  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived 
Original  Question  again  proposed,  1546  ;  afler 
short  debate,  Mo?ed,  *'  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned "  ( Viscount  Cranborne) ; 
after  further  short  debate,  Question  put ; 
A.  112,  N.  100 ;  M.  12  (D.  L.  45) ;  Debate 
adjourned  [BUI  158] 

LiOHFnsLD,  Bishop  of 
Qlebe  Lands,  Ckmim.  §1, 8,  Amendt.  1706 ;  d.  5, 
Amendt.  1710;  el.  11,  Amendt.  1712, 1714 

Lichfield  Charities — LowcU  Charity 

Question,  Sir  John  Swinburne;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Mar  8, 1088 

[See  title  Charity  Commissioners] 

Limited  Liability  Companies — Legislation 
Question,  Mr.   Lees;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  De. 
Worms)  Mar  1, 888    oigitized  by  vj  kjkj'^  IC 
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LiNOBN,  Lord 

Eicotrio  Lighting  Act  (1883)  Amendmeut,  2R. 

858 
Glebe  Lands,  Comm.  el.  9, 1713 

L%t0r0tur$,  Science,  and  Art 

National  Seitnee  Collectiont^The  Inter-De- 
pmimenUU  CommtUee,  Qaestion,  Sir  Henry 
Rotcoe ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Ezcheqoer  (Mr.  Gotchen)  Mar  7, 1396 

The  CfuUloner-Smith  CoUeetion  of  MeMioUtU 
Engravingt,  Question.  Sir  Thomas  Es- 
moode :  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Jackson)  Mar  3,  1080  ;  Question, 
Mr.  D.  SuUlTan  ;  Answer,  The  SecreUrj  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Mar  10.  1739 

The  PaUnt  Mu§eum,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Cham- 
berUin  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Sir  WillUm  Hart  Dyke)  Biar  10, 
1733 

The  Schools  <U  South  KentingUm'^SurpUti  of 
ExhikUUn  of  1851,  QoesUon,  Mr.  Watt ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Eiohequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  Mar  10,  1745 

Llbwilltw,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somerset,  N. 
Poor  Law^Law  of  SetUement  and  EUmoTal, 
1261 

LooAL  QovERNMENT  BoABD — President 
{see  ErroHiB,  Right  Hon.  C.  T.) 

Local  Oovemment  (Lreland)  ProYisional 
Order  (Carrick-on-Soir)  Bill  Lh.l.] 

(The  Lord  Frivy  Seal) 
I.  PresenUd  ;  read  !•  •  Feb  34  (Ko.  80) 

Read2»*3/ar7 

LooKWooD,  Mr.  F.,  T&rk 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)~ 
Admiralty  and  War  Office,  The  New,  745 

London,  Bishop  of 

Church  Patronage,  3R.  1037 

London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance 
Bill 

e.  Qnestioo,  Mr.  DiKon  HartUnd  ;  Answer,  The 
Chairman  of  the  Metropoliun  Board  of 
Works  (Sir  James  M'GarelUogg)  Mar  8, 

Extension  of  the  Impost  to  t/i$  Metropolitan 
Area,  Questions,  Mr.  Lionel  Cohen,  Mr. 
Diion-Hartland,  Mr.  Shaw  LefeTre,  Sir 
Charles  Palmer;  Answers,  The  Chairman 
of  the  Metropoliun  Board  of  Works  (Sir 
James  M'GareUHogg)  Mar  3,  1075 

London  Corporation  ( Charges  of  Mdhsrsa^ 
tion) 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
(Mr.  SomU)  Mar  1,  895  ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Motion  withdrawn 

Questions,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  Mar  8, 1089 ;  Question,  Mr. 
BradUugh ;  Anewer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  IL  Smith)  Mar  9,  1665 

[oont. 


London  Corporation  (Charges  of 
— oont. 


Mo?ed,  **  That  a  Select  Committee  be  sp- 
pointed  to  inquire  into  and  report  opoa 
cerMin  charges,  brought  under  the  notieecf 
this  Douse  by  Mr.  Uowell,  Member  for  tke 
North  East  Division  of  Bethnal  Green,  tod 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Member  for  the  Boron^  of 
Northampton,  alleging  improper  use  sod 
malversation  of  public  fnnds  of  the  Corpora* 
tion  of  London,  by  or  with  the  eooseot  of 
members  and  officials  of  such  Corporstios" 
{Mr.  Uowell)  Mar  3,  1224  ;  after  short  de. 
bate,  Question  pot,  and  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instmction  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  they  do  take  eTidenoe  on  oith 
Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  perrons,  papers,  and  records  (ifr. 
Howell) 

Ordered,  That  the  Seleet  Committee  do  con- 
sist of  Five  Members  to  be  nominated  by 
the  Committee  of  Selootion 

Ordered,  That  Two  Members  of  the  Honie, 
to  be  named  by  the  Committee  of  SelecUoo, 
be  appointed  to  propoee  and  ezaraioe  wit- 
nesses, but  without  the  power  of  voting  (Jtfr. 
Bradlaugh)  Mar  10 

Lord  Adyooatb,  The  (see  Uaodohald, 
Bight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.) 

Lord  Lieutxkant  of  Ibelahd  —  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  (see  Bbagh,  Bight 
Hon.  Sir  M.  £.  Hioks-) 

LowTHERy  Mr.  J.  W.,  Cumberland,  iVn- 

rith 
Ambleside  Railway,  Instrootion  to  the  Con- 

mittee.  146, 150 
Army  (Supplementary  £stimntes)»Anny  Sar- 

Tioe,  1864 

LuBBOOE,  Sir  J.,  London  University 
Metropoliun  Open  Spaces  Act  (1881)  Exten- 
sion, 2B.  1868 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Science  and  Art  Department,  1488 

Lnna<7  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [hx.j 

(The  Lord  ChaneeUor) 
I.  Moved,  «  That  the  Uouse  do  now  resolve  ittelf 
into  CommiUce  on   the  said  Bill "  Ftb  91, 
132 

Amendt.  "  That  the  numbering  of  the  oUoies 
throughout  the  Bill  be  amended,  so  tl»t 
every  clause  (whether  now  numbered  si  s 
section  or  a  sub-section)  be  numbered  si 
successive  sections  of  '  substantive  ensot- 
roents'  (except  those  now  indicated  by 
letters  prefixed,  and  which  are  parts  of 
one  sentence),  and  that  all  refereocoi  io 
the  Bill  be  altered  accordingly  "( 71b«  LW 
Ofimthot*pe)\  after  short  debate,  Asieodt. 
negatived :  Committee  (No.  7) 

Committee  Mar  1,  869 

Report  Mar  10, 1705     (^  ^^  JNo.  81) 
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ZuMey  Laws 

DeUntian  ofanAUeged  Lunatie  in  Paddington 
Workhouie,  Qaettion,  Mr.  Conybearo  ;  An- 
«wer.  The  Under  Seoretarj  of  State  for  the 
Ilome  Departmeot  (Mr.  Stuart-Wortley) 
Feb  18,  S6;  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet; 
Answer.  The  Under  Secr<?Ury  of  Sfate  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr,  Stuart-Wortley) 
Feb  2B,  710;  Question.  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Mar  10, 1734 

Lunacy  Laws  Consolidation  Bill^Ineor- 
poration  of  The  IdioW  Act,  1886  " 

e.  Question.  Mr.  Salt ;  Answer.  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  If.  Smith)  Mar  3, 

lvo7 

tiTimrGTOBT,     Right     Hon.     Viscount, 
Ifevon^  South  Molton 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule   1  (Closure  of   Debate). 
Res.  1662 

Lytton,  Earl  of 

India—Queen's  Jubilee  Celebration— Libera- 
tion  of  25,000  Prisoners,  282 

MoOalmont,  Captain  J.,  Antrim,  JE, 

Ireland— Crime  and  Outrage— The  Murder  at 

Ballycar,  Co.  Clare,  292 

Magistraey  —  Speech    of  Major    George 

Johnston,  J.P.,  at  Glenties,  Co.  Donegal. 

702  ^    ' 

MoOabtan,  Mr.  M.,  J)own,  8. 
Admiralty— Guardship  "  Ajax  "  at  Gun  Prac- 
tice. 060 
Regulations — Support   and   Education    of 
Catholic  Orphans,  406 
Civil    Service    Writers— The    Departmental 
Committee,  1078 
•    Ireland — Questions 

Crime  and  Outrage— Boycotting  Mr.  Alex- 

ander  Wilson,  of  Castlowellan,  Co.  Down. 

873;— RioU  at  Belfast -Compensation 

to  the  Local  Police,  462 

Evictions— Banbridge  Board  of  Guardians, 

720 
Irish  Land  Commission — Lord  Annesley's 

Estate  at  Belfast.  26.  27 
Law  and  Justice— Abduction  of  Ethel  Roe, 

1078 
Post  Offlce— Belfast  and  Co.  Down  Rail- 
way  Company.  1268  ;— Postal  Service  in 
the  North  of  Ireland,  887 
Prisons— Salaries  of  OflBcials.  1070 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  Ac.  764 

Maodonald,  Eight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.  (Lord 

Advocate),  Edinburgh  and  8t.  An- 

dr$w*i  Uhiveriities 
Crofters'    Holdings     (Scotland)    Act    (1886) 

Amendment  (No.  2),  2R.  1021 
Licensed  Premises  (Earlier  Closing)  (Scot- 

land),  2R.  1046 
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Maodonald,  Right  Hon.  J.  H.  A.— wwl. 
Scotland —Questions 

Criminal  Law— Private  Prosecutions,  692 
Education     Department  —  Cambusnethan 

Public  School,  062 
Fisheries  —  Trawling  at   Ballantrae,  Ayr- 

shire,  1080 
Iaw  and  Justice— Trial  of  Peter  White 

and  others  Charged  with  Mobbing  and 

Rioting  at  Motherwell,  1060 
Salmon  Fisheries,  UO0 
Skye  Crofters— Withdrawal  of  Police,  700 

McDonald,  Mr.  P.,  Sltgo,  ivr. 
Admiralty- The  Guardship  "  Belleisle  "—Re- 
pairs, 170 
The  "  Broad  Arrow  "  and  MiliUry  Maga- 
sine,  1087 

Ireland— Court  of  Bankruptcy- Accounts  of 
Official  Assignees— Mr.  L.  H.  James,  38, 
1718  .-—Unclaimed  DiWdends.  1079 

Inland  Revenue— Custom  House,  Dublin, 
160 

Port  and  Docks  Board,  Dublin— Tenders. 
30 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech.  Address  in  An. 

swer  to.  Report,  107 
Parliamentary  Franchise — Revision  of  the  Par- 

liamentary  Voters'  List,  80 
Supply  (SupplemenUry  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  771,  772 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland,  821,  822, 

824 
Local  Government  Board,  4c.  807,  817 
Public  Education  (Ireland),  HoO,  1402 
Science  and  Art  Department,  1489 

McDonald,  Dr.  E.,  Bosi  and  Cromarty 
Admiralty— "Greenwich  Sixpences'  Fund," 41 

Maodonald,    Mr.  W.  A.,   Qu$enU  Co., 
Otsory 
Ireland— Law   and    Justice— Jury    System — 

"  Queen  v.  Dillon  and  others,"    801,  474, 

470 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Roles  of 

Procedure)— Rule  1   (Closure   of  Debate), 

Res.  421,  424,  641 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 

Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland.  1110 

MoEwAW,  Mr.  W.,  Edinlurgh,  Control 
Sasine  Office.  Edinburgh — Sale  of  Stamps,  288 

MoGarbl-Hogo,  Sir  J.  M.  (Chairman 
of    the     Metropolitan    Board    of 
Works),  Middlesex,  Hornsey 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance 
Bill— Eitension  of  the  Impost  to  tke  Metro- 
politan Area,  1076.  1076 
Metropolitan    Board  of   Works — Condemned 

BuildiDgs  in  Whitecbapel.  1090 
MetropoliUn  Management  Act,  1878— Form  of 
Certificate,  296,  207oigitized  by  V3^^vl[e 
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MioraiTosH,  Mr.  0.  Prasbk-,  lf990m$9$' 

EdocatlWftl  Endowin«itt(ScoUftiHl)  Co««ii- 
tiOD,  Motion  for  an  Ad*ren,  859.  898 

Pott  Office— Mail  Seryieo  to  the  IsUnd  o» 
llarrit,  708  ^^      ^    ^ 

Sodtland— Uw  and  Juatioe— Tho  Canteen 
Oomralttee  of  Fort  George,  InTomest, 

Saline  Offlee,   Edinburgh— Rerenue    and 
Expenditure,  703 

McLaoan,  Mr.  P.,  Linlithgow 

Lioented  Premites  (Earlier  Cloting)  (Soot- 
land),  3R.  1048 

McLaben,    Mr.    W.    S.    B.,    Cheshire, 
Crewe 
Dogt— Inability    for   shooting     Stray    Dop. 

1360 
Parliamentary  Registration  Act,  1878— Case 
of  Henry  Holder,    Registration   Agent  at 
SUlford.  156  ^^^^  ^^ 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  I886-1)— 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1208 

Maclean,  Mr.  P.  W.,  Oxford,  Woodstock 
High  Court  of  Justice— Chancery  Di?ision— 
Distribution  of  Business,  25 


Maclubb,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lancashire^  S.E,, 
Stretford 
Harboart,  Docks,  and  Piers  Clauses  Act,  1847 
—Harbours  Exempt— Life-Saying  Appara- 
tus, 288 
India— ExtentioB  of  the  Railway  System  in 

India  and  Burmah,  454 
Merchant  Shipping— Questions 

Assistance  to  Vessels  near  Milfbrd  HaTen, 

289 
Lots  of  the  <*  Catertna,"  290 
Steam  Tug  off  Mumbles  Head,  1576 
l^recks  and  Loss  of  Ufe  in  the  Bristol  Chan- 
nel, 289 


Malta 
If  oted  for,  ^'  AddMst  for  Pftpert  «i  the  AStirs 
of  MalU,  especially  those  relating  to  the 
Ooremment  of  MalU"  {The  Sari  Be  La 
IFttrr)  Mtnr  4,  1227 ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 

Manitebs,  Right  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  B. 
(Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster), Leiesetershirs,  £. 

Agiicultural SUtistioa— Uiioeeiipied  Farms, 25 

Contagions  Diseatee(Animaft8)  Acta— Oathnak 
of  Anthrax  in  Essex,  5M 

Dnohy  of  Laneaater- Leasea  af  Land  in  York- 
shire, 1727 

Land  Uw  (Ireland)  Act,  1881— Agricultural 
SuUstics,  18dl.l886»  1256 

Parliament — Basine«  of  the  Honae(  Rules  of 
Prooedure)— Rule  1  (Clorare  of  Debate)^ 
Res.  /549.  947,  1299,  1291,  1W2,  17<W 

Parliament— Ottoen's  Speeefa,  Address  in  Ao- 
aver  to,  Report,  85,  86 

Mappin,  Sir  F.  T.,  York,    W.R.,  Eel 
lamshire 
Public    Health    Act,   1875  —  AasessmMii  of 
Allotment  Gardens,  1726 

Mabjoribakes,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  Ber- 
wickshire 
British  Honduras,  718 
Ilarbour  Accommodation  Committee,  803 

Marlborough,  Duke  of 

Currency,  Gold  and  S ilfer( Royal  Conmissioo), 
671 

liAsoif,  Mr.  S.,  Lanark^  Mid 

Army  and  Navy  Estimates— Refersnes  to  a 

Select  Committee,  723 
Income  Tax— Foreign  Companies  Trading  in 

England,  47 
Scotland— Education     Department— Cambiii- 

nethan  Pablie  School,  662 


Mao  Nbill,  Mr.  J.  Q.  8.,  Donegal,  8. 

Ireland— National  Schools— Removal  of  In* 
specters,  1389 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Prooedure)— Role  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  624,  626,  626,  641,  962,  964, 1007 

Mahont,  Mr.  p.,  Meath,  IT. 

Parliament- Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  501,  631 

ilAKiNS,  Colonel  W.  T.,  Essex,  8.K 
Great  Eastern  Railway,  2R.  144 

Malcolm,  Colonel  J.  W.,  Argyllshire 
Clyde    Nayigation,     Consid.    Amendt.    1381, 

1552 
Navy— H*M.S.    "Ajax"— Gun    Practice    at 

fnnellan,  en  the  Clyde,  179 
Scotland— Harbours,  drc— Gignlum  Sound,  294 


Matthews,  Eight  Hon.  H.  (Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Birmingham,  B, 
Adulteration     Acts— Licensed    Victnallerf- 

Westminster,  1574 
Burials—  Questions 

Attleborough  New  Cemetery.  40  . 

Disturbance  at  Stratford  Cemetery— White- 

chapel,  802  , 

Removal  of  the  De.\d  from  Charchyawi 

and  Burial  Grounds,  21,  23 

Coal   Mines— Explosion  at  Cwtch  RboftM»f 

South  Wales.  181,  477 
Collection  of  Tithes— Biddenden,  Kent,  18 
Coroners'  Inquests— View  of  the  Bodies,  679 
Corporation  OflBcials— Bribery  by  CommisiioBii 

Dogs— Liability  for  shooting  Stray  Dogi,  IWO 
Elementary  Education— Irregular  Attendaaee 

—Mr.  Paget,  Wandsworth  Police  Coart,  39 
EyioUons  at  Burradon  Colliery,  NcrlhaInbe^ 

land,  579 
First  Offend^gjj^HDl^uvJVlc 
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MATTBkwa,  Rigfai  Hon.  Q.— 0O1U. 
Qmqo  liAWi— Sale  of  a  Uare  without  a  Licenoe, 

1743 
Law  and  Jasikse— Prison  Service  ( Enffland),  1 6 1 
Salford  Corporation  Works— **  Uonter  v, 
Jevir."  169 
Law  and  Police— Reformatory  School  for  Girls, 

Uampstead  Heath,  671 
Mftgistracy  (England  and  Wales)— Coleford— 
Sentence  on  an  Old  Man,  87 
Magistraey  of  Flinlshire,  1740 
Afelropolte— i^estions 

Metropolitan    Polioe— Intpeetors   of    the 
Criminal  fnyestigation  Department,  17 ; 
-^Wandsworth  Polie»  Court,  100 
Metropolitan  Public  Carriage  Act,  1809— 

Licenoe*,  568 
Recent  Socialist  Demonstrations,  1070 ; — 
Church  Pai*ade  at  8t.  Paul'*  Cathedral, 
7»5 
Minea  (Scotland)— Assistant  Inspectorship  of 

Mines  in  Western  DiTision,  30 
Parliament— Business    of    the    House- Coal 

Mines  Regulation  Bill,  1740 
Parliamentarj  Registration  Act,  1878— Case 
of   Ilenrjr  Holder^  Registration  Agent  at 
Stafford,  157 
Police  and    Constabulary    Forces    in    Great 

Britain — Superannuation,  34 
Police  Clothing— The   System  of  Contracts, 

1071 
Prison  Sites— Housing  of  the  Working  Classes 

— Coldbath  Fields  Prison,  458 
Royal  Commission '  on  Public  Departments- 
Compulsory  Retirements,  1582 
Vaccination  Acts — Case  of   James  Bamford, 
1578 
Mr.  R.  King,  Erington,  1304 

Maurtiiui 

Sir  Qewge  Bowm,  Question,  Mr.  Henniker 
Heaton  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Sute 
for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Henry  UoUand)  Feb  28, 
706 

Sir  John  Pope  Henneisy,  Questions,  Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan,  Dr.  Tanner ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  Mar  4, 1266 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.  (A  Lord  of  the 
Treasury),  Wigton 
Colonial  Serf  ice  (Pensions),  2R.  552 
Queen's  Plates,  581 

Mayke,  Admiral  B.  C,  Pembroke  and 
BapsrfordwMt 
Borneo— The  Ltmbang  Rirer,  C09 
Navy — ^Pembroke  Dockyard — Defectire  Sheers, 
702,  1066 

Menzies,  Mr.  K.  8.,  Perihihire,  E. 
Royal  Commission  on  Public  Departments — 
Compuliory  Retirements,  15S2 

Xerchandiae  (Fraudulent  MarkB)  Bill 

(Mr.  MundelU,  Mr.  Aeland,  Sir  Ckmrlee  Mussell, 
Mr.  Bernard  Coleridge^  Sir  Frederiek  Mappin, 
Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler^  Mr.  Senry  WiUon) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  22  [BUI  17«] 


lf$rehandt8$  Marh  Ad  (1862)   Amend* 

ment  Bill 
c.  Question,  Mr.  Houldswortli ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms)  Mar  8, 1531 
Hall- Marking  of  Watch  Catee,  Question,  Mr. 
Wiggin ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
Mar  3,  1078 


Merchandiee  Marhn  AeU — Coneolidation 
Questions,  Mr.  Howard.Viooent,  Mr.  Leea; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms)  Mar  4, 
1259 

Merchant  Shipping 

Aiiiitanee  to  Vessels  near  Mil  ford  Haven, 
Question,  Mr.  Maolure ;  Answer,  The  Se* 
oretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Forwood) 
Feb  22,  289 

Shipwrecks  on  the  Olamorganshire  Coast-' 
Coastguard  Station  at  SotUherndoum,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  A.  J.  Williams;  Answer,  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms)  Mar  3,  1062 

Steam  Tug  of  Mumbles  Head,  Question,  Mr. 
Maolure  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  Mar  8, 
1576 

fVreeks  and  Loss  of  Life  in  the  Bristol  Chan- 
net.  Question,  Mr.  Maclure;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms)  Feb  ^2,  289 

Boai  Aeeommodaiion  on  Passenger  Ships, 
Question,  Captain  Price  ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry 
De  Worms)  ifar  1,876 

Licences  for  Foreign  Pilots,  Question,  Dr. 
Tanner  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
Mar  4,  1258 

Loss  of  the  •*  Catertna,"  Question,  Mr. 
Maclure;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  Do  Worms) 
Feb  22,  290 

Transfer  of  British  Ships  to  Foreign  Owners, 
Question,  Mr.  T.  Sutherland  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  Do  Worms)  Mar  7, 1392 


Merchant  Shipping  Act  (1854)  Amend* 
ment  (No.  2)  Bill 

(Mr.  Xing,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeek,  Mr.  LaeaitOf 

Mr.    White,    Mr.    Puleston,    Lord    Claud 

Hamilton,  Admiral  Field,  Mr.  Bond) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  28  [Bill  184] 

Read  2«  Mar  9 

Mereey  Doels  and  Harlowr  Board  (  Varioue 

Poiven)  Bill 
e.  Postponement  of  Motion,  Mr.   Honldsworth 

Mar  10,  1710       Digitized  by  \^KJKJ\IVC 
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Metropolis  ( Qu$%Uona) 

Chtrch  Parmds  of  SocialisU  at  St.  PauTi 

Cathedral,  (^ettion,  Mr.  Diion-IIartland  ; 

Answer,  The    Seoretnrjr  of  State    for   the 

Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  28, 

725 
Foreign  Labour  in  East  London,  Qaestions, 

Captain  Colomb :  Answers,  The   Seeretarj 

to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron   Uenrj  De 

Worms)  hfar  10,  1724 
Pdiee-'Wandiworiti  Police  Court,  Quest iooi 

Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 

of  State  for  the   Home  Department  (Mr. 

Matthews) /V6  21,  15» 

Metropolitan  Improvements 

New  Line  of  St.  Martin's  Place,  Question,  Mr* 
Whitmore ;  Answer,  The  First  Gommtssioner 
of  Works  (Mr.  Piunket)  Feb  24,  462 

Charing  Cross  Road,  Question,  Sir  Samuel 
Wilson ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  11.  Smith)  Mar  1.  893 
The  National  Oaltery,  Questions,  Major 
Hasch,  Sir  Richard  Paget,  Colonel  King- 
Uarman  ;  Answers,  Tho  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  (Mr.  Piunket)  Mar  3,  10C7 

Water  Supply  —  CfuUea  Water  Company, 
Question,  Colonel  Dawnay ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Ritohio)  Jfar  1,  881 

ThePeurhs 

iiattersea  Park,  Question,  Mr.  Baggallay; 
Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Piunket)  Feb  28,  700;  Question,  Mr. 
0.  V.  Morgan  ;  Answer.  The  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  (Mr.  i'luokct)  Mar  7, 
1392 

RegeiiCs  Park,  Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill ; 
Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Fluoket)  ifar  7,  1405 

Victoria  Park,  Question,  Captain  Colomb  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Piunket)  Ftf6  24,  478 

Metropolis  Management  Act,  1878 — Form 

of  Certificate 

Questions,    Mr.     Conjbeare ;    Answers,    The 

Chairman   of   the    Metropolitan    Board    of 

Works  (Sir  Jamos  M'GareUlIogg)  Feb  22, 

295 


Metropolitan  Board  of  Works — Condemned 

Buildings  in  Whitechapel 
Question,  Lord    llenrj   Bruce ;  Answer,  The 
,      Chairman   of  the  Metropolitan    Board   of 

Works  (Sir  James   M^GareUlIogg)  Mar  8, 

1500 


Metropolitan  Open   Spaces  Act  (1881) 

Extension  Bill  iSir  John  Lubbock, 

Mr,  DaXrympU,  Sir  Charles  Forster^  Mr, 
S:ouldsworth,  Mr,  Reid,  Sir  Albert  Eoltit, 
Mr.  SaU)  [Bill  171], 

c.  Read  2»,  after  short  debate  Mar  10,  1868 


Metropolitan  Police  —  Imp0eUri  cf  ih 
Criminal  Invesiigalum  Department 
Question,  Sir    llenrj   Sclwin-IbbetMn ;  An- 
swer, The  Seoretary  of  SUte  fior  the  Ho«e 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Ftb  18,  17 
[See  titlo  Poliee] 

Metropolitan  Public  Carriage  Act,  1869^ 
Licences 
Question,  Mr.  Lawson ;  Answer,  The  Seert* 
tarj  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Ur. 
Matthews)  Feb  25, 567 

MiLDMAY,  Mr.  F.  B.,  Devon,  Totnes 
Queen's  Plates,  580 

MiLLTowir,  Earl  of 
Law  ofEvidenoe  Amendment,  2R.  482 ;  Cemm. 
ci.  2,  Amendt.  1024, 1(>25  ;  el  5,  Amendt.  t5. 

Miners'  Wages  Payment  BiU  [Bill  140] 

{Mr.  Oonybsare,  Mr.  Mason,  Mr.  Boriats, 
Mr.  Clancy) 
c.  Read  2°,*  and  referred  to  Select  Comm. 
Stannaries  Act  (1809)  Amendment  BiU 

Mines  Reguhtion — Tkc    Accidint  at  ik$ 

Rhondda  Colliery 

Questions,  Mr.    Kenyon,    Mr.  W.   Abraham 

(Glamorgan,  Rhondda) ;  Answers,  The  Se- 

cretarj  of  State  for  the  Ilome  Department 

(Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  24,  477 

Mining  Leases  (Cornwall  and  Devon)  Bill 

(Mr.  Aeland,  Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  Mr.  Court- 
ney,  Viscount  Ebrinyton,  Mr.  Biekford 
Smith,  Mr,  Seale-Hayns) 

c.  Read  2«*  Afar  9  [Bill  146] 

MoLLOY,  Mr.  B.  C,  king's  Co.,  Birr 
Army  (SupptemenUry  Estimatoa)— Army  Ser- 
vices, 1864 
First  Oflfenders,  2R.  120 
Parliament— Business  of  tho  Iloase  (Rales  of 
Prooeduro)— Rule    I   (Glosore  of  DebatsX 
Res.  384,  501,  505,  509,  587,  588,  615,640, 
649;  Amendt.   928,  985,   941,  9i2,  1001, 
1806,  1358, 1C24,  1625,  1687 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  ISSG-?)— 
Civil  Service  Commission,  788 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1461 
Public    Education,    Ireland,    1445,   H44, 
1445 
Sntton  District  Water,  Res.  9 

MoNKSWELL,  Lord 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  Comm.  el.  6,  Amea^ 
139  ;  cl.  33,  Amendt.  ib. ;  add.  tL  Hi 

Montagu,  Mr.  S.,  tower  MamleU,  ITUU* 
ohapel 
Currency — Deterioration  of  the  Oold  Coioapi 

468 

Digitized  by  V^i^^^V  iC 


MON 


MtJN       {SESSION    1887)       MUN  .     NAV 


3". 


MONTAiu,  Mr.  S.-^eoni, 

Pott  OfBM  (England  and  Wales)— The  Pattern 

Port,  IW 
Sttpplr  (Supplementary  Ettimatei,  1886-7)— 

FoUio  Boildingt,  Great  Britain,  731 

Morgan,  Eight  Hon.  G.  Osborne,  Den- 
higlUhire^  E, 
Islands  of  tho  Paciflc— The  New  Hebrides- 
Fortifications  of  the  French,  298 
Mauritius—Sir  John  Pope  Ilennessj,  1266 
Parlinment— Business  of  the  House  ( Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule   1   (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  835,  600,  603,  991,  1674 

Morgan,  Mr.  0.  V.,  BatUrssa 

Africa  (South)  —  Progress    of  Aflfairs— Lord 

Salisbury's  Letter  in  *«  The  Times,"  583 
Imperial   and    Colonial    Governments — Con- 
ference In  London,  1737 
London  Corporation  (Charges  of  Malversation), 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  910 
Parks  (Metropolis)— Battersea  Park,  1892 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Report,  96 
Police    (Metropolis)  —  Wandsworth     Police 
Court,  159 

MoBLBT,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  N$ioea$tl$-upon- 

Tyne 

Ireland — Crime  and  Outrage — The  Riots  at 

Belfast— Report  of  Mr.  Wallace  MacHardy. 

172  ' 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure)— Rule    1  (Closure  of  Debate). 

Res.  1644  ' 

Mount  -  Edgoumbe,     Earl    of    (  Lord 
Steward  of  the  Household) 
Truro  Bishopric  and  Chapter  Acts   Amend- 
ment, Comm.  1715 

Mowbray,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  J.  E.,  Oxford 
University 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure— Rule    1    (Closure    of  Debate), 
Res.  813,  817 

MowBEAY,   Mr.  E.   Q-.  C.,  Zancashirej 
Preaiwieh 
Royal  Commission  on  Trade  and  Agriculture— 
The  Report,  44 

Monamhque^ProUction  of  British  Suh- 
jeets—M,M.8.  ''Reindeer'' 
Question,  Mr.  A.  £.  Pease;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Aflkirs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  Mar  10, 
1741 

Mui?DBLLA,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffield, 
Brightside 
krmj  Manufacturing  Department — Manufac* 
ture  of  Steel  at  Woolwich,  178,  708 
Steel  for  Projectiles  at  Royal  Laboratory, 
1588 
Education — Elementary  Education— Irregular 
Attendance  —  Mr.    Paget,  Wandsworth 
Police  Court,  30 
Local  Colleges  in  England  and  Wales,  1383 

[eont. 


MuwDiLiA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.— «m<. 

Parliament—  Privilege  —  Alleged  Premature 
Disclosure  of  a  Paper,  Personal  Explana- 
tion, 181, 184,  186 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Science  and  Art  Department,  1480 

Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland) 

Amendment  Bill  (Sir  Jam$$  Corry, 

Mr.  Ewmrt,  Mr.  Johnston) 
e,  BiH  withdrawn  •  Feb  21  [Bill  73] 

Municipal  Corporations  Acts  areland) 
Amendment  (No.  2)  Bill      (Sir  Jatnes 

Corryy  Mr.  JStoart,  Mr.  Johnston) 
e.  Read  1^  •  F«6  22  [Bill  176] 

Murphy,  Mr.  W. M.,  Dublin,  St. Patrick's 
Ireland— I^w   and    Justice— Jury   System — 
Clare  Assises,  1751 

National  Provident  Insurance 

Select  Committee  nominated  Mcur  1 ;  List 
of  the  Committee,  979 

Navy  {Questions) 

Admiralty  Regulations—Support  and  Edma^ 
turn  of  Coiholio  Orphans^  i^uestion,  Mr. 
M*Cartan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bai*tIott 
(A  Lord  of  the  Admiralty)  Feb  24,  456 

Coating  Stations  —  The  Seychelles,  Question, 
Dr.  Tanner  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
F«6  28,  714 

Contract  System  of  the  Admiralty  —  The 
Royal  Commission  ^Report,  Question,  Mr. 
U.  W.  Duflf;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
Feb  21,  180  ;— Irregular  Publication  of  Evi- 
dence, Question,  Mr.  Byron  Reed  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  tho  Admiralty  (Mr.  For- 
wood)  Mar  8, 1587 

Defective  Weapons  —  Cutlasses  .  and  Sword 
Bayoncts—ti.M.S.  •*  Aeom"  Question,  Mr. 
Hanbury ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  Mar  4, 
1266  [See  Army"] 

'*  Qreenwieh  Sixpences'  Fund,'*  Question,  Dr. 
R.  Macdooald  ;  Answer,  *  Mr.  Ashmead* 
Bartlett  (A  Lord  of  the  Admiralty)  Feb  IS, 

Health  of  the  Navy,  1885 — Insanitary  Condi- 
tion of  Water  Tanks  at  Malta,  Question, 
Mr.  Norton  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Forwood)  Mar  1,  875 

Intelligence  Department — Disclosure  of  Con- 
fidential Documents,  Questions,  Colonel 
Hughes  -  Hallett,  Mr.  Childers  ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  Mar  8,  1088 

Manufacturing  Department'^ Nordenfelt  Onns, 
Question,  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton! Marl,  1391 

Naval  Ornns  and  Ammunition — Papers  and 
Correspondence,  Question,  Sir  William 
Plowden ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  Mar  7, 
1407 

Naval  Lieutenanti'^Resigncttion  of  CommiS" 
$i<m*  in  tim  of  P^5e^B?«^9P?_/^»L 
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Navy— ron/. 

Fraser  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  Mar  3, 1065 
Kaval  OperoHmt  in  New  Quinta,  Qoeetion, 
Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer^  The  Firtt  l.ord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  UamUton) 
Feb  18,  34 

EM.S,  "  Ajax  •'— (7an  Practice  at  InneHan, 
on  tke  Clyde,  Qaeetion,  Colonel  Malcolm  ; 
Answer,  The  Firtt  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  Feb  31,  179; 
Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  Fdf  85.  569 

The  Guatdehip  *•  BeUeisle '' —Repatrt,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  P.  M'Donald  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) Feb  31, 170  i-^  Absence  from  Kingstown 
Barbwr,  Question,  Mr.  P.  M'Donald;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  Mar  3,  1087 :  Question, 
Mr.  D.  Sullivan  ;  Answer,  Tho  First  I^rd 
of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
Mario,  1739 

H.M.8,  ** F<dcm"--FriMe  Monev,  Question, 
Commander  Dethell ;  Answer,  Lord  Charlos 
Beresford  (A  Lord  of  the  Admiralty)  Feb  24, 
460 

StranMng  cf  the  Ounboat  •* Firm'* —•  Sir 
William  Thomson'i  Deep  Sea  Sounding 
Maehine,  Question,  Admiral  Field  ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  Feb  35,  576 


TheDockpardt 

Dockyard  Subtcriptiom  to  the  Imperial  Ineti' 
tute,  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  Feb  21,  175  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  Mar  7,  1408 

Chatham  Dockyard  —  Sale  of  C^n/ldenlial 
Drawinge,  ^o^-^Mr,  Young  Terry,  Ques- 
tions, Colonel  Htghee-Hallett,  Mr.  llan- 
bory,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien;  Answers,  Tho  First 
Loni  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) Mar  10, 1744 

Devonpdrt  Dockyard—  The  Fire  Brigade  Staff, 
Question,  Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  Greorge 
Hamilton)  Mar  7,  1391 

Pembroke  Doekyard^Ikfeetive  She&rt,  Ques- 
tions, Admiral  Mayne  ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  Georgo  Hamil- 
ton) Feb  38,  703  ;  Mar  3,  1066 

PortiwunUh  Dockyard,  Fmtal  Accident  at. 
Question,  Sir  William  Crossnhan  ;  Answer, 
Tbe  Pint  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  Mar  8, 1078 

Netpfoundland-^Ths  Cod  Fieherien 
Question,  Mr.  Courtney  Kenny  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies    (Sir 
Henrj  Holland)  Feb  34,  455 

Nolan,  Oolonel  J.  P.,  Galtcasf,  -ST. 

Army  (Supplementary  Estimate)— Army  Ser- 
Tioes,  1813,  1835,  1836,  1808^  1830,  1833, 
1834,  1836, 1840,  185i 

IconL 


NoLAir,  Colonel  J.  P.— <»n«. 
Ireland-*  Poet   Oflkse  ^  English   and    Irish 
Oflleials,  563 
Queen's  Plates,  581, 1741 
Parliament^ Bosiness  of  the  House  (Rnlcs  of 
Procedure)— Rule    1    (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  Amendt.  486,  «36, 63».  63t,  634,  645^ 
937,  965,  066,  967,  976,  1639,  1633,  1681, 
1704 
Snpply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)^ 
Court  of  Bankroptcy  in  Ireland,  833  ; 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  833 
Loeal  Government  Board,  Ac.  801,  805, 

807,811 
Various  SerTiccs  (other  than  Consular)  in 
Connection  with  the  Suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  4c.  1505 


Nolan,  Mr.  J.,  Irouth,  N. 

Army  (Supplementary  Estimate) ~ Array  Ser- 
Tices,  1828 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closnrt  of  Deb4l#y, 
Res.  533 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Report,  113 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Public  Education  (Ireland),  1455 

N0BBI8,  Mr.  E.  S.|  Tower  Eamlelt^  Lime* 
house 
Paoifie  Porta— lU-Uaage  of  British  Seamen, 

41, 800 
Trade  and  Commerce — International   Confer, 
enoe  on  the  Sugar  Bounties,  1580 


North  American  Fisheriei,  The — Canads 
and  the  United  Slatee—Tke  Fiehery 
Dieputee 
Question,  Mr.  Gourtey;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
JamM  Fergusson)  Feb  33,  391 ;  4iiiestioo, 
Dr.  Tanner  ;  Answer,  Tho  UtiAw  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  Jaaisa*Fer- 
gosaon)  F«5  38,  7L3 


NoRTHcoTB,    Hon.    H.    8.    (Surveyor 

General  of  Ordnance),  Eapeter 

Army  (Supplementary  Estimate) ~ Army  Ser- 

Ticcs,  1823,  1835,  1836,  1837,  1839,  1839, 

1851 

War  Office  (Ordnance  Departnieotj—Qacstions 

Ammunition,  Ac— Solid-Drawn  Cartridge 

Cases,  1071 
Boxer  Martini- Henry  Cartridges  at  Wool* 

wich,  160.  483,  704 
Cartridges  in  Store,  100 
Contract  for   Cartridges  for  Queensland. 

1583 
Defective  Weapons^ Cutlasses  and  Sword 

Bayonets,  480 
Deficiencies  in  Naval  Guns  and  Ammuni- 
tion, 883 
Inspector  of  Saddlery  at  Wodwieh,  1309 
Manufacture  of  Maobine  Gnai  at  £nfield, 
577 
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Korth  Sea  Ftsherm  Conventton — Damagu 
hy  Belgian  Oumere 
Qaestion,  Sir  Savile  Croulej;    Antwer,  The 
Under  Seoretarjof  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Mar  1,  886 

North  Sea  Fi»herie9---The  Fieking  Boat 
'*  Shgl^rk  " 
Question,  Sir  Sa?iIo  Crossley ;   Aotwer»  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
UamittOD)lfar  1,880 

North  Sea  Liquor  Traffie^-^The  Interna- 
tional Conference 
Question,  SirEdwird  Birkbeok  ;  Answer.  Tlie 
Under  Seoretarj  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Mar  1%  1736 

NoBTON,  Mr.  B.y  Koni^  Ttmhridge 
Health  of  the  Na?7, 1885 — Intanitarj  Condi- 
tion of  Water  Tanks  at  MalU,  875 

O'Bribbt,  Mr.  J.  P.  X.,  Mago,  S. 
Ireland^QaestioDS 

E?iotion8  —  Thomas    Walshe,    Ballydaffe, 
Go.  Mayo,  667  ;— Westport  Union,  Co. 
Mayo,  168 
Fishery  Piers— Belmnllet  Pier,  i1 ;— Tolls 
on,  6^ 
Parliament — Easiness  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
PVoceduro)— Rule   1   (Closure    of  Dehato), 
Res.  630,  1009,  1010,1680 
Supply  (Sopplemenury  Estimates,  1 886-7) ~ 
Court  of  Bankroptoy  in  Ireland,  826,  881 

O'Bbien,  Mr.  P.,  Monaghan,  N. 

Admiralty— Sale   of   Confidential    Drawings, 

dte.  in  Chatham  Deokyard,  1744 
India — Questions 

Collection  of  Rerenue— Magisterial  Powers, 

1800 
Madras  Gofeoanted   Cifil    Ser?ioe,    201, 

1390 
Queen's  Jubilee  Celebration^Liberation  of 
26,000  Prisoners,  46 

Ireland — Questions 

Asylums— Monaghan  Asylum,  154 

Board    of  National    Education — Teachers 

and  the  Orange  Society,  23, 1069 
Crime  and  Outrage— Riots  at    Belfast- 
Acquittals  at  the  Tyrone  Winter  Assiies, 
1748 
Evictions — Carrickmacross  Union,  1585 
Land  Law  Acts—Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, 585 
Law  and  Justice — Jury  System— Monaghan 

Assises,  1401, 1402,  1727,  1728 
Magistracy— Listowel,  Co.  Kerry,  575 
Royal  Commission  on  the  Land  Law  Act, 
1881,  and  the  Purchase  of  Land   Act, 
1885, 1748 
Parliament — Order— Withdrawal  of  a  Ques- 
tion from  the  Notice  Paper,  1754 
Skye  Crofters— Withdrawal  of  Police,  705 

O'Beibn,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperarg,  N. 
Ireland— Salmon  Fisheries — The  Rifer  Shan« 
non— Fines  on  the  Conflcr?ators,  163 


O'OoKWOK,  Mr.  A.,  Donegal,  E, 

Admiralty — Suhscriplions  to  the  Imperial  In- 
stitute, 1409 
America  (South)— Chili— Imprisonment  of  a 

Sailor  named  Carrol  at  Punta  Arenas,  471 

Army — Snhscription  to  the  Imperial  Institute 

— Circular  of  the  Commander-in-Chief,  298 

Army  (Auiiliary  Forces)- Donegal  andTyrono 

MUitia,  1398 
Army  (Ordnance  Department)— Inspector  of 

Saddlery  at  Woolwich,  1309 
Army  (Supplementary  Estimate)— Army  Ser- 
vices, 1769,  1796,  1798,  1817, 1826,  1830, 
1832,1850 
"  Board    of   Trade    Journal "  —  Advertising 

Agents,  580 
Ireland— Royal    Irish    Constabulary— Allow- 
ances for  llorsee,  28 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure) — Rule    1    (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  208,  236,  530,  615,  616,  63i,   162S, 
1649 ;  Amendt.  1667,  1670 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  18S6-7)— 
Admiralty  and  War  Office,  The  New,  738, 
742,  743,  744,  750,  752 
Bankruptcy  Department  of  tlie  Board  of 

Trade,  768,  771 
Civil  Service  .Commission,  775;  Amendt. 

779,  783,  784,  785,  792.  797,  802 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland,  820,  822, 

823,  824.  827.  883 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1487 
Foreign  Office,  767,  768 
Houses  of  Parliament,  726,  727 
.Post  Office,  1534 
Public  Buildings,  Great  Britain,  730,  734, 

785 
Science  and    Art    Department,  dtc.  837» 

1223 
"Telegrafo"  Claims,  1522, 1529 
Various  Services  (other  than  Consular)  in 
Connection  with  the  Suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  d^c.  1504 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Comm. 

845,  846 
Trade  and  ManufiMture— French  Prohibition 
of  English  Leather,  1896 

O'Connor,  Mr.  Alderman  J.,  Kerry^  8. 
Ireland  (Distress,  4c.)— Distress  in  Kerry,  174 

O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  Tipperary^  8. 
Ireland- Evictions — Case    of    James    Clery, 
Ardmoyle,  Cashel— Conduct  of  an  Emer- 
gency Man,  1073 
Gun  Lioeooes— Case  of  James  Maye,  Ard- 
finan,  Co.  Tipperary,  1073 
Licensed   Premises    (Earlier   Closing)  (Scot- 

Und),  2R.  1549 
Parliament — Business  of  the  llouse  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1   (Closure  of   Debate), 
Res,  429,  497,  532,  606,  619,  620,  949,  976, 
1611,  1677 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
ConsUbulary   Force    in   Ireland,  1173, 
1180,1182,1185 
Local  Government  Board,  Ac.  811 
Post  Office,  1532, 1535 
Public  Education  (Ireland),  1445 
Soienoe  and  Art  Department,  d(C.  839,  840 
Treasury  Cheit  Robbery,  1531 
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O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Liverpool,  S^otUnd 

Army  (Sappltmentary  Estimate)— Arm/  Ser- 
vices, 1818,  1842 

Ireland  —  Magistraoj  —  Appointment  of  Sir 
Thomaa  G.  Esmonde,  M.P.,  Iligh  Sheriff  of 
Co.  Waterford,  180 

London  Corporation  (Charges  of  MaWersation), 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  918 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1410, 
1412 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate). 
Res.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  109,  204, 
933,  967;  Motion  for  A<1journment,  973, 
1297,  1301,  1357, 1606,  1645,  1046,  1603, 
1657,  1683,  1691 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7) — 
Constabulary  Force  in   Ireland,  1182, 
1183,1184,1188,  1190 
Houses  of  Parliament,  728 
Public  Buildings,  Great  Britain,  736 

O'DoHERTT,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Donegal^  N, 
Ireland— Fisheries— Boat  Slip  at  Fanad  Point, 
Co.  Donegal,  1380 
Inland  Rerenue— The  *<  Death  Duties"  on 
Land  in  Ulster,  1267,  1720,  1721 
Parliament— Business  of  Ibe  House  (Rules 
Procedure) — Rule   1   (Closure  of  Debate, 
Res.  651,944,  1297,  1308;  Amendt.  1322, 
1323,  1320,  1609,  1673.  1702 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Admiralty  and   War  Offlco,  The  New, 
743 
Coort  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland.  826,  831 
Local  Government  Board,  dtc.  819 
Public  Buildings,  Great  BriUin,  738 
Science  and  Art  Department,  1436 
Various  Serrices  (other  than  Consular)  in 
Connection  with  the  Suppression  of  the 
SUve  Trade,  1507 

O'Hahlon,  Mr.  T.,  Cavan,  K 
Ireland— Post  Offlce— Graogegeith  Post  OflBco, 

576,  709 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule   1    (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  620,1011 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Constabulary  Force    in    Ireland,   1156, 
1159 
PnbUc  Education,  Ireland,  1453,  1455 

O'Hea,  Mr.  P.,  Donegal,  W. 
Ireland— High  Court  of  Justice- *<Boz  Fund," 
800,  891 
Irish  Land  Commission— Sale  of  Lands  in 
Co.  Donegal,  471 
Post  Office   (Telegraph   Department)— Tele- 
graphic  Address    "  House  of  Commons,*' 
1065 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Adelaide  Exhibition,  1520 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland,  825,  826 
Houses  of  Parliament,  730 
Local  Goyernment  Board,  Ac.  808 
Post  Office,  1537 

Publie  Buildings,  Great  Britain,  732,  738 
Science  and  Art  Department,  1439, 1441 


O'Ejsllt,  Mr.  J.,  BMoomw^my  N, 

Army  (Supplementary  Estimatee)— Army  Sei^ 

▼ices,  1815, 1816, 1843 
Ireland^-Questions 

Drainage  and  Navigation — Shannon  Works 

— Lwarrow  Harbour,  721 
ETiotions— Lord   Kingston's   Estates,  Co. 

Roscommon,  1389 
Royal  Commission  on  Agriculture -"Evie- 
tiona,  1388, 1389 

Oleomargarine  (Fraudnlexit  Sale)  Bill 

{Sir  Richard  Pag$t,  Mr.  SelaUr-Boolh,  Mr. 
ElUm,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart) 
e.  Orte«d ;  read  1**  F^  18  [BUI  17] 

Onslow,  Earl  of 
Malta,  Motion  for  Papers,  1282 
Potter's  Patent,  2R.  558 

Ordmane$  Department — tiee  Army 

O&DNANOB  —  Surveyor     General     (t«# 
NoRTHOOTB,  Hon.  H.  8.) 

OaHONDB,  Marquess  of 
Army — InsaniUry  Condition  of  Knightsbridge 

and  Dublin  Barracks,  559,  561 
Ireland  —  Magistracy  —  Appointment  of  Sir 
Thomas  6.  Esmonde,  M.P.,  High  Sheriff  of 
Co.  Waterford,  1023 

Owners  of  Dogs*  Liability  Bill 

(Mr.  Additon,  Mr.  Arthur  CCoimor) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  »  JV6  28  [Bill  181] 

Paeifie  Ports,  The^IU-Uaage  of  BritUk 
Seamen 
Questions,  Mr.  Norris;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AflSiir8(Sir 
James  Fergusson)  Feb  18,  41 ;  Feb  22,  300 

Pactfie  Jslands^See  title  Southern  Pacific 

Paget,  Sir  E.  H.,  Somerset,  Wells 
First  Offenders,  2R.  122 
Metropolis  —  Street  Improvements  ~~  Cbariaf 

Cross  Road— National  Gallery.  IOCS 
Parliament — ^Business  of  the  House  (Ralctof 

Procedure)— Rule    1    (Closure  of  Debate), 

Res.  938,  940  ;  Amendt.  067 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Ad- 

swer  to.  Report,  48 
Post  Office  (Telegraph   Department)  —  Tele- 
graphic   Address,  *'  llouse  of  Commons, 

1064,  1065 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1880-7)— 

Science  and  Art  Department,  ^.1331 

Palmbb,  Sir  0.  M.,  Durham,  Jarrow 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continu-inoe 
—  Extension  of  the  Import  to  the  Metro- 
politan Area,  1076 
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Pabkkb,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Perth 

ParHaneBt— Bniness  of  the  Iloase  (Rules  of 
Procedare)— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Deba(e), 
Res.  1326 

Parlmment 

LORDS— 

rrivaU  BiUs 
Ordered,  That  no  Private  Bill  brought  from  the 
House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Friday  the  34th  day  of  June  next : 
[and  other  Orders]  Mar  3,  1098 

COMMONS— 

9lt)tire00    in  ^nstoer   to    t]^e    (Eueen'0 

Report  of  Address  brought  up,  and  read  a  first 
and  second  time  Fei  18,  47 

Btdgaria^Ahdication  of  Prince  Alexander  of 
BatUnberg 

Amendt.  at  end  of  3rd  paragraph,  insert "  But, 
at  the  same  time,  humbly  to  express  to  Tour 
Majesty  that  steps  taken  on  behalf  of  Tour 
Government,  without  the  concurrence  of  the 
other  signatories  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  to 
prevent  the  abdication  of  Prince  Alexander 
of  Battenberg,  were  not  in  accordance  with 
the  interests  of  this  Country,  and  were  frausht 
with  danger  to  the  peace  of  Europe  **  (Mr, 
Jjabmchere\  03  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That 
those  words  be  there  inserted  ; "  after  debate. 
Question  put,  and  negatived 

South  Africa — Affaire  of  Zululand,  Observa- 
tions, Dr.  CUrk  ;  Debate  thereon  Feb  18,  87 

Crime  and  Outrage  {Ireland)^ The  Barhavilla 
Murder  THal 

Amendt.  at  end  of  f2th  paragraph,  insert 
"  And  humbly  to  represent  to  Your  Ma* 
jesty  that  it  is  the  duty  of  Tour  Govern- 
ment  to  institute  a  full  and  searching  inquiry 
into  the  means  by  which  convictions  were 
obtained  against  certain  persons  at  present 
undergoing  penal  servitude  for  an  alleged 
conspiracy  to  murder  at  Rarb.iTilla,  in  the 
county  of  Westmeath  "  {Mr.  Tuite)  Feb  18, 
1 06  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted ; "  after  short  debate. 
Question  put,  and  negatived 

Address  agreed  to 

HiB  Ma^istt's  Answbr  to  thb  Addrbss 
reported  F^  24,  485 

Private  Bill  Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  Craig 
Sellar;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Mar  7.  1409 

The  Chiltem  Hundreds—  Withdrawal  of  Ap- 
plication— Captain  Ker,  Member  for  East 
Bourn,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen) 
Mar  10, 1764 

The  Secretary  for  Sootland^Legislation,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Mar  10, 
1749 

ORDER 
The  Royal  Commission  on  Trade  and  Agri- 
euUure,  Question,   Mr.    Chaplin ;    Answer, 
Mr.  Speaker  Feb  18, 10 

[eont. 


Paruambiit — Coini  ONB—  Order^eonf, 
Notice  of  Motion  on  (foing  into  Comndttee  of 
Supply,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers, 
Mr.  Speaker  Feb  2S,  724 
Withdrawal  of  a  Question  from  the  Notice 
Paper,  Observations,  Question,  Mr.  E.  llar- 
Hngton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  ;  Observa- 
tions, Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  Question,  Mr.  P. 
O'Brien  [No  reply]  Mar  10,  1752 

PRIVILEGE 

Imputations  on  Members  of  this  House,  Ques- 
tions, Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  Mr.  Storey  ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Speaker  Feb  22,  280 

Premature  Publication  of  the  Merchandise 
Marks  Act  (1802)  Amendment  Bill,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Byron  Reed,  Mr.  Labouchere ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Baron  Henry  Do  Worms)  Feb  18, 
129;  Personal  Explanation,  Mr.  Mundella; 
Observations,  Mr.  Byron  Reed  Feb  21,  181 

nVLES  OF  DEBATE 

Offensive  Language,  Question,  Mr.  E.  Robert- 
son ;  Answer,  The  First  I^rd  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  Mar  8,  1592 

SITTINGS   AND    ADJOURNMENT    OF 
THE  HOUSE 

Ash  Wednesday 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  will  meet  To-mor- 
.  row  at  Two  of  the  clock  "  {Mr.    William 
Henry  Smith)  Feb  22,  280 ;  Question  put  ; 
A.  240,  N.  80  ;  M.  154  ( D.  L.  19) 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  AND  PUBLIC 
BUSINESS 
Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler  ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Feb  24, 484  ;  Questions, 
Sir  George  Campbell,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
Mar  7,  1410 ;  —  Qu'stions  and  Anwers  — 
"  Votes  and  Proceedings  ** ^ntnixou,  Admiral 
Field  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  11.  Smiil.)  Feb  18,  46;  — 
Railway  Rates  and  Land  Reform — Legisla^ 
tion.  Question,  Mr.  II.  Gardner  ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith  )Ftf6  18,  47  i-^Committee  of  Supply-^ 
Supplementary  Estimates^  Observations, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U. 
Smith) ;  short  debate  thereon,  Feb  25. 58 1  ;— 
Order  of  Supply,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  llcaly, 
Mr.  Anderson,  Dr.  Tanner  ;  Answers,  Tho 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith), 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  James  Fcrgnsson)  Mar  4,  1361  ; 
— Coal  Mines  Regulation  Bill,  Question, 
Mr.  D.  Crawford  ;  Answer,  'I'he  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Mar  10,  1740 

QUESTIONS 

Election  Expenses,  1880— T^^  i^^^Mrn,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  lienry  H.  Fowler;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Stuart  -  Wortley)  Feb  22, 
299  T 
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Chargti  of  Rttwming  Ofietrg  {Scotland), 
Quettion,  Dr.  Clark;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  Mar  8, 1672 

EouH  of  Commont — ^<^*»  Questions,  Sir 
Algernon  Bortbwiok,  Sir  Uenrj  Tjler ; 
Answers,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Plnnket)  Mar  7,  1897 

Memberi'  Smoking  Room,  Question*  Mr.  Pole- 
ston ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  Mar  7,  U07 

Parliament — The  Nino  Rules  of  Procedure 
(1882)— ^ttfo  2  {AdjoummerU  of  the 
HouBe)-*Malter^  London  Corporation 
( Charges  of  Malversation) 
Moved,  **That  this  Iloiise  do  now  mdjoam" 
(Mr,  Bowell)  Mar  1, 890 ;  after  short  dohate, 
Motion  withdrawn 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Bouse  {Rules 
of  Procedure)  Rule  1  {Closure  of 
Debate) 

Question,  Mr.  Qf4noj  Bnztoii ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Tiwwiury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Feb  22,  S05  ;  Question,  Mr.  Curton  ; 
Answer,  The  First  l^rd  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Feb  2d,  724  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Johnston  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  Mar  i, 
1274 

MoTed,  "  That,  at  any  time  after  a  Question 
has  heen  proposed,  a  Motion  maj  be  made, 
if  the  consent  of  the  Chair  has  been  pre- 
viously obtained,  *  That  the  Question  be  now 
put.'  Such  Motion  shall  be  put  forthwith, 
and  decided  without  Amendment  or  Debate  : 
When  the  Motion  '  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,'  has  been  carried,  and  the  Question  con- 
sequent thereon  has  been  decided,  any  further 
Motion  may  be  made  (the  consent  of  the 
Chair  having  been  previously  obtained)  which 
may  be  requisite  to  bring  to  a  decision  any 
Question  already  proposed  from  the  Chair  ; 
and  also  if  a  Clause  be  then  under  considera- 
tion, a  Motion  may  be  made  (with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Chair  as  aforesaid)  That  the 
Question,  That  the  Clause  stand  part,  or  be 
added  to  the  Bill,  be  now  put.  Such  Motions 
shall  be  put  forthwith,  and  decided  without 
Amendment  or  Debate :  Provided  alwnys, 
That  Questions  for  the  Closure  of  Debute 
shall  not  be  decided  in  the  afttrmative,  if  a 
Division  be  taken,  unless  it  shall  appear  by 
the  numbers  declared  from  the  Cbnir,  that 
such  Motion  was  supported  by  moro  than 
Two  Hundred  Members,  or  was  opposed  by 
less  than  Forty  Members,  and  supported  by 
more  than  One  Hundred  Members"  {Mr. 
mUiam  Henry  Smith)  i^V*  21,  190;  after 
short  debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned"  (Mr,  T,  P.  0* Connor); 
after  further  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 
Original  Question  again  proposed,  209 ;  after 

long  debate.  Debate  adjourned 
Debate  resumed  [Second  Night]  Feb  22,  306 ; 
after  long  debate,  Debate  farther  adj^med 

[con*. 


Parliament  —  Butinest  of  ike  Bouse  (RuUi  9j 

Proeedwrey-Jtule  1  (Cloture  of  DebaU)—^wU 
DebAte  resumed  [Third  Night]  Feb2i,m; 
after  debate.  Debate  further  adjourned  till 
To-morrow 

Debate  resumed  [Fourth  Night]  Feb  24, 485 
Amendt.  in  line  1 ,  aaor  '*  That,"  insert "  wbea 
Mr.  Speaker  is  in  the  Chair  '*  (Colonel XoiaH\ 
403  :  Question  proposed,  "  That  those  werdi 
be  there  inserted  ; "  after  abort  debate,  Qoei- 
Uon  put;  A. 82,  N.  804;  M.  122  (D.  L») 

Amendt.  in  line  1,  leave  oat  "  at  any  time" 
(Mr,  Pamell),  B98 ;  Question  propoMd. 
<*  That  the  words  'at  any  time'  staad  part 
of  the  Question  ;  '*  aAer  abort  debate,  Qiies- 
tioa  put,  and  negatived 

Amendt.  in  line  1,  after  **  Questioe,"  iniert 
<'  other  than  a  Question  arising  in  any  Bill 

-  for  increasing  the  strioffenoy  of  the  CriartDtl 
Uw  in  Ireland  "  (Mr.  P^tnuU),  508 ;  Qaef- 
tion  proposed,  *<  That  those  words  be  tlien 
inserted;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt  to 
proposed  Amendt.  after  the  words  **  Law  is  " 
insert  •*  Great  Britain  and*'  [Mr,  J,  E. 
EUts),  018  ;  Question  proposed,  **  That  thoM 
words  be  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amendt ; " 
after  further  debate.  Question  pot,  sod 
agreed  to 

Question  put,  '*  That  tlio  words '  other  thao  t 
Question  arising  in  any  Bill  for  ineressiog 
the  stringeney  (^  the  Criminal  Law  in  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland'  bo  there  Inserted;" 
A.  155,  N.  264  ;  M.  109  (D.  L.  23) 

Amendt.  in  line  1,  after  «<  Question,"  ioiert 
*'  other  than  a  Vote  in  Committee  of  Supply" 
(Mr.  Pamell),  541  ;  Question  propoied, 
**That  those  words  bo  there  inserted;" 
after  short  debate,  Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Fifth  Night]  Feb  25,  586; 
after  short  debate.  Question  pot;  A;  93, 
N.  261  ;  M.  160  (D.  L.  24) 

Amendt  in  lino  1,  insert  after  **Qae8tioo," 
"  not  being  a  Question  relating  to  the  Pro- 
cedure of  the  Ilouse"  {Mr.  Sexton),  610; 
Question  proposed,  "That  these  wordf  be 
there  inserted  ;"  after  short  debate,  Qoei- 
tion  put  ;  A.  80,  N.  170  ;  M.  90  (D.  L.  2d) 

Amendt  in  line  1,  after  *'Qoesti<m,"  ioaert 
*'  other  than  the  Question,  on  going  ieto 
Committee  of  Sopplj,  that  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair"  (Mr,  Thomu  Gill) 
C25 ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted ; "  after  short  debate, 
Question  put;  A.  78,  N.  210;  M.  iSi 
(D.  L.  26) 

Amendt  in  line  1,  insert  after  *' proposed, 
*•  and  debated  in  the  House  for  sii  hours,  or 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  for  oae 
hour"  (Mr.  Pamell),  637;  QuestioB  ffB- 
posed,  ••  That  those  words  bo  there  in- 
serted ; "  after  short  debate,  Question  pot ; 
A.  82,  N.  268 ;  M,  186  (D.  L.  27) 

Amendt.  in  line  1,  insert  after  *'  proposed, 
"  and  has  been  replied  to  by  at  least  foot 
Members  "  (Mr.  Pamell) ;  Questioo  pro- 
posed, "That  those  words  be  there  w- 
serted  ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed,  wl 
Moved,  ••  That  the  Debate  be  now  »d- 
joumed  "  (Mr.  Etskmont) ;  after  short  *• 
hate,  Motion  withdrawn 
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Parttament^^Suufnesi  of  the   House  {Rules  of 

Procedure)^ Rule  I  {Closure  0/  Debate) —cont 
Amendt.  in  line  1,  insert  after  '^  proposed." 
^and  after  adequate  debate"  {Mr.  Essie- 
mont) ;  Questioo  proposed,  *<  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted  ;  ^'  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  (^aestion  again  proposed;  Debate  ad- 
jonl^ed 

The  Adjourned  Debate,  Question,  Mr.  Court- 
ney ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  Mar  1,  89i 

Debate  reeamed  [Sixth  Night]  J/or  1,  910 

Amendt*  in  line  I,  insert  after  "  proposed/' 
"  arising  out  of  the  first  or  second  Order  of 
the  Day,  or  a  Motion  standing  first  or  soeond 
on  the  Notice  Paper  of  the  House*'  {Mr. 
Sesston),  919;  Q^uestion  proposed,  '*Thnt 
those  words  be  there  inserted  ; "  after  short 
debate,  Question  put ;  A.  83,  N.  209 ;  M. 
126  (D.  L.  82) 

After  debate,  Amendt.  in  line  1,  insert  after 
"proposed,"  "and  opportunity  afforded  ft>r 
Debate  thereon"  (Mr,  MoUoy),  929  ;  Ques- 
tion proposed, "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted;"  after  debate.  Question  put;  A. 
186,  N.2il;M.55{D.  L.  83) 

Amendt.  in  line  1,  insert  after  the  word  **  pro- 
posed," "  if  no  Amendment  has  been  mored 
thereto"  {Mr,  Pamell),  960 ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "Tbafe  those  words  be  there  in- 
sorted  ;  "  after  short  debate,  Question  put ; 
A.  116,  N.  302  ;  M.  186  (D.  L.  Si) 

Amendt.  in  line  1,  leaye  out  from  '*  proposed," 
to  end  of  line  4,  insert,  **  A  Member  rising 
in  his  place  may  claim  to  move,  *  That  the 
Question  bo  now  put,'  and,  unless  it  shall 
appear  to  the  Ohair  that  such  Motion  is  an 
abose  of  the  Rules  of  the  House,  or  an  in- 
fringement of  the  rights  of  the  minority,  the 
Question, '  That  the  Question  be  now  put,' 
shall  be  put  forthwith,  and  decided,  without 
Amendment  or  Debate"  {Mr.  WiUiam 
Henry  Smith),  968;  Question  proposed, 
<*  That  the  words  '  a  Motion  may  be  made ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question  ; "  after  short 
debate,  Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  ad- 
journed till  To-morrow"  {Mr,  WilHam 
Semy  Smith) 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "To-morrow,"  insert 
"Friday"  {Mr,  Famell);  Question  pro- 
posed, "That  « To-morrow,'  Ac.;"  after 
short  debate.  Question  put;  A.  110,  N.  243  ; 
M.  133  (D.  L.  35) 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  975 ;  after 
short  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  223,  N.  97  ; 
M.  1S6  (D.  L.  36) 
•  Main   Qnestion  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Debate 
adjoarued 

Debate  resumed  [Seventh  Night]  Mar  2,  980 ; 
after  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  85,  N.  190 ; 
M.  105  (D.  L.  37) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  '  A  Mem- 
ber rising  in  his  place/  <bo. "  {Mr.  WiUiam 
Henry  SmUh),  993 

Amendt.  to  proposed  Amendt.  after  "  Mem- 
ber," insert  •*  of  the  Government,  or  the 
Mover  or  Seconder  of  the  Motion  then  in 
Debate,  or  the  Mover  or  Seconder  of  an 
Amendment  thereto "  {Mr,  Leake),  097  ; 
Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be 
inserted  in  the  proposed  Amcndt«;"  after 

[o^'ut. 


Parliament  —  Business  of  tlie  House  {Rules  of 
Procedure)^  Rule  1  {Closure  of  Debat€)'~cont 
debate,  Question  put;  A.  110,  N.  291  ;  M. 
172  (D.  L.  38) 

Amendt.  to  proposed  Amendt.  to  leave  out 
"  unless  it  shall  .appear  to  the  Chair " 
{Mr.  JVhitbread),  1020 ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words  proposed  to  bo  loft  out 
stand  part  of  the  proposed  Amendt.;  "  De- 
bate adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Eighth  Night]  Mar  4,  1275  ; 
after  long  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  177,  N. 
130;  M.  47  (D.  L.  40) 

Amendt.  to  proposed  Amendt.  line  4,  leavo  out 
"  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House  or  " 
{Mr,  0*Doherty),  1324 ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  pari  of  the  proposed  Amendt.  ; " 
[Question  not  put] 

After  short  debate,  Amendt.  proposed  to  said 
proposed  Annendt.  leave  out,  "or  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  rights  of  the  minority  "  {Mr, 
Whiibread) ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  bo  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  said  proposed  Amendt.;"  after 
debate.  Question  put ;  A.  275,  N.  200  ; 
M.  75 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1349 

Amendt.  to  said  proposed  Amendt.  after 
"  minority/'  insert  "  in  respect  of  Debate, 
or  otherwise*'  {Mr.  Parneli),  1355  ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  in- 
serted in  the  said  proposed  Amendt. ; " 
after  short  debate.  Question  put;  A.  107, 
N.  226;  M.  119  (D.  L.  42) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
<  A  Member  rising  in  his  place  may/  Ac.  " 
(JIfr,  William  Henry  Smith),  1360;  after 
short  debate,  Deb  ite  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Ninth  Night]  Mar  8,  1593 ; 
after  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  160,  N.  70 ; 
M.  90  (D.  L.  47) 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  first "  When,"  in  line  5, 
to  "Chair,"  in  line  0,  both  inclusive  {Mr, 
Pamell),  1621 ;  Question  proposed,  *•  That 
the.  words  *  When  the  Motion  *  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put/  has  been  carried,  and  the 
Question  consequent  thereon  has  been  de- 
cided, any  further  Motion  may  be  made,' 
stand  part  of  the  Question ; "  after  debate. 
Question  put;  A.  231.  N.  105;  M.  176 
(D.  L.  48) 

Amendt.  in  line  7,  leave  out  "  the  consent  of 
the  Chair  having  been  previously  obtained," 
insert  "  the  assent  of  the  Chair  as  aforesaid 
not  having  been  withheld"  {Mr.  William 
Henry  Smith),  1647 ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  lefc  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question  ; "  Moved, "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Dr.  Clark) ; 
Question  put ;  A.  94,  N.  202  ;  M.  198  (D.  L. 
49) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question  ; "  after  short  debate.  Question 
put ;  A.  67,  N.  267 ;  M.  200  (D.  L.  50) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  «  The 
assent  of  the  Chair  as  aforesaid  not  having 
been  withheld,'  be  there  inserted;"  after 
short  debate.  QoesUon  pnt ;  A.  214,  N.  78 ; 
M.  166  (D.  L.  51)  T 
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Parliament —  Htitineti  of  the  House  (RuUe  of 
Procedure)^  Rule  1  (Cloture  o/Z>e6flte)— cont. 

Main  Qaettion,  at  amended,  again  proposed 
1658 ;  MoTed,  "  That  the  Debate  bo  now 
adjourned  "  {Mr,  Dillwyn) ;  after  short  de- 
bate. Question  put;  A.  98,  N.  229  ;  M.  186 
(D.  L.  52) 

Main  Question,  as  anaended, .  again  proposed, 
1661  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Tenth  Night]  Mar  9, 1666 

Amendt.  in  line  8,  leafo  out  ''any  Question 
already."  insert  **  the  Question  last  pre- 
Tiously"  (Mr,  Arthur  O'Connor)  v.,  1670; 
Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion :"  after  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  170, 
N.  109;  M.61  (D.  L.68) 

After  short  debate,  Amendt.  in  line  9,  leafe 
out,  after  *<  Chair,"  to  ''such,"  in  line  11 
(Mr,  Sexton),  1685 ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words  '  and  also  if  a  clause  be 
then  under  consideration '  stand  part  ot  the 
Question;"  after  further  debate.  Debate 
adjourned 

Paeliament — House  of  Cohhoks 
Ifeuf  Member  Sworn 

Feb  21~John  Slagg,  esquire,  BumUy 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Seamen's  Vote] 

Bill  (Mr,  AtkiniOPy  Sir  Robert 

Fowlefi    Mr,  Baden^Powellf  Mr,  Orotrian^ 
Mr,  Thomas   Sutherland,  Mr,  Ewart,  Sir 
Edward  Birhheck,  Mr,  Kin^,  Mr,  Oourley, 
Mr,  Cavendish  Bentinek) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  i/ar  7  [Bill  100] 

Parliamentary  Franchise — Revision  of  the 
Parliamentary  Voters'  List 
Question,    Mr.    P.  McDonald  ;    Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for   li eland   (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  Feb  18,  SO 

Parliamentary  Registration  Act,  1878— 
Case  of  Henry  Bolder,  Registration 
Agent  at  Stafford 
Question,  Mr.  M'Laron ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  21,  156 

Parnell,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Cork 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Prooedure^Rule    1   (Closure   of   Debate), 
Ues.  199.  202,  209,  212,  490  ;  Amendt.  503. 
505,  588,  539,  541,  599,  611,  014,  634.  646, 
652, 655, 942. 957, 965  ;  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 970,  1008,  1352,   1300.  1598.    1600, 
1615,   1622.  1624,   1643,    1647,1050,165  2, 
1658,  1659,  1703 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Consubulary   Force    in    Ireland,  1183, 
1186.1188,  1210,  1211,1213 
Science  and  Art  Department,  Motion  for 
reporting  Trogress,  834, 1221 ,  1224 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Comm, 
851 


Patjltok,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Durham^    Biskep 
Auckland 
Coroners'  Inqnests^View  of  the  Bodiss,578 

Pease,  Mr.  A.  E.,  York 

Africa  (West  Coast)— Mr.  H.  11.  Johnitoo, 

H.M.  Vice  Consul,  1742 
Moiambique— Protection  of  British  Subjeeti 
— H.M.S.  "  Reindeer,"  1741 

Peel,  Sigrht  Hon.  A.  W.  [see  Spbaxxb, 
The) 

Penton,  Captain  p.  T.,  Finshury,  Cenird 
Prison  Sites— Dousing  of  the  Working  C\»Mm 
— Coldbath  Fields  Prison,  459 

Pbtekbokough,  Bishop  of 
Church  Patronage,  2R.  1035 

Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill [hl.] 

(The  Earl  of  Millt^wtt) 
I,  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  22  (No.  28) 

PiCKARD,  Mr.  B.,  York,  W.  R,,  Norman- 
ton 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rales  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1    (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  608 

PioKERSGiLLy  Mr.  E.  H.,  Bethnal  Orm, 
S,W. 
Parke  (Metropolis)— Regent's  Park,  1405 
Post  OfiBoe  (England  and   Wales)— Appoist- 
mcnt  ot  Medical  OflOcers,  1268 
Head  Postmastershipa,  1304 

PiOTON,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leicester 

Parliament^ Business  of  the  Hovso  (Roles  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (Oloeure  of  Debtte), 
Res.  410 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Science  and  An  Department,  1426 

Vaocination— Case  of  James  Bamfbrd,  157S 
Mr.  Robert  King,  Efington,  1267. 1999 

PiNKEBTON,  Mr.  J.,  Galway 

Ireland,  State  of— Procession  of  Orangs  Baadi 
—Bally money,  80,  81 

Pitt-Lbwi8,  Mr.  G.,  Decon,  BtumsUpU 
Burials— RemoTal  of  the  Dead  firooi  Cboidi- 
yards  and  Burial  Grounds,  19 

Playfair,    Sight    Hon.    Sir    Lyon, 

Leeds,  S, 

Parliament^  Business  of  the  House  (Rales  of 

Procedure)-.Rule   1    (Closure  of  DoM. 

Res.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  27 1 »  806, 

317,  1342 

Plowden,  Sir  W.  C,  Woherhmpten,  W, 
War    Office   (Ordnance    Department)  —  p«- 
fleienoies  in  Naral  Guns  and  Ammoniliooi 
882, 1407 
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PhTJUfKBT,  Bight   Hon.  D.  B.   (First 
Oommissioner  of  Works),  Dublin 
UnivertUp 
Admiralty  and  War  Office— The  New  Buildingi, 

18;  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  1361 
Burial  Acts — Brompton  Cemetery,  705,  706 
Cifil   Serfiee   Commissioners — Examinations 
for  Clerk  of  Works  under  the  Board  of  Trade, 
1741 
Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets),  2R.842,  844 
Metropolis — Street  ImproTements — New  Line 

of  St.  Martin's  Place,  462,  1067»  1068 
Parks  (Metropolis) — Questions 
Battereea  Park,  700,  1393 
Regent's  Park,  1405 
Victoria  Park,  478 
Parliament — House  of  Commons— Fogs,  1307  ; 

— Members'  Smoking  Room,  1407 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7) — 
Admiralty  and  War  Office,  The  New,  740, 
746,  747 
DiploiAatie  and  Consular    Buildings,   Ac. 

7fi3,766,76» 
Houses  of  Parliament,  726,  727,  728,  730 
Public  Buildings,  Great  Britain,  732,  733, 
734,  736,  737,  738 
Westminster  Bridge,  460 

Poliee  and  Constahulary  Forces  in  Or$at 
Britain — Superannuation 
Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Feb  18,  34 

Toliee  Clothing'-The  8yet$m  of  Contracts 
Question,  Mr.  Conybeare  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  3,  1070 

PooE  Law  (England  and  Wales) 
(  Questions) 

Case  of  James  Wetitmry^  an  AgrieuUwal 
Labourer,  Questions,  Mr.  Winterbotbam, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Sir  Henry  Tyler ;  Answers, 
The  President  of  the  Local  Gofernmeot 
Biiard  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Feb  25,  672 

Emigration  of  Children  to  Canada,  Question, 
Mr.  Rankin  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Gofemment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
Mar  10, 1729 

Law  of  Settlement  and  lUmovat,  Question, 
Mr.  Llewellyn  ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Local  GoTemment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
Mar  4,  1261 

Potters*  Patent  Bill 

I.  Read  2%  after  short  debate  Feb  25,  557 

Post  Office  (England  and  Wales) 
(  Questions) 
Appointment  of  Medical  Officers,  Question,  Mr. 
Pickersgill ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  4, 1268 

Appointments  to  PostmastersHips,  Question, 
Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  3, 1085 

leant. 


Post  Orriou  {England  and  1Fales)^^ont, 
Head  Postmasters,  Question,  Mr.  T.  BUke  ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Raikes)  Mar  1, 871  ;  Question,  Mr.  Pickers- 
gill  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Raikes)  Mar  7,  1394 

Mail  Serviee  to  the  Island  of  Barris,  Question, 
Mr.  Frnser-Mackintosh ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
cretnry  for  Scotland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
Feb  28,  703 

Parcel  Pott  to  New  Zealand,  Question,  Mr. 
Godson ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  Jlfar  8,  1500 

Postage  to  India  and  China  through  Belgium, 
Questions,  Mr.  King  ;  Answers,  The  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  22,  291  ; 
JfV6  28,710 

*'Post  Office  Patronage'*  — Sub-Offiee,  Bute 
Street,  Cardiff,  Questions,  Dr.  Tanner ;  An- 
swers, The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes) 
Mar  4,  1258 

Seeretary's  Office—Promotion,  Question,  Mr. 
Conybcnro  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  1,  889 

The  Secretary  to  the  Post  Office— Address  from 
Officials,  Question,  Mr.  Uenniker  Heaton  ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Raikes)  Mar  7, 1400 

The  Pattern  Post,  Question,  Mr.  Montagu; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Raikes)  ^^^21, 162 

The  Queen*s  Jubilee  Celsbration — Letttor  Car- 
riers.  Question,  Major  Ross ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  10, 
1732 

Sayings  Bank  Departmbnt 

Deputation  of  Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  Channing ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Raikes)  Mar  7,  1403 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Department,  Queen 
Victoria  Street  —  Insanitary  Condition, 
Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  28,  692 

Tbleoiiaph  Department 

Centred  Telegraph  Office— Promotion,  dluesiion, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  28,  694 

Clerks  J  Question,  Mr«  H.  S.  Wright ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Feb  21, 
177 

Pre-Transfer  Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  H.  S. 
Wright;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  3,  10G3 

Stamped  Telegraph  Cards,  Question,  Mr. 
Fulcston  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  7,  1406 

Telegraphic  Address,  "House  of  Commons,*' 
Questions,  Sir  Richard  Paget,  Mr.  O'Hea; 
Answers,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Raikes)  ifor  3,  1064 

Telegraph  Inspectorship  at  Liverpool^  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  10,  1733 

Transmission  of  a  False  and  Unsigned  Tele- 
gram.  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard  Webster) 
Feb  18,  38  .T^ 
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Pmt  OmcM—TeUgraph  J)epaHwuni—9<mt 
Ttle^am*  to  and  from  Ftanee-'The   Sub- 
marina  CahU  Comply,  QaeitioB,  Mr.  lien- 
niker    Heaton ;    Atttwar,  The    Poitmattor 
General  (Mr.  Raikee)  Feb  28,  707 

Poit  Office  Mail  Contract  {HighUnd  Fish- 
erie$  Company^  Limited) 
Ordered,  That  the  Contraet  with  the  Highland 
Fisheries  Company,  Limited,  for  the  convey- 
anee  of  Mails  between  Oban,  Coli,  Tjree, 
Barra,  and  Loch  Boisdale,  be  approved  {Mr. 
Jackson)  Feb  32 

Powell,  Mr.  F.  8.,  Wi^an 

Ambleside  Railway,  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee, 149,150 

Charity  Commission— Scheme  for  Christ's 
UospiUt,  701 

Education  Department— New  Code,  1887,  888 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Kules  of 
Procedure) — Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  300 

Supply  (Sopplcrocntary  Estimates,  1886-7)  — 
Science  and  Ait  Department,  1433 

PowEE,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Waterford,  E. 
Ireland — Questions 

Magistracy— Sir    Thomas    G.    Esmonde, 
M.P..  High  Sheriff  of  Co.  Waterford,48l 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Notices  issued 
by  the  Deputy  Sheriff  of  Co.  Waterford, 
1081,  1083 
Parliament^BusineM  of  the  Ilouse  (Rnlci  of 
Procedure)— Rule   1  (Closure  of  Debate)^ 
Res.  61ff,  618,  940,  1008,  1004,  1630 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  In  An- 
swer to,  Report,  118 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Local  Gortmment  Board,  ^.  807 

Powis,  Earl  of 

Wales  (Church  of  EngIand)--Ineonio  from 
Ecclesiattieal  Property,  Motion  for  a  Re- 
turn,  1254 

Pkioe,  Captain  G.  E.,  Devonport 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts— Boat  Accommoda- 
tion on  Passenger  Ships,  876 

PmsiB  Minister  {see  Salisbury,  Mar- 
quess of) 

Frisons  {Great  Britain) 
Frison  Labour^ Mal'Making,  Question,  Mr. 
II.  Gardner;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.Stuart-Wortley)Ff6  18,37;  Qmestion, 
Mr.  Quilter ;  Answer,  The  Under  SecreUry 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley)  Mar  3,  1068 
Priion  SiUt— Housing  of  the  Working  Claises 
'-Coldbath  Fields,  Questions,  Mr.  Jennings, 
Captain  Penton;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Dome  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  24,  458 


Fuhlie  DepartmenU,  Eoydl 
— Compulsory  GMrwmtkts 
Question,  Mr.  Meniiea;  Amwer,  The  Seers, 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depirtwat  (Ir. 
Matthews)  Mar  8,  1682 

Fuhlui  Eealth  Act,  1875— ^*wwmen<  •/ 
Allotment  Gardens 
Question,  Sir  Frederick  Mappin ;  Answer.  The 
President  of  the  Local  Govenunent  Board 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  Mar  16,  1726 

Public  Libraries  (Sootlaad)  lets  Amfind- 

ment  Bill  i^^-  Camrtm, 

Mr,  Cameron  Corb^tt,  Mr.  Oraham) 
e.  Ordered  ;  r«id  !»•  Feb  24  [BiU  180] 

Public  Meeting  {Englmd  and  Irdani), 
Fight  of-^The  Plan  of  Campuign- 
Suppression  of  Pullic  Meeiings 
Question.  Mr.  Cony  bear© ;    Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  (Sir  Richard  Webster)  Ifar  4, 
1274 

Public  Offices— The  New  Admirattg  mi 
War  Offices 
Qneetion,  Sir  JuUan  GdldamW  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Commiasioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plooket) 
Feb  18, 16 

Public  Offices—The  New  AdmiraU^  mi 
War  Offices 
Mofed,  ''That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  reconsider  the  ntaas  asd  pro- 
posals for  an  Admiralty  awd  War  Offlce  :- 
That  it  be  an  Instniotien  to  tbe  Cowmttee 
to  report  whether  some  or  all  of  tlie  exiitiof 
buildings  of  the  Admiralty  may  with  td- 
Tantage  be  retained"  {Mr.  Phathi)  Mori, 
1860  7^  after  shoH  debate,  (^oertioa  pot,  tsd 
agreed  to 

Public  Service,  The^Eetired  Paif  9r  Pen- 
sions— The  Fetum 
Questiens,  Mr.  Conybeare  ;  Answers,  The  Sc- 
cretary    to    the    Treasury   (Mr.  iHtm) 
Mar  8, 1589 

PuLBSTON,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Lewmport 
Parliament— House    of   Cornmons-Meaiben 

Smoking  Room,  140T 
Post  Offlce— Stamped  Telegraph  Oar*.  Hw 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  l^-^rj 

Civil  Senrice  Commission,  786, 79*,  7W,  ^ 

Qtieen,  The  —  Celebration  of  the  JMte 
Year 
A    Review,  Question,  Sir  Henry  ^^l 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  ww 

(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Mar  10, 1785 
Commitsions  to  Non- Commissioned  vff^^ 

Warrant  Officers  of  the  Army  and  Ajy. 

Question,  Sir  Samuel  Wilson  ;  An»^^' *■? 

SecreUry  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  E. Stanhope) 

Jfar  8, 1686 
Special  Service  in  JTestminster  Ab 

tion,    Mr.    Johnston;   Answer,  m 

Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Srailh) 
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KEY 


Qusm^9  PlaUa 
<)Qettions,  Mr.  MUdmay,  GoIoboI  Nolan  ;  An- 
swers, Sir  Herbert  Maxwell  (A  Lord  of  the 
Treaiury)  Feb  25,  580 

QuiLTBB,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Suffolk,  8. 

Great  Eastern  Railway  and  Felixstowe  Rail- 
way and  Dock  OompAnics,  2R.  437 
Prisons   (Great    Britain)— Prison    Labour — 
Mai-Making.  1053 

Baikes,  Eight  Hon.  H.  0.  (Postmaster 
General  )y  Cambridge  University 
Parlianenk^Poblio  Business— Committee  of 

Supply,  584 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Ilouse  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1    (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  261,  264,  267,  268,  269,  547,  985,  086, 
1355,  1682 
Poet  Office— Questions 

Appointment  of  Medical  Officers,  1268 
Appointments  to  Postmasterships,  1085 
Head  Postmasters,  871,  1395 
Parcel  Post  to  New  Zealand,  1590 
Patronage* Sub* Office,  Bute  Street,  Car. 

diff;  1258 
Pattern  Post,  162 
Postage  to  India  and  China  through  Belgium, 

292,711 
Post    Oflloe    Savings    Bank  Department, 
Queen  Victoria  Street — Insanitary  Con- 
dition, 693  ;— Deputation  of  Clerks,  140$ 
Queen's     Jubilee     Celebration  — •  Letter 

Carriers,  1732 
SecreUry  to  the  Post  Office,  1401 
Seoreiary's  Office— Promotion,  800 
Stamped  Telegraph  Cards,  1406 
Sttbmanne  Cable  Company,  707 
Post  Office  (Telegraph  Department)— Ques- 
tions 
Central  Telegraph  Office— Promotion,  605 
Telegraph  Clerks.  177,  1064 
Telegraphic    Address,  "  Ilouse   of   Com- 
mons," 1064, 1065 
Telegraph  Inspectorship  nt  LiTerpool,1738 
Post  Office  (IreUind) 
Annual  Holidays,  34 
Belfast  and  County  Down  Railway  Company, 

1269 
Beliast  Postmen,  172 
Deli?ery  between  Drumlish  and  Faimaught, 

Co.  Leitrim,  1259 
English  and  Irish  Officials,  564 
Grangegeith  Post  Office,  576,  710 
Letter  Carrier  between  Carrick-on-Shan* 

non  and  Dromsna,  293 
Postal  Service  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  887 
Post  Office  at  Whitty's  Cross,  Co.  Wexford, 

1080 
Post  Office  Contracts — Conveyance  between 

Mnllingar  and  Ballymahon,  1787 
Telegraph  Department— Telegraph  Exten- 
sion, Co.  Donegal,  1265  ;— Telegraphic 
Communication  between  Wexford   and 
Enniscorthy,  1083 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7) — 
Post  Office,  1588,  1542 
Post  Office  Telegraphs,  1543 

Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Tht  lord  Stanley  ofPre$Um) 
t.  Presented  ;  read  1**  Feb  28  (No.  32) 


RaUway  Rates 
Question,  Lord  Vernon ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Lord  Stanley 
of  Preston)  Feb  18,  7 

Bankin,    Mr.    J.,    Herefordshire^    Leo* 

minster 
Charity  Commissioners — Education  Schemes, 

1730 
Poor  Law— Emigration  of  Children  to  Canada, 

1729 

Easoh,  Major  F.  0.,  I^ssex,  8.E. 
Army — Medical  Officers — Status,  690 

Ordnance  Department — Defective  Weapons 
— Cutlasses  and  Sword  EUyonets,  299 
Metropolis  —  Street  Improvements  —  Charing 
Cross  Road— The  National  Gallery,  1067 

Rathbone,    Mr.    W.,    Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Role    1    (Closure  of   Debate), 
Res.  233,  1601 

Bating  of  SCachinery  Bill 

(^f>  B$mhard  SamwUon^  Mr,  Kn^wlfis^  Mr, 
Fioeoeky  Sir  Frederick  Therp$  Mappin) 
e.  Read  2«,*  and  referred  to  a  Select  Comm. 
Mar  2  [Bill  148] 

Ebdmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Wexford,  N, 
Ireland— Post  Offico— Post  Office  at  Whitty's 
Cross,  Co.  Wexford,  1079  ;  —  Telegraph 
Department  —  Telegraphic  Communication 
between  Wexford  and  Enniscorthy,  1082 
Supply  (SupplemenUry  Estimates,  1886-7) — 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  11  OS,  1109, 
1160,  1164 

Eebd,  Bit  B.  J.,  Cardiff 

Army  (Supplementary  Estimate)— Army  Ser- 
vices, 1860 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouse  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Role  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  543,  627 

Ebed,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Bradford,  E. 

Navy— Contract  System  of  the  Admiralty  — 
Royal  Commission— Irregular  Publicatioa 
of  Evidence,  1587 

Parliament — Privilege  —  Premature  Publica- 
tion of  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1862) 
Amendment,  129,  130;  Personal  Explana- 
tion, 185 

Reid,  Mr.  R.  T.,  Dumfries,  Sfo. 

Parliament — Bosiness  of  the  Ilouse  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  402 

Reynolds,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Tyrone,  E, 
Ireland— Irish  Land  Commission-^Piirohaserf 
of  Glebe  Und,  70g,g|^^,  .^  v^^^gic 


BIB 


EOB 


{  INDEX} 
Iff. 


ROB 


BUS 


BiBBLBSDALS,  Lord 

JIorM  Broeding  and  Sapply  for  Military  and 
induitrUl  Purposea,  1363,  1370 

EiCHARD,  Mr.  H.,  Mwthyr  Tydvil 

Africa   (East  Ooatt) — Rttmoarcid  Annexation 
ofTorritorf,  1721 

Ridley,    Sir    M.   W.,    Laneashirs,  iT., 
Blaeipool 
Supply  (Supplementaij  Ettimatet,  1886-7)— 
OivU  Service  Commiation,  803 

RiPONy  Marquess  of 

India— Qaeen*8  Jabileo  Celebration— Libera- 
tion of  36,000  Priaonera,  386 

Ritchie,  Right  Hon.  C.  T.  (President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board), 
Tateer  HamUU^  St,  OeorgeU 
AHotmenta  for  Small  Houteholdera,  469 
Lleenaed   Fremiaea    (Earlier    Cloainf)   (Soot- 
land),  2  R.  1650 
Lunacy  Lawi — Alleged  Confinement  of  a  Sane 

Woman,  1734 
Parliament — Busineaa  of  tho  Ilonae  ( Rulea  of 
Procedure) — Rule   1    (Cloeure  of   Debate), 
Rea.  413 
Poor  Law — Queationa 

Caae  of  Jamea  Weatbary,  an  Agrioultural 

Labourer,  673,  674 
Emigration  of  Children  to  Canada,  1730 
Law  of  Settlement  and  Removal,  1361 
Publio   llcalih    Act,    1876  —  Aaaeaameni    of 

Allotment  Gardena,  1736 
Rivera  Pollution  —  Pollution  of  the   Upper 

Thamea,  468 
Supply  (Supplementary  Eatimatea,  1886-7)  — 
Local  Government   Board,   &o.    804,    806, 
809.  810 
Sutton  Diatrict  Water,  Rea.  14 
Vaccination — Qneationa 
883 
Cumulative    Penaltieal— Caae    of  Charlea 

Ilayward,  1266 
Increase  of  Syphilia,  463 
Inquiry  by  the  Royal  Statistical  Society, 

1371.  1273 
Mr.  Robert  King,  Evington,  1267 
Vaccination  Acta— Keighley,  Ac,  698 
Water  Supply    (Metropolis)— Cheleea    Water 
Company,  881 

liiven  Pollution — Pollution  of  the  Upper 
Thames 
Question,    Colonel    Dawnay ;    Anawer,    The 
Preaident  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  Fe6  34,  467 

Elvers  Pollution  Prevention  Act  (1876) 
Amendment  Bill  {^r,  Thorburn, 

Mr,  Arthur  Elliot^  Mr.  Laing  Brown) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Mar  4  [Bill  188] 

Robertson,  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 

Oranta  to  Membera  of  the  Royal  Family,  683, 
1373 

leont. 


RoBKRTBOIf,  Mr.  E.- 

Lieenaed  PreniaM  (Earlinr  Chwaf)  (Soot- 
land).  2E.  1647 

Parliament— Rulea  of  Debato-i-OiaDaive  Laa- 
guage,  1693 

Parliament— ^uaineM  of  the  Uooae  (Gtolai  of 
Proeedare)— Rule  1  (ClMire  of  Debate], 
Res.  614 

Supply  (Supplementary  Eatimatea,  1886-7)- 
Treaaury  Cheat  Robbery.  Motion  for  report- 
ing Progreaa,  1631 

Robinson,  Mr.  B.,  JDuHey 

Inland  Revenue — Income  Tai— Allowinee  to 
Colliery  Proprietora.  1731 

Robinson,  Mr.  T.,  Ohueesfer 
Vaccination,  888 

RoLLiT,  Sir  A.  K.,  Islington,  8. 
Customs  ConaolidatioD  Aet    (1876)  Amead- 

ment,  2R.  137 
Parliament— Busineaa  of  the  Uouae  (Rnlei  of 

Procedure)— Rule   1   (Cloaoro  of  DehUe), 

Rea.  344 

RosooE,  Sir  H.  E.,  Mdnehester,  8, 
Literature,  Soienoe,  and  Art— National  Seienee 
Colleotiona-*Tha    Inter-Departmental  Cooi- 
mittee.  1396 
Supply  (Supplementary  Eatimatea,  1686-7)- 
flouaea  of  Parliament,  728 
Science  and  Art  Department,  1417,  U18 

Ross,  Major  A.  H.,  Maidstone 

Poat  Office— The  Queon'a  Jubilee  Celebration 
-*  Letter  Carriers,  1732 

Rowlands,  Mr.  J.,  Fimhury,  B, 

Army  and  Navy—**  ContracU  and  Supplier" 

476 
Great  Eaatern  Railway,  3R.  146 
London  Corporation  ( C  hargea  of  Malf oraatioa), 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  907 
Parliament— Busineaa  of  the  Howe  (Ralei  of 

Procedure)— Uulo   1    (Cloaure  of  Debate), 

Res.  648 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  l88d-7)- 

Diplomatio  and    Consular   BaildiofS.  ^* 

763 

RowNTREB,  Mr.  J.,  Scarborough 
Sea  Fiahorica —Collection  of  Stetistict,  43 

Royal  Family f  Grants  to  Memhers  of  * 
Question,  Mr.  E.  Robertaon ;  Anawer,  The 
Firat  Lord  of  tho  Treaaury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Feb  36,  683 ;— ^  8eUet  Cm^^ 
Queation,  Mr.  E.  Robertaon;  Aniww.TM 
Firat  Lord  of  the  Treaaury  (Mr.  W.  U. 
Smith)  Mar  4,  1273 

RussBLL,  SirO.,  Backney,  8.         , 
Vaccination— Inquiry  by  the  Royal  Statirtwti 
Society,  1370, 1373 
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BussELL,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Ola$§oWy  Bridg$ton 
First  Oflbnders,  2E.  Motion  for  Adjournment, 

127 
Uoensed   Premitet  (Earlier  Closing)  (Soot- 
land),  2R.  104S 
Supply  (Sapplementary  Estimatef,  1888-7}— 
Local  GoTernment  Board,  dse.  818 

BussELL.  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyraney  8. 
Ireland —Questions 

Grime  and    Ootra^e  —  Murder    of  — • 

Murphy,  near  Killarney,  302 
Law  and  Jastioe— Jury  System — *' Queen 

V.  John  Dillon,"  474 
Magistracy — Appointment  of  Sir  Thomas 
O.  Esmonde,  M.P.,  High  Sheriff  of  Co. 
Waterford,  180 
Parliament— Order — Withdrawal  of  a  Question 
from  the  Notice  Paper,  1763, 1754 

Salisbury,  Marquees  of  (Prime  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs) 

Church  Patronage,  2R.  1042 

Currency— Gold  and  SiWor — Royal  Commis- 
sion, 670 

Dovor  (Corporation)  Harbour,  2R.  666 

Egypt— NatiTo  Egyptian  Army,  Motion  for  a 
Paper,  1258 

Electric  Lighting  Act  (1883)  Amendment,  2R. 
860 

Glebe  Lands,  Comm.  el  3, 1708 

Law  of  Evidence  Amendment,  2R.  433 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

Lunacy  Laws  Consolidation — Incorporation  of 

"The  Idiots'  Act,  188«t,"  1087 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure) — Rulo    1  (Closure    of   Debate) 
Res.  228,  231,090 

Samuelson,  SirB.,  Oxfordshirs,  Banbury 
Railways  (India) — Extension  of  the  Railway 

System,  568 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7) — 
Science  and  Art  Department,  1424 

Sanitary  Beg^istration  of  Buildings  Bill 

{Mr,    iMcaitaf    Dr,    FarquharBon^    Sir    Ouyer 

Hunter,  Dr,  Cameron^  Sir  Eenry  ^oseoe) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  22  [BiU  178] 

Saundbrson,  Colonel  E.  J.,  Armagh^  N, 
Ireland—  Questions 

Crime  and  Outrage— Riots  at  Belfast — 
Acquittals  at  the  Tyrone  Winter  Assises, 
1747 
Law  and  Justice—"  Queen  v,  Dillon  "— 

Safety  of  the  Dissenting  Jurors,  1410 
Magistracy — The  O'Donnellan  Blake  For- 
ster,  J.F.  1308 

Schwann,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Manehettir^  N, 
Ambleside  Railway,  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee, 447 
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SoLATER-BooTH,  Eight  Hon.  G.,  Hantif 
Basingstoke 
Ambleside  Railway,  Instruction  io  the  Com* 

mittee,  458 
First  Offenders,  2  R.  116 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Ilouse  (Rules  of 
Procedure) — Rulo  1    (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  549,  550,  588,  596,  984,  987,  968,  983, 
1051 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)^ 
Civil  Scrrice  Commission,  794 
Science  and  Art  Department,  1487 

Scotland — Secretary  for,  &c.  {tee  Bal- 
pouB,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.) 

Scotland  ( Questions) 

Commissioners  of  Northern  Lights — Fxpendi- 
ture  of  Lighthouse  Hoards,  Questions,  Dr. 
Clark,  Mr.  Conybeare,  Dr.  Cameron;  An- 
swers.  The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Baron  Henry  De  Worms)  Fsi  28,  803; 
Qucftionn,  Dr.  Cameron;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Doard  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms)  Feb  21,  469 

Crofters*  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act,  1886— 
Recovery  of  Arrears  of  Rent,  Queetion, 
Mr.  A.  Sulliorland  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  Scotland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Feb  21, 171 

Factories  Acts— The  Truck  Acts,  Questions, 
Mr.  Watt,  Dr.  Clark  ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  Stato  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  Feb  22,  301 

Harbours,  ^c,  —  Oigulum  Sound,  Question, 
Colonel  Malcolm  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  De 
Worms)  Feb  22.  294 

Intestates,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jack- 
son) Feb  28,  691 

Mines  —Assistant  Inspectorship  of  Mines  in 
Western  Division,  Question,  Mr.  Cunning- 
hamo  Graham ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  18,  89 

Register  House,  Edinburgh^Searehes  of  In* 
cumbrances,  Question,  Mr.  Wallace  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr 
Jaokson)ifar  10, 1717 

Sisine  Office,  Edinburgh— Revenue  and  Ex^ 
penditure.  Question,  Mr.  Fraser-Maokintosh  ; 
Answer,  Tlie  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)  Feb  28.  70S;— Sale  of  Statnps, 
Question,  Mr.  M*Ewan  ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
Feb  22,  288 

Skye  Crofurs— Withdrawal  tf  Pvliee,  Ques- 
tion,  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald) 
Feb  28,  705 

Education  Dbpartmbmt  (Scotland) 
Cambusnethan  Publie  School,  Question,  Mr. 
Mason ;   Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr. 
J.  U.  A.  Macdonald)  Feb  26,  562 

Fisheries  (Scotland) 
Salmon  Fisheries— Legislation^  Questions,  Mr. 
Mark  Stewart,  Dr.  Clark;    Answers,  'Ihe 
]A>rd  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  II.  A.  Macdonald) 
Mar  7,  li{>5 
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The  TruwHmff  at  BaUafUroi,  Ayr$kire,  Qoet- 
tioi,  Mr.  Vernon ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Ad- 
Toooto  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Mftodooald)  Mar  S, 

Law  and  Jv«tiob  (Scotland) 
The  CanUen  Committee  of  Pert  Otorge,  Inver- 
»e$e,  Quettlon,  Mr.  Frater-M&okintoeh ;  An- 
swer, The  FioMoial  S—reUrj,  War  Dopnri- 
ment  (Mr.  Brodriek)  F4h  34.  476 
Trial  ef  Peter  White  and  (khere.  Charged 
with  Mobbing  and  Rioting  at  Mctherwelt, 
Qntttioo,  Mr.  D.  Crawford ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  AdTooate  (Mr.  J.  II.  A.  Maodonald) 
MarB.lOM 

CRnmiiii  Law  (Scotlahb) 
I^rivate  Proeeeutiene,  Questfoa,  Mr.  Biggar ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Adrooate  (Mr.  J.  IJ.  A. 
Maodonald)  Feb  28,  002 

Scotland — Edueati(mal Endowmenie  {Scot- 
ktni)  Act,  1882  {Dollar  Inetttution) 
Mofod, "  That  an  hnmble  Address  be  presented 
to  fler  Migesty,  prajring  Dor  to  withhold 
Iler  oonsent  from  Section  32  of  Scheme  88 
of  the  Edoeational  Endowments  (Scotland) 
Commission,  under  'The  Edoeational  En- 
dowmeoU  (SooUand)  Act,  1882'"  {Mr. 
A.  L,  Breum)  Feb  21,  271  ;  after  short 
debate,  (^estlon  put;  A.  77,  N.  18S  ;  M. 
08  (D.  L.  18) 

Scotland — Educational  Endowm§nU  {Scot' 

land)   Act,  1882  {Maclintoeh  Farr 

Fund) 

Mo?ed,  '*  That  an  homblo  Address  be  presented 

to  Her  Majesty,  prajring  Her  Majesly  to 

withhold  Her  oonsent  to  the  scheme  for  the 

management  of  the  Mackintosh  Farr  Fund  " 

(Mr.    Fraser-MaeHntoth)    Feb    28,   852; 

Motion  postponed 

Selboens,  Earl  of 

Ohorch  Patronage,  2R.  1»40 
Copyhold  Eafranehlsemeni,  2R.  889 
Borer  (Corporation)  Hnrbovr,  2R.  8^ 
Law  of  Efidenoo  Amendmeni,  Comm.  cl.  5, 

1026 
Lunacy  Acts  Amemdmenl,  Comm.  128  ;  el.  8, 

185,  188  ;  el.  42, 141 ;  Postponed  el.  8, 870 ; 

Report,  1705, 1700 

Sbllab,  Mr.  A.  0.,  ZanarhMre,  Partici 
Parliament— Prirate  Bill  Legislation,  1409 
PariianeDt-^Basiness  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 

Res.  222 

Sblwin-Ibbbtson,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.  T., 
MB9eXi  Epping 
First  Offenders,  2R.  121 
Metropolitan  Polioe-«Iospeoton  of  the  Cri- 
minal Intostigation  Department,  17 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Public  Buildings,  Great  BriUin,  781 
Various  Serrioes  (other  than  Consular)  In 
Conneotion  with  the  Suppression  of  the 
Slare  TraUe,  1613 


Srlwyit,    Captain  O.   W.,    CmkiifCf 
Wiehcach 
Inoome  Tax— Married  Women's  Propwiy  Aet, 
877 

Skxton,  Mr.  T.,  Bclfad,  W. 

Army  (Supplementary  Eslimotc)— Armj  Ser« 
Tioes,  1844 

Cobnial  Serrice  (Pensions),  2R.  556 

Corrupt  Praotioes  at  Eloetions— J.  K.  Waiiia- 
son,466 

Dublin  Southern  District  Tramways,  3&.  563, 
600 

Dublin  Southern  District  Tramways  [Repsj- 
ment  of  DeposiU],  Res.  1665 

Eoolesiastioal  Comniissioners— Income  and  Ex- 
penditure in  Wales,  Motion  for  a  Piper,  657 

Ireland— Questions 

Board  of  National  Education— Mn.  Hirriet 

Sonter,  a  Teacher  in  Belfast,  34 
Crime  and  Outrage— Co.  Clare,  473,474; 
—Riots  at  Belf^ist— Extra  Pay  to  the 
MiliUry,  41  ;— Report  of  Mr.  Wallaee 
MaoHardy.  172 
E fictions — The  Return,  ^ 
Irish  Land  Commission — Lord  Anneeley'i 
EsUte,  Belfast,  26 ;— Sitttngt  at  Sligo, 
178 
Irish  Land  Question,  1740 
Post  Office— Annual  Holidays,  34  ;*BelCut 

Postmen,  172 
Railways— Loan  to  the  Sligo,  Ac.  Raavty 

Company,  293 
Royal  Commission  on  the  Land  Law  Aet, 
1881,  and  the  Purchase  of  Land  Aet, 
1885, 1748 
State  of  Ireland— Proclamation  of  Meet- 
ing at  Coolgreany,  808,  716,  717. -Pre- 
clamation  of  Meetings   in   Wieklowaod 
Wexford,  478 
Subornation  of  Information  —  Head  Coo- 
stable  Maurice  O'Malloraa,  ItOO 
The  ExecutiTO— The  New  Chief  Socretaiy, 
1400 
Ireland— Law  and  Justice— Qnestioni 

Criminal  Prosecutions— The  Privy  Cooaefl, 

1262 
Jury  System— Clare  Assizes,  1751 
Trial  of  Mr.  J.  Dillon  and  others  in  DobKs, 
484 
Ireland— Magistracy— Qoostions 
Duleek  Petty  Pessions,  159 
Sir   Thomas    O.    Esmonds,    M.P.,  Hyk 
Sheriff  of   Co.    Waterford,   481,  48S, 
1261 
Speech  of  Major  George  Johnston,  J.Pf 
at  Glenties,  Co.  Donegal,  709 
Magistracy  (England  and  Wales)— Mr.  George 
F>doU  Rowley,  High  Sheriff  of  RutlsMiekire, 
1270 
Parliament— Buslneu  of  the  Hoase,  484,^ 
Committee  of  Supply,  584,  724  , 

Parliamoni— Chiltom  Hundreds-Withdrawal 
of  Application,  178i  , 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (iUiseor 
Procedure)- Rule  1  (Closure  of  Delate), 
Eos.  887,  812,  692 ;  Amendt.  009,  «3«, 
917,  987,  941, 1671,  1684, 1703  ^  . 
Queen's  JubUee  Celebration->Speottl  Sorrtft 
in  Westminster  Abb^,  728 
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Sjiebaan,  Mr.  J.  D.,  Ken-y,  E. 
Ireland^ Grime  and  Outrage —Samuel  Down- 
iog,  Co.  Kerr/,  7 1 4 

Sinclair,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Falkiriy  ^e. 
Irish  Land  Question,  1748 
Licensed  Premises  (Earlier   Closing)  (Scot- 
land), 2R.  1546 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury),    Strand^    JFeit- 
minster 
Agricultural  Labourers*  Allotments,  722 
Army  (Supplemcniarj,  Estimate)— Army  Ser- 

Tices,  1786,  1862 
Army  and  Navy  Estimates — Reference   to  a 

Committee  of  the  Whole  Ilouse,  170,  723 
Charity  Commissioners — TheDauntsey  Charity, 

898 
Foreign  Powcrs^Advico  and  Remonstrance, 

483 
Grants  to  Members  of  the  Royal  Family,  582, 

1272 
Ilaibour  Accommodation  Committee,  802 
Ilorscs — Prohibition  of  Export  from    Great 

Britain,  483 
Imperial  Institute  Buildings— The  Competition, 

1273 
Income  Tax^Foreign  Companies  trading  in 

England,  47 
India— Queen's  Jubilee  Celebration-- Libera- 
tion of  25,0G0  Prisoners,  46 
Ireland— Questions 

Crime  and  Outrage— Riots  at  Belfast  — 
Acquittals  at  the  Tyrone  Winter  Assizes, 
1747, 1748 
Irish  Juries— Appointment  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, 170 
Irish  Land  Question,  1740 
Law   and    Justice— Jury    System,     Clare 

Assizes,  1751,  1752 
Royal  Commission  on  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land)  Act,  18dU  and  the  Purchase  of 
Und  (Ireland)  Act,  1885,    1748;— Re- 
port  of  the,  586,  803,  1273,  1274 
The  Executive — The  New  Chief  Secretary, 
1400 
Lichfield  Charities— Lowe's  Charity,  1088 
London  Corporation  (Charges  of  M:iIvei*8ation), 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  012,  015,   1080, 
1666 
Lunacy  Laws  Consolidation— Incorporation  of 

"  The  Idiots'  Act,  1886,"  1087 
Parliament— Questions 

Private  Bill  Legislation,  1400 

Publio  Business — Railway  Rates  and  Land 

Reform,  47 
Rules  of  Debate  —  OflTensive  Language, 
1502 
Parliament — Business   of  the   Ilottso— Ques- 
tions 
484,  583,  584,  585,  1410,  1411, 1412 
Order  of  Supply,  1361 
Rules  of  Procedure,  805,  724,  1274 
Votes  and  Proceedings,  46 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Ilouse  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closore  of  Debate),  Res. 
186,  201,  208,  230.  886,  387,  403,  501,  537, 
541, 543,  550,  500,  610,  615,  625,  626,  638, 
640,  652,  658,  654 ;  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, Q5o,  020,  033,  034,  037,  040,  OGO ; 


Smitu,  Right  Hon.  W.  U.— 0oit(. 

Amendt.  068, 076,  008  :  Motion  for  AdjoQftf 
ment,  1020,  1276,  1200,  1801,  1824,  1860, 
1504,  1507,  162U  1628,  1624,  1642,  1644. 
1645,  1646,  1648,  1657,  1658,  1650,  1661, 
1670,  1674,  1686,  1601, 1704 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Ait- 

ewer  to.  Report,  77,  82,  88 
Queen's  Jubilee  Celebration— Special  Service 

in  Westminster  Abbey,  728 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  1740 
Street  Improvements  (Metropolis)— Gfaaring 

Cross  Road,  808 
Supply  (Supplemestary  Estimates,  1886^7)— 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1 188 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland,  883,  888, 

834 
Embassies  and  Miseions  Abroad,  1400 
Seienoe  and  Art  Department,  886,  8Z8, 

Si2,  1210, 1220,  1223, 1224 
Treasury  Chest  Robbery^  1581 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 

Army  and  Navy  Eetimatea,  1502 
Tithe  (England  and  Wales^,  1501 
Trade  and   Commerce — Depression  in  Agri- 
culture, 804 
Manufacture  and  False  Marking  of  Goods 
at  Sheffield,  44,  45 

Smith,  Mr.  S.,  Flintshire 

Emigration  SUtistics  for  1886— The  Return, 

578 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouse  (Rules  of 

Procedure)— Rule   1    (Closure  of  Debate), 

Res.  000 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7) — 

Science  and  Art  Department,  1423^  U24 

Solicitors  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Th»  Lord  Fitxfferald) 
I  Committee  •  Feb  25  (No.  12) 

Report*  Jfarl 
Read3**ifrtr4 

Southern  Pacific ^  Islands  ef  the 
Diiturhaneet  ca  T<mga,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  II. 
James  i  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  Stnte 
for  the.  Colonies  (Sir Henry  lIollnnd)iV621, 
168;  Feb2A,ABi;  Mar],  875 
The  ^^e^v  EebndfS -^  Fortificalions  of  Hie 
Fi^nehf  Queations,  Mr.  Obborne  Morgan, 
Commander  Bethell ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergnsson)  Feb  22,  208 

Spbakbii,  The  (Right  Hon.  Abthub 
Wbllesley  Peel),  Warwick  and 
Leamington 

Ambleside  Railway,  Instruction  to  tho  Com- 
mittee, 442,  452 

Colonial  Service  (Pensions),  2R.  552,  554, 
556 

Criminal  Law  (Seotland)  Procedure,  2R.  846 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  (Income  and  Ex- 
penditure in  Wales),  Motion  for  a  Paper, 
557 

Educational  Endownienta  (Scotland)  Commis- 
sion, Motion  for  an  Address,  852,  858 

First  OffcnUer?,  L'R.  137  t 
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SrsAKii,  The— tfOiU. 
nyde  Park  Corner  (New  StrceU),  2R.  844 
Ireland— Dittress,  Ac.— Diitresi  in  Kerry,  174 
Law   and    Justice -Jury    System— The 
Clare  Atilies,  1761  v    /«    * 

Licensed   Premltce  (Earlier   Cloting)   (Seot- 

Und),  JR.  1548,  154© 
London  Corporation  (Charges  of  MaWerwUon), 

Motion  for  Adjonrnmeot,  895 
Parliament— Business    of  the  House— Ques- 
tions 
Notice  of  Motion  on  going  into  Committee 

of  Supply,  724 
Order— The  Royal  Commission  on  Trade 

and  Agriculture,  15  -^  ,    . 

Rules  of  Procedure— Adjourned  Debate, 

894 
Withdrawal  of  a  Question  from  the  Notice 
Paper,  1753,1754 
Parliament  —  Pri? ilege  —  Imputation    upon 

Members  of  this  House,  287,  288 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)— Rule    1    (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  199,  204.  207,  208.  209,  212,  268.  859, 
848,  879,  880.  898,  424,  505,  523,  525.  526, 
533,  550,  620,  625,  681,  634.  655,  927,  934. 
988,  941.  942,  948,  958,  954,  065,  966,  967. 
979.  982,  989.  990,  1001,  1002,  1001,  1007, 
1010.  1011,  1012.  1297,  1298,  1301,  1803, 
1313,  1320,  1322,  1323,  1825,  1326,  1337. 
1359,  1360,   1598.  1594,  1598.  1599.  1600, 
1604,  1605.  1625.  1627,  1632,  1633,  1642, 
1644,  1646,  1647.  1618,  1657,  1661.  1C63. 
1664.  1673,  1679,  1680,  1682,  1683,  1697, 
1700 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  Report,  107 
Queen's  Plates,  5S1 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Comm. 

114,845,854,849 
Weymouth  and  Melcombe  Regis  Corporation, 
3R.  980,  1055,  1056 

Stack,  Mr.  J.,  Kerry ^  N. 
Ireland  —  Magistracy  —  Listowel,  Co.  Kerry, 
575 

Stanhope,  Earl 

Copyhold  Enfmnohisement,  2R.  867 
Dover  (Corporation)  Harbour,  2R.  656,  665 
Rojal  Commission  on  Warlike  Stores— Defec- 
tif  e  Weapons  and  Stores,  Motion  for  Returns, 
6 
Wales  (Church    of  England)  —  Income  from 
Ecclesiastical  Property,  Motion  for  a  Re- 
turn, 1254 

Stakhopb,  Eight  Hen.  E.   (Secretary 
of   State    for  War),  Linc^ln$hir$, 
HornciutU 
Army — Questions 

Ammunition— Solid-Drawn  Cartridges,  468 
Army  Manufacturing  Department— Manu- 
facture of  Steel  at  Woolwich,  177,  178, 
708;— Steel    for    Projectiles    at   Royal 
Laboratory,  1584 
Army  Medical  Officers— SUtus,  691,  1084 
Commissiins— Standard  of  Visual   Acute- 
ness,  1736 

[eont 


SiAHHOPB,  Right  Hon.  E.- 

Ezaminations     for     Commissioiis  —  Tbe 

English  Langunge,  156 
Imperial  Institute— Raglan  Barracks. 709; 
— Subscription   to  the— Circular  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief,  998 
Medical   Staff  (India)—  Brigade  Surgeos 

William  Graves.  1725 
Promotion  of  Staff  Paymasters,  1732 
Purchaso  of  Horses  for   Military  Service. 
701 ;— Purchase   of  Horses  in  Canada, 
164 
Retirement  of  ComnLindiog  Officers,  1723 
Royal   Artillery— Rumoured  Rcdttclion  of 

the  Force,  678,  694 
Royal  Commission  on  Warlike  Stores— The 
Report,  666 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Militia  (IrclaDd)- 

Supply  of  Martini- Henry  Rifles,  1072 
Army     (Auxiliary     Forces)  —  Volunteers  - 
Questions 
Capitation    Grant  —  Recommendations  of 

the  Recent  Committee,  1062 
Extra  Pay  to  Permanent  Staff.  39 
Marching  Allowances  to  Volunteers,  28 
Medals  for   Volunteer  Non-Commiisiofied 

OfBcers,  1257 
Volunteer  Artillery— Supply  of  Field  Ooss, 
1072 
Army  Estimates— Division  into  Anoaal  and 
Permanent.  1585  ,^ 

Arm?  and  Navy— •*  Contracts  and  SnppUtt, 

476 
Army  (Supplementary  Estimate)— Army  Ser- 
TJces,   1756,  1756,  1775,  1785,1827,1818, 
1831,  1832,  1869 
Ireland— Crime  and  Outrage— Riots  at  M. 

fast— Extra  Pay  to  tbo  MiiiUry.  41 
Parliament— Business  of   the  House  (IUi« 
of  Procedure)— Rule  1  (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  955  . 

<iucen's  Jubilee  Celebration— Commissi^!  to 
Non-Commissioned  and  Warrant  OtBcon 
of  the  Army  and  Navy,  15S6 
The  Review,  1786 
Wnr  Office— Questions 

Bursting  of  Rifle  Guns— The  Rclorn,  17^ 
Fortification    of  Singapore  —  Armameot, 

882 
Ordnance  Department —Defective  Wca^M 

—Cutlasses  and  Sword  Bayonoti,M9 
Superintendent  of  the  Small  Arms  Factory, 
Enfield  Lock,  1748 

Stanhope,  Hon.  P.  J.,  Wedmhwy 
Army— Subscription  to  the  Imperial  iMtHttW 

—Circular  of  the  Commander in-Cbier,3»J 
Civil  Serricc  Estimates,  l8S7-8-Fees  to  Ur 

Officers  of  the  Crown,  1785 
Foreign  Powers— Adrice  and  Remonstraaos, 

483 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)- 

Constabnlary  Force  in  Ireland,  1W7 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord 
Glebe  Lands,  Comm.  el,  11, 1713 

Stanley  of  Preston,  Lord 
of  the  Board  of  Trade) 
Dover  (Corporation)  Ilarbour,  8R.  603 
Railway  Rates,  8 
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Stannaries  Act  (1869)  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr.  Adand,  Sir  John  St.  Axtbyn,  Mr.  Courtmy 
Viteotmt    Ebrington^    Mr.    Biekford-Smith] 
Mr.  SeaU'Bayne) 
e.  Read  2«,*  and  roforrod  to  a  Select  Committee 
Mar^  [Bill  147] 

Stevenson,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk,  Eye 
Parliament— Buiinesa  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)  —  Rule  1   (Closure  of  Debate). 
Ret.  1005 

Stevenson,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Souih  Shteldi 
Parliament— Botiness  of  the  House  (Roles  of 
Procedure) ~ Rule    1    (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  863 

Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kirkcudhright 
Licensed  Premises ( Earlier  Closiosr)  (Scotland!, 

2R.  1545 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  1405 

Stobey,  Mr.  S.,  Sund^land 

Army  (Supplementary  Estimate) — ^Army  Ser- 

Tices,  iSdO ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1881 ; 

Amendt.  1833,    1834,    1836,    1840,    1841, 

1847,  1855 
Parliament—  Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure)--Rule    1    (Closure   of    Debate), 

Res.  208,  1658,  1662 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Imputation    upon 

Members  of  this  House,  287 

'  Stbapfoed,  Earl  of 

Army—  Royal  Military  College,  Sandhurst, 
and  Royal  Military  Academy,  Woolwich- 
Report  of  the  Board  of  Visitors,  668 

Stuabt,  Mr.  J.,  Shorediichy  Hoxton 
Great  Eastern  Railway,  2R.  144 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)- Rule  1    (Closure  of   Debate), 
Res.  526 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7) — 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1202 
Science  and  Art  Department,  836,  1220, 
1412,  1420 
War  OflBce  (Ordnance  Department) — Contract 
for  Cartridges  for  Queensland,  1583 

Sullivan,  Mr.  D.,  JFesimealh,  S. 

Admiralty— Kingstown  —  Quardship  "  Belle- 
isle,"  1739 

Ireland— Irish  Land  Commission— B'air  Rents 
—Co.  Westmeatb,  158 

Literature,  Sctenoe,  and  Art — The  Challoner- 
Smith  Collection  of  Mezzotint  Engravings, 
1789 

Magistracy  (England  and  Wales)— Magistracy 
of  Flintshire,  1740 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Report,  100 

SUPPLY 

Resohod,  That  this  House  will,  on  Monday 
next,  rcsolTO  itself  into  a  Committee  to  con- 
sider of  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her 
Majesty 

[eont. 


SvTPLT^-eont, 

Ordered,  That  the  soTeral  Estimates  presented 
to  this  House,  during  the  present  Session, 
bo  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Supply 
Feb  18  .^^^ 

Army  and  Navy  Estimates — Heferenes  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  Question, 
Visoount  Curzon  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Feb2\, 
179 

lieferenee  to  a  Select  Committee^  Question, 
Mr.  Mason  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Feb  28,  723 

Army  Estimates  ^Division  into  Anmtal  and 
Permanent,  Question,  Sir  Henry  Tyler; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Stote  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Mar  8,  1585 

Civil  Service  Estimates,  1887-8—  Fees  to  law 
Officers  of  the  Crown,  Question,  Mr.  P. 
Stanhope;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  tho 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Mar  10, 1735 

Supply^Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7— 
The  Ai^y  and  Navy  Estimates,  Question, 
Mr.  Labouchere  ;  Answer,  Tho  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Mar  8. 
1592  '  ' 

SUPPLY 

Considered  in  Committee  Feb  28,  725— Civil 

SlRVlCES  (SUPPLEIUKTABT  ESTIMATES,  1886-7) 

— Class  1. — Public  Works  aki>  BoiLDnros, 
Votes  2,  4,  6,  7,  and  27;  Class  II.— 
Salaries  and  Expehsbs  op  Civil  Depart- 
ments, Votes  5,  9,  11, 15,  and  29  ;  Class  III, 
— Law  and  Justice,  Vote  23 ;  Class  IV. — 
Education,  Science,  and  Art,  Vote  2 

Resolutions  reported  Mar  2 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  8,  1090— Citil 
Services  (Supplement art  Estimates,  1886-7) 
—Class  III.— Law  and  Justice,  Vote  80 ; 
Class  IV.— Education,  Science,  and  Art, 
Vote  18 

Resolutions  reported  Mar  4 

Considered  In  Committee  Mar  7,  1412— Cnrnc 
Services  (Supplbmentart  EsTiMATE8,18d6-7) 
Class  IV.— Education,  Science,  and  Art, 
Votes  2  and  14  ;  Class  V.— Foreign  and 
Colonial  Services,  Votes  1 , 3.  and  5  ;  Class 
VI. — Non-Efpectivb  and  Coaritablb  Sbr- 
TiCEs,  Votes  1  and  4  ;  Class  VII.— Miscbl- 
laneous.  Votes  3  to  5  ;  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, Votes  28  and  29 

Resolutions  reported,  and,  after  short  debate, 
agreed  to  Mar  8,  166i 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  10, 1755— Armt 
(Supplbmentart  Estimate)— Armt  SERvioBi 
—Votes  1,9,  12.  J  3,  and  15 

Resolution  reported  Mar  11 

Sapreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland) 

Bill  (Sir  Michael  Eioks-Beaeh, 

Mr.  Jackson) 
€,  Committee ;  afler  short  debate,  Committee  de> 
forredi5V5  18,  114  [Bill  1] 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  Feb  28, 845 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  *' 
(ilfr.  T.  M.  Sealy)  ;  aaer  short  debate.  Ques- 
tion put,  and  agreed  to ;  Debate  adjourned 
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SuTHE&LAND,  Mr.  A.,  Sutherland 
Glyd«  Ka? ipUioiv  Conald.  1568 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Aot,  1886— Re- 

ooTory  of  Arreart  of  Rent,  L71 
LoM  of  Life  from  Fishing  VeMeU,  701 

StTTHEELAKD,  Mr.  T.,  Oreenoch 
Egjpt—Liglit  Does  on  Shipping,  1G2 
H^ohant  Shipping  Act— Transfer  of  BiitUh 
Ships  to  Foreign  Owners,  1303 

SutUn  DiiiriH  Water  Bill 

•  Moved,  "  That  it  bo  an  Instrootion  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Sntton  District  Water  BUI,  to 
insert  a  Clause  in  snoh  Bill  bj  which  pro- 
vision shall  be  made  for  the  offer  of  any 
additional  capital  bj  public  auction  or  tender 
at  the  best  price  which  can  be  obtained,  unless 
the  Committee  on  the  Bill  shall  report  that 
■ueh  profisloo  ought  not  to  be  required, 
with  the  reasons  on  which  their  opinion  is 
^nded  "  (Mr.  MoHof)  ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  agroed  to  Feb  19,  9 

SwiNBXJKKS,  Sir  J.,  Sl4tffifrd$Mrey  Lichfield 
Ambleside  Railway,  Instmetibn  to  the  Com- 
mittee, 453 
Ireland— ETictions^EWctions  in  Leitrim,  711, 

718 
Lichfield  Charities— Lowo's  Charitjr,  1088 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  Univereitf 
Adulteration     Acts— Licensed    Victuallers^ 
Westminster,  1574 

Taknbb,  Dr.  C,  Cork  Co.,  Mid 

Admiralty— Coaling  Stations— Seychelles,  714 
America — North  American  Fisheries — Fishery 

Question,  713 
Army  (Supplementary  Estimate)— Army  Scr- 

tices,  1811  ;  Amendt.  1822, 1824, 1827, 1811, 

1842, 1844,  1866,  1867 
Asia  (Central)— Reinforcement  of  the  Chinese 

Garrisons  in  Turkestan,  1070 
Colonial   Service  (Pensions),  2R.  Motion  for 

Adjoammcnt,  653 »  550 
Foynes  Harbour  (Transfer),  2R.  Amendt.  551 
Gamo  Laws — Sale  of  a  Dare  without  Licence, 

1743 
India  (Railways)  —  Bengal-Nagpur  Railway, 

1157, 1258 
Indian  Ocean— The  Seychelles— Mr.  Clifford 

Uoyd,  718 

Ireland-^Qnestions 

Crime  and  Outrage— Riots  at  Belfast— 
Attionofthe  Police,  1387 

Efiotions — Evictions  in  Leitrim,  713 

Irish  Land  CommiMion-^Land  Court— Fair 
Rents,  1382 

Law  and  Justice— Monaghan  Assizes,  1402 

Local  GoTemment  Board— Bankers'  Ac- 
count of  the  Macroom  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, 719,  1077 

Public  Meetings,  884,  885 

Royal    Irish    Constabulary — County    In- 
apector  Brownrigg,  880, 1887, 1888 
London  Corporation  (Charges  of  Malrersation), 
Hotioa  for  Adjournment,  Old 


Imsjol,  Dr.  C— e<m/. 

Mauritius— Sir  Joku  Pope  Ueaocssj,  1366 
Mercantile    Marine  —  Licences   for   Fonifii 

Pilots,  1258 
Metropolitan  Open  Spaoes  Act  (1881)  Estflo. 

sion,  2R.  1869 
Parliament — Bustnets  of  the  House— Order  of 

Supply,  1862 
Parliament— Bnsinesa  of  the  Eoase(Ra]ss(lf 
Proeedure)— Rule  1  (Clesmw  of  Debate) 
ilee.1010 
"Post   OflBoe   Patronage "--S&b.Oflks^  Bste 

Street,  Cardiff,  1258 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estioutee,  1886-7)— 
Adelaide  EzbibitiM,  1521,  1522 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildinga,  Ae.  765 
Embassies    and    Missions  Abroad,  1460, 

1461 ;  Amendt.  1503,  1504 
Houses  of  ParUanMOt,  788,  730 
Public  Buildings,  Great  Britain,  737, 733 
Report,  1664 
Science  and  Art  Department,  Ac  1220, 

14S5. 1436 
Treasury  Chest  Robbery,  1130 
War  Office —  Superintendent  of  the  Sail! 

Arms  Factory,  Enfield  Lock,  1743 
Weymotuh  and  Meleombo  Regii  CorpoMtioD, 
2R.  080, 1050,  1055 

THTTBLerr,  Lord 
Electric  Lighting  Aot  (1882)  Amendment^  2R. 
854»863 

Tiihe  {England  and  Wales) 
Colleeticn  of  TUhee^Biddenden,  Ktnl,  Qsef- 

tion,  Mr.  Lawson ;  Answer,  The  Secrotary 

of  State  for  the   Home  Department  (llr. 

Matthews)  iE^«5  18,  17 
Legislathnt  Question,  Mr.  H.  Gardner;  As- 

swer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  TreasorylMr. 

W.  U.  Smith)  Mar  8, 15»1 

ToMLnrsow,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Presten 
Coal   Mines— Explosion  at  Cwtch  Rboodda, 

South  Wales,  181 
First  Offenders,  2R.  IM 
London  Corporation  (Charges  of  MalTemiioB)i 
Motion  for  Adjoamment,  914 

Trade  and  Commeree 

Depre$eie9i  in  AfrieuUure^LegUUtimf  Qn^ 
tion,  Mr.  lleneage ;  Answer,  The  Fin*  Lo>« 
of  the  Treasnry  (Mr.  W.  fl.  Smith)  Fdi^ 
304 

International  Conference  on  the  Sugar  Bw^ 
Question,  Mr.  Norrls ;  Answer,  The  Vwkf 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afliirt  (Sir 
JaoMs  Fergusson)  Mar  8, 1589 

Mannfaelwre  and  False  Marking  of  Otedtji 
Sheffield,  Questions,  Mr.  Broadhnrrt,  Mr. 
Coleridge  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  W 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  D.  Smith)  Feb  18,  H 

Official  Returns  of  ExperU  and  /■*••» 
Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vioeeot;  A^- 
The  SecreUry  to  the  Board  of  Tn^  (•»•'•' 
Henry  De  Worms)  Mar  8, 1571 
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JVade  and  Manvfaeiwrs^Frmoh  ProhtbU 

Hon  of  English  Leather 

QaesiioQS,  Mr.  Lafone,  Mr.  irtbar  O'Connor ; 

Answers,  The  Uuder  Seoretarj  of  StRto  for 

Foreig^n  Aflfairs  (Sir  James  Fergosson)  Mar  7» 

1305 


Trm»lingt  1885,  Eoyal  Commission  on 
Qoestion,  Mr.  E.  W.  BoekdU ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  tho   Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  Do  Worms)  Mar  4, 1263 

Treasury— First  Lord  {see  Smith,  Eight 
Hon.  W.  H.) 

Treasury — Secretary  to  (see  Jackson, 
Mr.  W.  L.) 

Treasury — Secretary  to  {see  Douglas, 
Mr.  A.  Akers-) 

Tmro   Bishopric    and    Chapter    Aets 
Amendment  Bill  Cn.L.] 

( The  Lord  Bishop  of  Ti-uro) 
I.  Presented  :  read  1*  •  Mar  1  (No.  38) 

ftead2**ifar8 
Committee  Mar  10, 1715 


Tnutee  Savings  Banks 

Cardiff  Tnutee  Savinge  Bank,  Question,  Mr. 
Hovrell ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosehen)  Feb  25,  579 

Payments  from  the  Exchequer,  Question,  Mr. 
Howell ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosehen)  Mar  1,  878 

Remedies  against  Trustees,  Question,  Mr. 
Howell  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Richard  Webster)  Feb  21, 170 

TuiTE,  Mr.  J.,  Westmeaihy  N. 

India   (Madras)— Board  of  Inland   Refenae, 

607  ;— The  Colleetor  of  Chingleput.  695 
Ireland— Irish  Land  Commission— -Fair  Rents, 

Co.  Westmeath,  158 
Parliament — Queen's  Spocob — Address  in  An* 

swer  to.  Report,  Amendt.  106, 109,  111 
Post  OiBee  Contracts — Cooveyanoe   between 

MoUingarand  Bally mahon,  1737 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 

Poblio  Education,  Ireland,  U41 

Tyler,  Sir  H.  W.,  Oreat  Yarmouth 
Army — Royal  A rtiller/— Rumoured  Reduction 

of  the  Foroe,  578 
Army  Estimates — Difision  into  Annual  and 

Permanent,  1585 
Egypt — Negotiations  at  Constantinople,  106 
Parliament— House  of  Commons— Fogs,  1397 
Poor  Law— Case  of  James  Westbury,  an  Agri- 
cultural Labourer,  574 
SU?e  Trade— Revifal  in  the  Sondan  and  the 
Red  Sea  Littoral,  43 


Vaccination 
A  Commission  or  Committee,  Question,   Hr. 

T.  Robinson  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 

Local    Goremment   Board    (Mr.    Ritchie) 

Mar  1,883 
Increase  oj  Syphilis,  Question,  Mr.  Channing : 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern' 

ment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Feh  24,  462 
Inquiry  by  the  Royal  Statistical  Society,  Ques« 

tions.  Sir  Charles  Russell ;  Answers,  The 

President  of  the  Local  Go?emment  Board 

(Mr.  Ritchie)  ifar  4,  1270 
Ktighley,  f-e.,  Qncetion,  Mr.  Barran ;  Answer, 

The   President  of  the   Local  GoTomment 

Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Feb  28,003 

Case  of  James  Bamford^  Question,  Mr.  Picton  ; 
Answer,  Tho  Secretary  of  Suto  for  tho 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  8, 
1573 

Cttmulaiive  PenaUies-^Case  of  Charles  ffay- 
ward.  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh;  Answer, 
Tlio  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Ritehie)  Mar  4,  1265 

Mr,  Robert  King,  Evington,  Question,  Mr. 
Picton;  Answer,  The  President  of  tho  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  RHchie)  Mar  4, 
1267;  Question,  Mr.  Picton  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  7, 1303 

Vagrant  Act  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  C.  Dyke  Acland,  Mr.  Caincy  Mr.  JTatry 
Davenport,  Sir  Robert  Foicler,  Sir  John 
Kennaxcay,  Mr,  Senry  TFihon) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Ifar  10  [Bill  192] 

Venezuela 

Stupension  of  Diplomatic  Relations  with  Oreal 
Britain,  Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent ; 
Answer,  Tho  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson), 
Feb  28.  723 

Protection  of  British  Subjects,  Question,  Mr. 
Watt;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
Sute  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergus- 
son)  Mar  3,  1084 

British  Guiana  and  Venesuela— The  Boundary 
Line,  Questions.  Mr. Watt,  Mr.  SUreley  Hill ; 
AnsweiB,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
Mar  7,  1402 ;  Question,  Mr.  Staveley  Hill  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
Mar  10, 1721 

Vernon,  Lord 
Railway  Rates,  7 

Vernon,  Hon.  G.  R.,  Ayrshire,  8. 

Fisheries  (ScotIand)—Trawling  at  BaPantrne, 
Ayrshire,  1580 

Vexatious  Indictments  Amendment  Bill 

[[Mr.  Addison f  Mr.  Arthur  0* Connor, 

Mr.  Fulton) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Feb  28  [BiU  182]  j 
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YorcnrT,  Mr.  0.  £.  EL,  Sh^Mi,  Cmtr^l 
Ameries    (Snnth)    Ynninnli     'Impinilnn    of 

Diplomatio  Relations,  723 
AnD/(ABXiliju7  Fortea)— Volnntatr  Foree — 
Capitation  Grant— RecomineafUtion*  of  the 
Recent  Committee,  1001 
.   Army  ManoCMturing  Department'—Maanlae- 
tore  of  Steel  at  Woolwich,  177,  708 
FirttOffNHien.2a.  119;  Comm.  1544 
Merebaodiae  Marks  AeU^ConaoUdation,  1359 
PoUm    aad    Coistabolary    Foraos   m   Great 

Britain—Sopermnnoatioo,  Si 
Trade  and  Commerce — OfBeial  lUtams  ef  Ex- 
ports and  Imports,  1571 

Waddy,  Mr.  S.  D.,  ZineoltuhirSy  Brigg 
Arm/  (Sopplementarj  Estimate}— Army  Ser- 
Tiocs,  1821 

Walet  {Churek  of  England) ^iHecme  from 
HceUiimticMl   J^ropertj/ — Augmenia- 
tion  of  Benefiee% 
Koved  for,  '*  Return  showing  the  net  annual 
income  derired  by  the  Eeolesiastical  Com- 
missioners from  property  in  Wales,  and  the 
annual    payments   made    by   them   to    the 
bishops,    chapters,    archdeacons,    dto.,    in 
Wales,  and  tlie  annoal  Taloe  of  the  f  rants 
made  by  the  Commissioners  in  ausmenution 
of  benefloes  in  Wales  "  (  The  Earl  of  Powii) 
Mar  4,  1253 ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Waujloe,  Mr.  £.,  Edinburgh,  E. 
Scotland  —  Register    House,    Edinburgh  — 
Searobes  of  Inoumbraoees,  1717 

Walsh,  Hon.  A.  H.  J.,  EadnorMro 
Agricultural  Labourers'  Allotments,  722 

War  Depabtmbht— Seoretarj  of  State 
{see  Stanhope,  Eight  Hon.  E.) 

Wa»  DEPABTMElrr— Under  Secretary  of 
State  {iee  Habbip,  Lord) 

Wab  DBPABTicBNT--Fmanoial  Secretary 
(t^BnODEIOK,  Hon.W;  St.  J.  F.) 

WABnro,  Colonel  T.,  Down,  N. 

Ireland — Crime  and  Outrage — "Boycotting" 

— Mr.  Alexander  Wilson,  of  Castlewellan, 

Co.  Down,  873 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 

Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1164 

Watt,  Mr.  H.,  Glasgow^  Camlackie 

America  (South) ^British  Guiana  and  Vene- 
zuela—The  Boundary  Line,  1402 

Factories  Acts—The  Truck  Acts  in  Scotland, 
301 

Great  Britain  and  Venezuela— Cessation  of 
Diplomatic  RehUioBS^-Proteetion  of  British 
SubjecU,  1084 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art — The  Schools  at 
South  Kensington— Surplus  of  Exhibition  ol 
ISffl,  1745 


WATS  AND  MEAWS 
ImUtmi  Hmgrnme 
As$estwifemt  0/ Licensed  VurfuaO^rt  in  Ea&^ 

amd    Bremtftrd,  Qnestioci,    Mr.    B^voed; 

Answer,  Tbe  Chaaeellor  of  the  Ezefaesw 

(Mr.  Goeeben)  Fek  S4«  4«3 
Cmttom   Soms^    DmUiM,    Qf  rttoa,    Mr.  P. 

M'Deoald  ;  Ammwr,  Th*  ChiawMor  of  tk 

Exebeqoer  (Mr.  GmtAmf}  Fth  21,  169 
Ejtperimenl  in  T%\%t€%  CwtJAitmtimk,  Qaestieo, 

Sir  Edward  Birkbeck  :    Aaswer,  The  Sren. 

tary  to  tbe  Tisiiij  (Mr.  Jmtkmm)  Fih  H 

481 
Tke  '^Deatk  DwtUs''  mwt    Lftead  im    Ultttr, 

Qaestioa,  Mr.    O*0obcrtj  :     Answer,    T» 

Chancellor  of  the  F.Trbro«ar  (Mr.  Goscbes 

Mar  10.  1720 
The  Dog  Tax,  QMStm.  Mr.  fk^f^Ol ;  Answer 

The    Cbaneellor    of  ihm  gTiiheyisr   (Mr. 

Goscben)  Feb  38,  718 

Income  Tom 

Mlowamee  to  CoUiery  Proprietors,  Qnestiea, 
Mr.  Brooke  Robinson  ;  Answer,  The  Chaa- 
oellor  of  the  Exebeqaer  (Mr.  Gosebeo) 
Mar  10,  1731 

AMUtimetU  on  PuUie  Batks  amd  JfTaok-kouset, 
St,  Panerai^  Qaestion,  Mr.  Lawson ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exebeqoer  (Mr 
Goscben)  Fek  93, 997 

ColUeHou  tf  income  Tcff,  QaestioB,  Com- 
mander  Bethell ;  Answer,  The  CkMceihr 
of  the  Ezcheqner  (Mr.  Qoi^en)  FA  ii, 
401 

Cooimi$sioner$  of  Inland  Bevemtie^^  Return  />/ 
Income  Tax^Dividemd  Warrmmeo/Saihoay 
Compamet^  QaestioB,  Mr.  lloiotr ;  Answer, 
The   Chancellor  of  tke   Exebeqoer    (Mr. 
Goscben)  Mor  3,  10«l 

Foreign  Compame*  TrMmg  in  England, 
Question,  Mr.  Mason;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith) 
Feb  18,  47 

Married  Women's  Property  Act,  Queftiofl, 
CapUin  Selwyn  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosohea)  Feb  25, 577 

WAYS  AND  MEANS 
ResoUed,  That  this  lloaee  will,  upon  Monday 
next,  resoWe  itself  into  n  Committee  of  Ways 
and   Means  for  raising  the  Supply  to  be 
granted  to  Uer  Majesty  Ftb  IB 


Webster,  Sir  E.  E.  (Attorney  G^ene^al), 
hU  of  WigH 
First  Offenders,  sa.  133 
High  Court  of  Justice— Chancery  Difition- 

Distribution  of  Business,  25 
Iligh  Court  of  Justice  in   England^Seotcb 

Cases  —  <'  Jones    v.  Scottish   Aceident  Ifi- 

suraoce  Company,"  1570 
Law  of  Eridenoe^-Kridenee  of  Aeeused  FV' 

sons,  700 
Parliament—Business  of  the  Hoa»e(Rote>« 

Procedure)— Role   1   (Olosare  of  Debttei 

Res.  1667 
Post  Office  (England  and  Wales) — TnB»»' 

sion  of  a  False  and  Unsigned  Tolegran,  ^ 
Right  of  Publie  Meeting  (England  uA  ^ 

land)— The  Plan  of  Campaign— S«fpre«e> 


«'*''"»»"b»f/^6v7^ic 


[tiA 


(  6  £  S  8  I  0 

3« 


WEB       WIL 

WsBSTBB,  Sir  R.  E. — e&nt. 

Supply  (Supplementary  Estimate*,  1888-7)— 

Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  1214,  1217 
Trustee    Savings    Banks^Remedies   against 

Trustees,  171 

Wbbstbb,  Mr.  B.  G.,  8t.  Pa$ufras,  E. 
Gold  and  Silrer  Gurreney  (Royal  Commission) 

—First  Report.  459 
Westminster  Bridge,  460 

W^&ighU  and  Meamres  Aei^  1878 — ^'Fur- 
ther Legislation  " 
Question,  Mr.  Lawson  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry 
Do  Worms)  Feb  18,  25 

^Wenlook,  Lord 

Horse  Breeding  and  Supply  for  Military  and 
Industrial  Purposes,  1878 

Westmimter  Bridge 
Question,  Mr.  Webster ;  Answer,  The   First 
Commissioner    of  Works    (Mr.    Plunket) 
Feb  24,  460  ' 

Weymouth  and  Mehomhe  Regie  Corporation 

Bill  {hy  Order) 
e,  2E.  deferred,  after  short  debate  Mar  2,  980 
Read  2^*,  after  debate  Mar  3, 1050 

Whttbrbad,  Mr.  8.,  Bedford 

Parliament^Business  of  tho  House  (Rules  of 
Prooedure)«Rulo   1   (Closure  of   Debate). 
Res.  215,  654,  981,  986.  988.  940,   953 
Amcndt.  1012,  1296.  1297, 1326 

Whitmobb,  Mr.  C.  A.,  Chelsea 
Horses  —  Prohibition    of  Exportation    from 

Germany  to  England,  1077 
Metropolis— Street  ImproToments— New  Line 

of  St.  Martin's  Place,  462 

Wiaoiif,  Mr.  H.,  Staffordshire,  Hands- 
worth 
Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1862)  Amendment— 
HaU-Marking  of  Watch  Cases,  1078 

Williams,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Glamorgan,  8. 
Mercantile  Marine— Shipwrecks  on  the  Gla- 
morganshire Coast— Coastguard  SUtion  at 
Southerndown,  1062 

WiLLLiMsoN,  Mr.  8.,  KOmamoek,  ^e. 
Supply  (Supplementary  Estimates,  1886-7)— 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1469 


N    1  8  8  7  J         WIL        AVRI 
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Wilson,  Sir  S.,  Portsmouth 
Greenwich  Hospital  Funds— Investment,  10S8 . 

1722  *  ' 

Queen's  Jubilee  Celebration— Commissions  to 

Non-Commissioned  and  Warrant  OflSoers  of 

the  Army  and  Navy,  1586 
Street   Improvements    (Metropolis)— Chariuff 

Cross  Road,  898 

Wilson,  Mr.  H.  J.,  York  JT.R.,  Eolm- 
firth 
Elementary  Education*- Irregular  Attendance 
—Mr.  Paget,  Wandsworth  Police  Court,  29 

WiNTBRBOTHAM,  Mr.  A.  B.,  Gloucester, 
Cireneester 
Poor  Law^Case  of  James  Westbury,  an  Agri- 
cultural Labourer,  572,  574 

Woodall,  Mr.  W.,  Ednley 
Army  (Supplementary  Estimate)— Army  Ser- 

▼ices,  1828,  1846 
Education    Department — Building  Grants  to 

Science  Schools  and  Art  Schools,  572 

WoBTLBY,  Mr.  0.  B.  8TUAET.  (Under 

8eoretary  of  8tate  for  the  Home 

Department),  Sheffield,  Sallam 

Election  Expenses,  1886— The  Return,  299 

Factories  Acta—Truok  Acts  in  Scotland,  301 

General  Election,  1886-Charges  of  Returning 

Officers  (Scotland),  1572 
Lunacy— Detention  of  an  Alleged  Lunatic,  36, 

Prison  Labour— Mat- Making,  38, 1068 

W0BK8— First  Commissioner  («mPlxjk- 
KBT,  Eight  Hon.  D.  E.) 

Works,    Metropolitan   Board   op 

Chairman  {see  M*Garbl-Hogm3,  8ir 

J.    M.)         .N»-  - 

Wetoht,  Mr.Xu,  Laneashire,  8.  JT.,  Leigh 
Parliament^Business  of  the  House  (Roles  of 
Procedure)  -Rule   1   (Closure  of  Debate), 
Res.  1000,  1001 

Wright,  Mr.  H.  8.,  Nottingham,  8. 
Clyde  Nafigation,  Coosid.  1560 
Post  Office  (England  and  Wales)— Telegraph 
Clerks,  177,  1063  *    ^ 


ERRATA.  « 

(Unri|ire?pMh)f''"  ""'  '^''"''^'  <^"'^«*  TJuU^M,).  read  Mr.   R.  G.  C.   Mowbray, 
Pago  994,  lino  19,  from  top,  fcr  "  Bradford,"  read  "  Bedford." 

END    OP   VOLUME   OOOXI.,    AND   SECOND   VOLUME 
OP    SESSION    1887. 


LOXDO]^:   OOBKBUUS  BUCK  AND   SON,    22,   PATERNOSTER  ROW,   E.G. 
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